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The Committee on Appropriations submits the following report in
explanation of the accompanying bill making appropriations for en-
ergy and water development for the fiscal year ending September
30, 1996, and for other purposes.
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SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee has considered budget estimates which are con-
tained in the Budget of the United States Government, 1996. The
following table summarizes appropriations for fiscal year 1995, the
budget estimates, and amounts recommended in the bill for fiscal
year 1996.



1996 1996 recommendation compared with—
recommendation

1995 appropriation 1996 estimate
1995 appropriation 1996 estimate

Title |—Department of

Defense—Civil 3,408,919,000  3,307,450,000 3,219,610,000  — 189,309,000 — 87,840,000
Title Il—Department o
LI N 881,399,000 833,017,000 857,190,000 — 24,209,000 +24,173,000
Title ll—Department of Energy ~ 15,701,676,000 16,633,269,000 14,761,611,000  — 940,065,000 —1,871,658,000
Title IV—Independent Agencies 470,408,000 369,063,000 275,870,000  —194,538,000 — 93,193,000
Subtotal .......occevveverenns 20,462,402,000 21,142,799,000 19,114,281,000 —1,348,121,000 —2,028,518,000
Scorekeeping adjustments ........ —169,403,000 —410,343,000 —410,343,000  — 240,940,000 ...

Grand total of bill ........ 20,292,999,000 20,732,456,000 18,703,938,000 —1,589,061,000 - 2,028,518,000

INTRODUCTION

In the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill for
fiscal year 1996, the rhetoric of deficit reduction becomes a reality.
The Committee has confronted difficult and painful choices, result-
ing in substantial reductions in programs throughout the Commit-
tee’s jurisdiction. Although the task has been monumental, the
Committee has acted responsibly to downsize and streamline ac-
tivities of the Federal government. Throughout its deliberations,
the Committee has established thoughtful priorities and has en-
deavored to fund those activities that are necessary, cost-effective,
and vital to the Nation’s welfare.

The Committee has conducted exhaustive hearings on the pro-
grams and projects provided for in the Energy and Water Develop-
ment Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 1996. The record of these
hearings is contained in eight published volumes containing over
12,000 pages. The Committee received testimony from Members of
Congress; cabinet secretaries; federal, state and local governmental
officials; and private citizens. These witnesses, and hundreds of
others who have contacted the Committee, have requested funding
for projects of all sorts. Because of dramatic funding constraints,
the Committee has been able to accommodate only a modest num-
ber of these requests. The Committee recognizes that funding re-
strictions will be even more pronounced in future years and is re-
luctant to pursue projects that involve large outyear mortgages.

The Committee understands that authorizing legislation for var-
ious projects and agencies funded by this bill is in various stages
of consideration by jurisdictional committees of the House. The
Committee has worked closely with these panels to establish the
funding levels recommended in the bill. Funding has been provided
for certain programs in anticipation and advance of authorization
in order to avoid unnecessary disruptions in the provision of gov-
ernment services.






TITLE |
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
CORPS OF ENGINEERS' CIVIL WORKS MISSION

In the fiscal year 1996 budget request, the Administration pro-
posed radical changes in the Civil Works mission of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Under these proposals, beginning in fiscal year
1996, the Corps would only be involved in projects and programs
of “national scope and significance.” While it may at first seem rea-
sonable that the Federal Government only be involved in programs
of “national significance”, a closer look at these proposals makes it
apparent that they were ill-conceived and are counterproductive to
the well-being of the Nation.

The most far reaching of these proposals involves the Corps of
Engineers’ role in protecting our citizens from the devastating ef-
fects of floods. Under the Administration's proposal, the Corps
would only participate in projects that meet the following three cri-
teria: (1) more than half of the damaging flood water must come
from outside the boundaries of the state where the damage is oc-
curring; (2) the project must have a benefit-to-cost ratio of 2 or
greater; and (3) the non-Federal sponsor must be willing and able
to pay 75 percent of the first cost of the project. The practical effect
of applying those three criteria against all proposed projects would
be to terminate the Federal Government’s role in flood control ac-
tivities. The first criterion alone would eliminate the Corps’ role in
flood control throughout much of the country, including three of our
largest states: California, Texas, and Florida. The Committee
strongly disagrees that the Federal Government should end its his-
toric role in protecting our citizens from the devastating effects of
floods. The Corps of Engineers has presented testimony before the
Committee indicating that every dollar invested in flood control
projects has yielded $6 in benefits. Terminating the Federal Gov-
ernment’s role in flood control activities as a way to save money is
clearly the wrong way to go.

The Committee is equally troubled by the Administration’s pro-
posals to terminate the Federal Government'’s role in shore protec-
tion projects and smaller navigation projects. While these proposals
would only directly affect the coastal states, including the Great
Lakes states, the impacts of terminating the Federal Government’s
role in protecting our shorelines and maintaining small boat har-
bors would be felt throughout the Nation. The Committee also
strongly rejects these proposals.
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Therefore, in making recommendations for fiscal year 1996, the
Committee has provided funds for projects without regard to these
proposed new policies. The Committee expects the Secretary of the
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, to proceed with those
projects, all of which are fully authorized. The Committee further
directs the Secretary of the Army and the Chief of Engineers to
continue to process all decision documents, including the trans-
mission of feasibility reports to the Congress for authorization,
without regard to whether or not projects comply with the Adminis-
tration’s proposed new policies.

As stated above, the Committee believes that these proposals
were ill-conceived and urges the Administration to reconsider them
in light of the benefits that these programs have provided to the
Nation.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

APPropriation, 1995 ... $181,199,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 .......ccccociuieiiiiie e 155,625,000
Recommended, 1996 .......ccccoiiiiiiiiiiii e 129,906,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..o —51,293,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiienee e —25,719,000

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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PLANMING

BUDQET ESTIMATES HOUSE ALLOWANCE
INVEST IGAT IONS PLANMING IMVESTIGATIONS

CORPS OF EMGIMEERS - GEMERAL IMVESTIGATIONS
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Gila River and Tributaries, North Scottsdale Drainage Area, Ari-
zona.—The bill includes an additional $50,000 for the Corps of En-
gineers to initiate the feasibility study for this project.

Rio Salado, Arizona.—The bill includes $300,000, the same as
the budget request, for the Corps of Engineers to continue to study
the feasibility of environmental restoration and associated recre-
ation measures at the cities of Tempe and Phoenix, Arizona, along
the Rio Salado reach of the Salt River.

Gila River, Tortolita Drainage Area, Arizona.—The Committee
has provided an additional $100,000 for the Corps of Engineers to
initiate the feasibility phase of this study.

Gila River and Tributaries, Santa Cruz River Basin, Arizona.—
The Corps of Engineers is directed to initiate a cost-shared feasibil-
ity study to develop a prioritized watershed management plan to
include flood plain land use and maintenance plans to minimize fu-
ture flood damages, identification of degraded habitats that can be
restored as mitigation for permitted activities, water quality im-
provements, ground water supply, low flow augmentation, and
recreation. Funds in the amount of $100,000 are provided to initi-
ate the study.

Arkansas River, Tucker Creek, Arkansas.—The bill includes
$280,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate feasibility phase
studies for the Arkansas River, Tucker Creek, Arkansas, project.

San Joaquin River Basin, Firebaugh and Mendota, California.—
The bill includes $150,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate the
feasibility study for the San Joaquin River Basin, Firebaugh and
Mendota, California, project.

San Joaquin River Basin, Tule River, California.—The Commit-
tee has provided $200,000 for the Corps of Engineers to resume
feasibility phase studies of the Success Dam, California, enlarge-
ment project. The Committee finds the Corps’ proposal to double
the cost of the feasibility study to be unacceptable and expects the
Corps to work with the local sponsor to complete the study at the
least possible cost and in time for the project to be considered for
authorization by the Congress in 1998.

San Joaquin River Basin, Kawaeh River, California.—The Com-
mittee has provided an additional $260,000 for initiation of
preconstruction engineering and design of a project to enlarge Ter-
minus Reservoir on the Kawaeh River in California.

San Joaquin River Basin, Pine Flat Dam Fish and Wildlife Habi-
tat Restoration, California.—The Corps of Engineers is directed to
coordinate the conduct of the feasibility study phase of the Pine
Flat Dam Fish and Wildlife Habitat Investigation with efforts by
the California Department of Fish and Game and the non-Federal
sponsor to develop reservoir and stream temperature models as
part of a proposed Kings River fisheries management plan.

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, Western Delta Islands, Califor-
nia.—The Committee has provided $300,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to continue into the feasibility phase of the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta, Western Delta Islands, California, project.

Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties Shoreline, California.—The
bill includes $300,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a re-
connaissance study of shoreline protection measures in Ventura
and Santa Barbara Counties in California. The study should in-
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clude consideration of plans for using material from maintenance
dredging of Federal navigation projects in the vicinity for storm
damage reduction and other purposes.

Central Basin Groundwater Project, California.—The Committee
has included $375,000 to initiate a feasibility study for the Central
Basin Groundwater project. The study will identify and recommend
remediation measures for implementation to address contamination
within, and downgradient of, existing Federal facilities at Whittier
Narrows Dam, Los Angeles County, California.

City of Arcadia Water Infrastructure Restoration Study, Califor-
nia.—The Committee has provided $400,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to conduct a study under the authority of section 116(d) of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1990 to identify problems
and alternative solutions, including governmental roles and respon-
sibilities, for providing a more dependable water supply for the city
of Arcadia, particularly with respect to minimizing damages to the
water system that might occur during an earthquake.

Imperial County Watershed, Colorado River and Tributaries,
California.—The Committee has provided $300,000 for the Corps of
Engineers to initiate a reconnaissance study of potential solutions,
including governmental roles and responsibilities, to the flood con-
trol, water quality, water supply and environmental problems asso-
ciated with the Colorado River and its tributaries, including the
lower Salton Sea, within Imperial County. Such study shall in-
clude, as a priority, the timely completion of a Sanitary Watershed
Survey.

San Antonio Creek, California.—The bill includes an additional
$200,000 for the San Antonio Creek, California, project for the ini-
tiation of feasibility phase studies.

Mojave River Floodplain Management Plan, California.—The
amount provided for the Planning Assistance to States program in-
cludes $35,000 to complete the floodplain maintenance plan being
undertaken in cooperation with the San Bernardino County Flood
Control District.

Upper Penitencia Creek, California.—The bill includes $300,000
for the initiation of feasibility phase studies for the Upper
Penitencia Creek, California project.

San Joaquin River Basin, Stockton Metropolitan Area, Califor-
nia.—The Committee has provided $600,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to complete a reconnaissance study to determine the extent
and nature of a flood control project for the Stockton, California,
area. Funds may also be spent to determine the viability of Farm-
ington Dam for conjunctive use and flood control purposes.

San Juan and Aliso Creeks, California.—The Committee has pro-
vided $300,000 for the Corps of Engineers to complete a reconnais-
sance study of water resource problems and solutions in the San
Juan Creek and Aliso Creek watersheds.

Northern California Streams, Middle Creek, California.—The bill
includes $300,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a study of
alternatives to restore the natural functions of the Middle Creek/
Clear Lake ecosystem including the restoration of wetlands at the
historic Robinson Lake.
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Prado Dam, California.—From within available funds, the Corps
of Engineers is directed to use $100,000 to investigate the feasibil-
ity of modifying the operation of Prado Dam in California.

San Joaquin River Basin, Caliente Creek Stream Group, Califor-
nia.—The Committee has provided $171,000 for the completion of
the Caliente Creek, California, feasibility study, the same as the
budget request. The Committee directs that the Corps of Engineers
take all steps necessary to ensure that this twelve-year old study
is completed in fiscal year 1996.

Santa Monica Water Supply Study, California.—The Committee
has provided $350,000 for the Corps of Engineers to conduct a
study under the authority of section 116(d) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1990 to identify problems and alternative solu-
tions, including governmental roles and responsibilities, for provid-
ing a more dependable water supply for the city of Santa Monica,
California, particularly with respect to minimizing damages to the
water system that might occur during an earthquake.

Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, Baltimore Harbor Connecting
Channels, Delaware and Maryland.—In carrying out the Chesa-
peake and Delaware Canal, Baltimore Harbor Connecting Chan-
nels, study, the Corps of Engineers is directed to complete studies
concerning improvement of the Reedy Point Flare and relocation of
the Arnold Point Anchorage to Howell Point.

Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, Palm Beach County, Florida.—
The bill includes $150,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a
reconnaissance study of navigation improvements along the Atlan-
tic Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach County, Florida.

Indianapolis, White River (North), Indiana.—The Committee has
provided $200,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate
preconstruction engineering and design for the Indianapolis, White
River (North), Indiana, project.

Indianapolis Central Waterfront, Indiana.—The Committee has
provided $2,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers to proceed with de-
tailed design for the elements of the Master Plan of the Central
Waterfront project in Indianapolis, Indiana. The Master Plan was
developed by the Corps of Engineers to address multipurpose water
resource requirements in the project area. The Corps is directed to
conduct this work in close cooperation with the city of Indianapolis.

Wabash River Basin Comprehensive, Indiana.—The Committee
has provided $75,000 to continue detailed planning of the Wabash
River Scenic Corridor in west central Indiana.

Ohio River Greenway, Indiana.—The bill includes $1,000,000 for
the Corps of Engineers to continue engineering and design of the
Ohio River Greenway project in Indiana.

Lake George, Hobart, Indiana.—The Committee has been advised
by the Corps of Engineers that previously appropriated funds will
be utilized in fiscal year 1996 to complete the General Design
Memorandum and initiate plans and specifications for the Lake
George, Hobart, Indiana, project.

Little Calumet River Basin, Cady Marsh Ditch, Indiana.—The
Committee has been advised by the Corps of Engineers that pre-
viously appropriated funds will be utilized in fiscal year 1996 to
complete the General Design Memorandum for the Cady Marsh
Ditch, Indiana, project.
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Metropolitan Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky.—The bill in-
cludes $400,000 to initiate a reconnaissance study to identify po-
tential solutions to flooding problems in Lexington, Kentucky.

Green River Lock and Dam No. 6, Kentucky.—The Committee
has provided $50,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a study
to determine the feasibility of deauthorizing and disposing of Green
River Lock and Dam No. 6.

Lake Charles Ship Channel, By-Pass and General Anchorage
Area, Louisiana.—The Committee has provided an additional
$540,000 for the Lake Charles Ship Channel, By-Pass and General
Anchorage Area, Louisiana, study to be used to investigate the fea-
sibility of developing a support service facility for the Calcasieu
Ship Channel at Hackberry, Louisiana, in the interest of improved
navigability in the ship channel.

West Shore-Lake Pontchartrain, Louisiana.—The Committee has
provided $500,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a recon-
naissance study of hurricane flooding problems west of Bonnet
Carre Spillway.

Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan.—The bill includes $200,000 for the
Corps of Engineers to continue the preparation of a Limited Re-
evaluation Report for the construction of a replacement lock at
Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan.

Fabius River Drainage District, Missouri.—The bill includes
$125,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a reconnaissance
study of flood control and related water resources problems at the
Fabius River Drainage District in Missouri.

Barnegat Inlet to Little Egg Inlet, New Jersey.—The bill includes
$550,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate the feasibility study
of storm damage reduction measures for the Barnegat Inlet to Lit-
tle Egg Inlet, New Jersey, project.

South River, New Jersey.—The bill includes an additional
$275,000 to initiate the feasibility study for the South River, New
Jersey, project.

South Shore of Staten Island, New York.—The Committee has
provided an additional $300,000 to initiate feasibility phase studies
for the South Shore of Staten Island, New York, project.

Mussers Dam, Middle Creek, Snyder County, Pennsylvania.—The
Committee has provided $300,000 for the Corps of Engineers to
complete engineering and design for the Mussers Dam, Middle
Creek, Snyder County, Pennsylvania, project.

Black Fox, Murfree and Oakland Springs Wetlands Areas, Ten-
nessee.—The Committee has provided $200,000 for the Corps of En-
gineers to initiate preconstruction engineering and design of the
Black Fox, Murfree and Oakland Springs Wetlands Areas project
in Tennessee.

Colonias Along the U.S.-Mexico Border, Texas.—The Committee
has provided $300,000 for the Corps of Engineers to continue to
provide technical and planning and design assistance to colonias
along the United States-Mexico border.

Tygart River Basin, West Virginia.—The Committee has provided
$600,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate reconnaissance level
environmental mitigation investigations in the Fords Run, Three
Forts Creek, and Sandy Creek watersheds of the Tygart River
Basin in West Virginia.
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Tygart River Basin (Barbour County), West Virginia.—The bill
includes $500,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate feasibility
phase studies of potential projects to reduce flood damages in the
vicinity of Belington and Philippi in Barbour County, West Vir-
ginia.

West Virginia Port Development, West Virginia.—The Committee
has provided $300,000 to continue the West Virginia Port Develop-
ment study. Of the total, $100,000 is to be used to conduct feasibil-
ity studies on the Ohio River near the community of Millwood be-
tween and including rivers miles 230 and 210 near the community
of Murraysville. In addition, $200,000 has been provided for fea-
sibility studies near the town of Buffalo between river miles 23 and
25 on the Kanawha River.

Tolchester S-Turn, Maryland.—The Committee urges the Corps
of Engineers to complete its ongoing studies and related design
work pertaining to the dangerous S-Turn in the Tolchester Chan-
nel, and to complete its report addressing the economic, environ-
mental and safety concerns of this modification.

Research and Development.—The Committee has included
$28,432,000 for research and development activities in fiscal year
1996. Included in this total is: $24,432,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers’ base research and development program; $2,000,000 to con-
tinue the earthquake engineering effort; and $2,000,000 to continue
research into zebra mussel control. The Committee has deleted the
funds requested for the following programs: CPAR; Economic Im-
pacts of Global Warming; Evaluation of Environmental Invest-
ments; Characterization and Restoration of Wetlands; and Geo-
graphic Information Systems. The Committee has again included
$300,000 for the continuation of the Construction Technology
Transfer Project between the Corps of Engineers’ research institu-
tions and Indiana State University. Under the project, the Corps
will continue to work with the university’'s School of Technology to
develop mechanisms to transfer the results of Corps construction-
related research to small- and medium-sized companies throughout
the Wabash Valley region.

Roller-Compacted Concrete.—The Committee understands that
several divisions and districts utilize roller-compacted concrete in
flood control projects. This technology has proven to be cost-effec-
tive and has demonstrated its reliability during flood conditions.
The Committee encourages the use of roller-compacted concrete
whenever feasible.

Ohio River Basin Study.—The Committee has included
$1,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers to undertake a study to as-
sess the water quality, biological and ecological aspects of the Ohio
River Basin and develop such methodologies as may be necessary
to make adequate improvements. The Corps is directed to work
with the Ohio River Valley Water Sanitation Commission on this
study.

Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway Navigation
Study.—The Committee has provided $6,205,000 for the Upper
Mississippi River and lllinois Waterway study, the same as the
budget request. The Committee has learned that there may be pro-
posals made by Federal and state resource agencies for additional
environmental studies that would raise the total cost of the study
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by $25,000,000. The purpose of this study is to address the need
for navigation capacity expansion on the Upper Mississippi River
and the Illinois Waterway. The Committee believes that the envi-
ronmental component of the study should be limited to the impacts
associated with expanding the capacity of the two systems. There-
fore, the Committee directs the Corps of Engineers to not expand
the scope of the study such that its total cost exceeds that pre-
sented in the fiscal year 1996 budget request.

In addition, because of the need for a timely review of future
navigation needs on the upper Mississippi and Illinois Rivers, the
Committee directs the Corps of Engineers to complete the study
and issue recommendations to Congress no later than December
1999.

Program Reductions.—Due to the severe budgetary situation, the
Committee has deleted or reduced the funds requested by the Ad-
ministration for a number of non-project specific activities funded
under the General Investigations account.

Coordination Studies With Other Agencies.—For fiscal year 1996,
the Committee recommends the following amounts for Coordination
Studies With Other Agencies: Cooperation with Other Agencies,
$480,000; Section 22 Planning Assistance to States, $2,000,000;
Special Investigations, $3,400,000; Gulf of Mexico Program,
$300,000; Interagency Water Resources Development, $1,000,000;
National Estuary Program $180,000; and North American Water-
fowl Management Plan, $180,000. In addition, the Committee has
deleted the funds requested for the National Marine Fisheries Co-
ordination Program, and the National Inventory of Dams Program.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Appropriation, 1995 $983,668,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 . 785,125,000
Recommended, 1996 ...... . 807,846,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —175,822,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiieiiiee s +22,721,000

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River Navigation System (Montgomery
Point Lock and Dam), Arkansas.—The bill includes $6,000,000 for
the McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River Navigation project, the same as
the budget request. The Committee directs the Corps of Engineers
to use $2,000,000 of the funds requested for additional land acqui-
sition at the project to complete construction of the access road and
service facilities for the Montgomery Point Lock and Dam author-
ized by the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1946, as amended, and as
described in the District Engineer’'s Report approved November 1,
1991. These funds are in addition to the $3,400,000 included in the
budget request for activities related to Montgomery Point Lock and
Dam. The Committee notes that no authority currently exists to
utilize funds available in the Inland Waterways Trust Fund for
construction of the Montgomery Point Lock and Dam.

Red River Emergency Bank Protection, Arkansas.—The bill in-
cludes $6,600,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate and com-
plete construction of the Dickson Revetment.

San Diego River and Mission Bay, California.—The bill includes
$1,900,000 for the Corps of Engineers to construct a permanent
rubblemound breakwater at the Quivira Basin.

Silver Strand Shoreline, Imperial Beach, California.—The bill in-
cludes $200,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate a General
Reevaluation Report for Federal shore protection improvements
along the Silver Strand Shoreline in Imperial Beach, California.

Sacramento River Flood Control Project, (Glenn-Colusa Irrigation
District), California.—The Committee has provided $300,000 for
the Corps of Engineers to continue work on the riffle restoration
project and continue participation in, and, when necessary, provide
direct support to, the state-Federal effort to develop a long-term so-
lution to the fish passage problem at the Hamilton City Pumping
Plant.

Los Angeles Harbor, California.—The Committee has provided an
additional $325,000 for the Corps of Engineers to conduct wave
monitoring throughout Los Angeles Harbor to verify assumptions
about the prevailing wave climate.

Klamath-Glen Levee Repairs, California.—The Committee is
aware that the Klamath-Glen Levee in Del Norte County, Califor-
nia, was constructed by the Army Corps of Engineers in 1972 with
100 percent Federal funding. The levee faces serious likelihood of
failure due to design deficiencies which the Corps of Engineers ac-
knowledges were its fault. Failure of the levee could have cata-
strophic human and economic consequences in an already dis-
tressed area. The Committee directs the Corps of Engineers to pro-
ceed with repairs to the Klamath-Glen Levee, using available funds
appropriated for fiscal year 1995, under the same financial terms
as the original construction. In view of the admitted responsibility
of the Corps for the design flaws, the Committee does not believe
it is appropriate for the Corps to require a local contribution in this
instance.

Santa Ana River Mainstem, California.—The amount provided
for the Santa Ana River Mainstem, California, project includes
$5,000,000 for the continuation of construction of the San Timoteo
Creek project element.
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Fort Pierce Beach, Florida.—The Committee has provided
$148,000 for the Corps of Engineers to continue the preparation of
a General Reevaluation Report for the Fort Pierce Beach, Florida,
project.

St. Johns County (St. Augustine Beach), Florida.—The bill in-
cludes $350,000 for the continuation of a General Reevaluation Re-
port to develop a comprehensive solution to the beach erosion prob-
lems at St. Augustine Beach, Florida.

Broward County, Pompano Beach/Lauderdale By-the-Sea, Flor-
ida.—The Committee has provided $450,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to review design documents prepared by the county for the
next renourishment of the Broward County, Florida, project.

Central and Southern Florida, Florida.—The Committee has pro-
vided an additional $300,000 for the Central and Southern Florida
project to be used to continue the preparation of a General Re-
evaluation Report for the Bolles and Cross Canals feature of the
project.

Pinellas County, Florida.—The Corps of Engineers has advised
the Committee that $1,500,000 in available funds will be used to
complete the interim nourishment contract, complete the feature
design memorandum, and initiate plans and specifications for the
Long Key feature of the project and that $500,000 in available
funds will be used to complete the feature design memorandum,
and initiate plans and specifications of the Treasure Island feature
of the project. In addition, the Committee has provided $3,000,000
which, along with $750,000 in available funds, is available to con-
tinue Phase IV of the Sand Key element of the project.

O’Hare Reservoir, Illinois.—The Corps of Engineers has advised
the Committee that any additional funds which may be required to
complete the O’Hare Reservoir, Illinois, project will be repro-
grammed from within available funds. The Committee approves of
this procedure and directs the Corps of Engineers to take all steps
necessary to complete the project as soon as possible.

Ohio River Flood Protection (Indiana Shoreline), Indiana.—The
Committee has provided $1,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers to
prepare plans and specifications and initiate work on the rehabili-
tation of flood control projects along the Indiana shoreline of the
Ohio River.

Indiana Shoreline Erosion, Indiana.—The Committee has pro-
vided $1,500,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate construction
of the Indiana Shoreline Erosion project authorized in Public Law
99-662.

Salyersville, Kentucky.—The Committee has provided $500,000
for the Corps of Engineers to continue construction of the
Salyersville, Kentucky, cut-through project.

McAlpine Lock and Dam, Kentucky and Indiana.—The Commit-
tee has provided $3,487,000 for the Corps of Engineers to complete
engineering and design and initiate construction of the McAlpine
Lock and Dam, Kentucky and Indiana, project.

Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protection), Louisi-
ana.—The Committee has provided an additional $4,000,000 for
the Corps of Engineers to continue construction of parallel protec-
tion along the Orleans Avenue and London Avenue outfall canals.
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Baltimore Harbor and Channels, Maryland.—The Committee has
provided $339,000 for the Corps of Engineers to complete the Lim-
ited Re-evaluation Report for the Brewerton Channel Extension.

Red River below Denison Dam, Louisiana, Arkansas and Texas.—
The Committee has provided $3,800,000 to continue work on the
Red River below Denison Dam, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas,
project. Within the amount provided, $500,000 has been provided
to continue the Bowie County Levee, Texas, portion of the project.
The Committee directs the Corps of Engineers to continue to pre-
pare plans and specifications for restoration or replacement of the
Bowie County Levee as authorized by the Flood Control Act of 1946
for incorporation into the Federal levee system to provide the same
level of protection as the adjoining Miller County Levee in Arkan-
sas under the terms and conditions of section 3 of the Flood Con-
trol Act of 1936, Public Law 74-738.

Southeast Louisiana Flooding, Louisiana.—The Committee is
aware of the devasting record flooding due to torrential rainfalls in
southeast Louisiana that occurred May 8 through May 10, 1995. At
least seven lives were lost and over 35,000 homes were flooded
along with thousands of businesses and public facilities. There was
significant street and highway damage. Estimated property and in-
frastructure losses exceed $3,000,000,000. More flood insurance
claims have been filed already from this disaster than any other in-
cident nationwide except for a storm that hit five northeastern
states in December 1992. Flood insurance claims alone for six
major rainfall floods in this area between 1978 and 1989 have al-
ready totaled $227,000,000. This Committee and the House Infra-
structure and Transportation Committee have received proposals
for authorizing and funding rainfall drainage flood control projects
for this area which have preliminary positive benefit-cost ratios.
The Committee believes that despite current Corps of Engineers
policies and the Administration’s proposed radical changes in the
Civil Works mission of the Corps, Congress may want to consider
funding urban rainfall flood control projects that prevent the ex-
penditure of hundreds of millions of dollars in future Federal disas-
ter claims, grants, and public assistance. The Committee is care-
fully reviewing these proposals and has deferred action without
prejudice at this time on this and all other flood control projects re-
quiring new legislative authority pending future action later this
year by the authorization committees on an omnibus water re-
sources bill. The Corps has informed the Committee that ongoing
studies for urban rainfall mitigation in southeast Louisiana are
fully funded so they can proceed as quickly as possible. As in past
years, the Committee has provided full funding for these studies.
However, the current Corps project study process takes too long.
Therefore, with a goal towards completing these studies faster than
the current Corps process allows, the Committee directs the Corps
to provide a report to the Committee, prior to the conference with
the Senate on this bill, on a plan for having the private sector as-
sist with or conduct this and other important Corps project study
work.

Ste. Genevieve, Missouri.—The Committee is aware that the
Corps of Engineers plans to use up to $3,000,000 in previously ap-
propriated funds for construction of the Ste. Genevieve, Missouri,
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project in fiscal year 1996. Because of the urgent need to complete
this project as soon as possible, the Committee has provided an ad-
ditional $1,000,000 for construction of the project in fiscal year
1996. The Committee expects the Corps of Engineers to take all
steps necessary to expedite construction of this project.

Kill Van Kull and Newark Bay Channels, New York and New
Jersey.—The Committee has been advised by the Corps of Engi-
neers that $3,100,000 in previously appropriated funds will be
available in fiscal year 1996 to continue engineering and design of
Phase 11 of the Kill Van Kull and Newark Bay Channels, New York
and New Jersey, project.

Onondaga Lake, New York.—In fiscal years 1994 and 1995, the
Committee provided a total of $4,000,000 for design of the Onon-
daga Lake, New York, combined sewer overflow project authorized
by section 307 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992. At
that time, the scope of the project had not yet been finalized and,
therefore, construction costs had not yet been determined. Since
then, the local sponsor has better defined the project and deter-
mined that design and construction of the project can be fully fund-
ed using the $4,000,000 of Federal funds already appropriated. In
addition, the Committee is aware that the sponsor has agreed to
finance any excess funding requirements over the Federal appro-
priation of $4,000,000. Accordingly, the Committee has no objection
to the Corps of Engineers utilizing the $4,000,000 in previously ap-
propriated funds for construction of the Onondaga Lake project.

Acequias Irrigation System, New Mexico.—The Committee has
provided $120,000 for the Acequias Irrigation System project in
New Mexico, the same as the budget request. Those funds, com-
bined with $1,900,000 in programmed carryover will provide a total
of $2,020,000 for acequia rehabilitation projects in fiscal year 1996.
The Committee remains concerned about the slow pace of work on
this program and directs the Corps of Engineers to work more
closely with acequia district members in order to accelerate the
number of acequia projects undertaken. In addition, the Committee
encourages the Corps to work with acequia district members to
permit them to perform some of their own repairs.

Glen Foerd, Pennsylvania.—The bill includes $200,000 for the
Corps of Engineers to initiate construction of the Glen Foerd, Penn-
sylvania, project authorized in section 106 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1990.

Broad Top Region, Pennsylvania.—The Committee has provided
$4,100,000 for wetlands restoration and the completion of acid
mine drainage mitigation projects for the Broad Top region of Hun-
tingdon and Bedford Counties in Pennsylvania.

Red River Basin Chloride Control, Texas and Oklahoma.—From
within funds previously appropriated for the Red River Basin Chlo-
ride Control, Texas and Oklahoma, project, the Corps of Engineers
is directed to use $150,000 to develop and implement an environ-
mental monitoring plan for the project in fiscal year 1996.

Columbia River Juvenile Fish Mitigation, Washington, Oregon,
and ldaho.—The Committee has reduced the Administration’s re-
quest for the Columbia River Juvenile Fish Mitigation program by
$10,000,000 to $68,800,000. The amount appropriated for this ac-
tivity in fiscal year 1995 was $36,300,000. The Committee is ex-
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tremely concerned about the seemingly uncontrolled growth of this
program. In fiscal year 1994, the Corps of Engineers reported that
the total estimated cost of the program was $345,000,000. In this
year's budget request, the Corps reported the total estimated cost
as $583,600,000. The Committee is concerned that the Columbia/
Snake River salmon recovery efforts have become a black hole for
money even though there appears to be no consensus among all the
parties involved in this effort about what needs to be done to re-
store the salmon runs.

The Committee has not included any funding for the continu-
ation of advanced planning and design for public and private facili-
ties affected by the operation of the John Day project at minimum
pool levels. There is no regional consensus on this project, the cost
of implementation would be exorbitant, and any improvement in
fish mortality is expected to be marginal. The Corps should move
ahead expeditiously in testing, and where applicable, installation of
surface collection and bypass systems which do have regional con-
sensus and may help salmon pass hydropower dams more success-
fully than conventional bypass systems. The final construction deci-
sion on the conventional bypass system at The Dalles should be
held pending completion of surface bypass testing at that project.

Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cum-
berland River, West Virginia, Kentucky, and Virginia.—The Com-
mittee has provided a total of $24,000,000 for the Levisa and Tug
Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cumberland River project.
In addition to amounts provided in the budget request, the bill in-
cludes $12,000,000 to continue phase Ill of the Harlan, Kentucky,
element of the project, $4,100,000 for the Williamsburg, Kentucky,
element of the project to continue floodproofing, complete real es-
tate acquisition and perform levee/floodwall construction, and
$1,600,000 for design work, the acquisition of real estate, and the
continuation of floodproofing on the Middlesboro, Kentucky, ele-
ment of the project. In addition, the Corps is directed to continue
construction of the Pike County, Kentucky, element using funds
previously appropriated.

Poplar Island, Maryland.—The Committee recognizes the na-
tional economic importance of the Baltimore Harbor, and therefore
urges the Corps to support, out of the funding provided for Wetland
and Aquatic Habitat Creation (Section 204 funds), the Poplar Is-
land Maryland Restoration Project.

Continuing Authorities Programs.—The Committee believes that
the proposal of the Administration to terminate funding for the sec-
tion 103, section 208, section 14, section 205, section 111, and sec-
tion 107 continuing authorities programs beginning in fiscal year
1997 to be counterproductive to the well-being of the Nation. For
relatively modest amounts of money these programs have provided
significant benefits to many of our citizens, particularly those in
smaller communities. The Committee notes that while proposing to
terminate the traditional Corps of Engineers continuing authorities
programs that help people, the Administration has proposed that
the two newer environmentally oriented programs be funded at
their full authorized levels. The Committee hopes that the Admin-
istration will reconsider this proposal and request adequate fund-
ing in fiscal year 1997 to continue these valuable programs.
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Small Flood Control Projects (Section 205).—Within available
funds, the bill includes: $2,000,000 to design and construct modi-
fications to upgrade the pump station and enlarge the detention
pond at Sinkhole 7 in Muscle Shoals, Colbert County, Alabama;
$350,000 to initiate plans and specifications for a project to reha-
bilitate the levees at Elba, Alabama, and Geneva, Alabama;
$225,000 to complete the feasibility study, initiate and complete
plans and specifications, and initiate construction of the Mission
Zanja Creek, California, project; $370,000 for preconstruction engi-
neering and design of the Magpie Creek, California, project;
$200,000 for the Tehama-Hamilton City flood control study;
$1,387,000 to initiate and complete construction of the North
Libertyville Estates, Illinois, project; $184,000 to complete the fea-
sibility study and initiate plans and specifications for the Flatrock
River, Rushville, Indiana, project; $50,000 to complete design ac-
tivities and initiate construction at Feather Creek in Clinton, Indi-
ana; $30,000 to complete plans and specifications for the Pipe
Creek, Alexandria, Indiana, project; $100,000 to initiate and com-
plete a reconnaissance study of flooding problems along the White
River in Anderson, Indiana; $95,000 to initiate a feasibility study
of flood control improvements along the Red River at Clay City,
Kentucky; $60,000 to complete the feasibility study and initiate
plans and specifications for flood control measures along Beech
Fork in Bardstown, Kentucky; $180,000 to initiate and complete
plans and specifications of the cut-through project at Cy Bend in
Jackson, Kentucky; $400,000 to conduct reconnaissance studies and
initiate feasibility studies of flood control projects on Fulmer,
Moyer, and Steele Creeks in Herkimer County, New York;
$200,000 to complete the feasibility study and prepare plans and
specifications for the Cross Lake/Seneca River, New York, project;
and $100,000 to initiate and complete a feasibility study for First
Creek in Knoxville, Knox County, Tennessee.

The Committee directs the Army Corps of Engineers, within
available funds under the Section 205 program, to proceed with the
feasibility study of the Mill Creek project in Garfield Heights, Ohio,
as recommended by the Corps in its initial assessment.

Emergency Streambank and Erosion Control (Section 14).—With-
in available funds, the bill includes: $200,000 for planning, design,
and construction of an erosion control project at Big Racoon Creek
at Bridgeton in Parke County, Indiana; $102,000 to initiate and
complete construction of bank stabilization measures along the
Ohio River in the vicinity of the Masterson House in Carrollton,
Kentucky; $500,000 to construct two erosion control projects in
Letcher County, Kentucky, at Kentucky Route 15 and River Road
along the North Fork of the Kentucky River; $200,000 to design
and construct streambank protection measures along the bank of
the Tennessee River, river mile 158.7, at Clifton, Tennessee;
$500,000 to design and construct streambank protection measures
along the Tennessee River between river miles 645.0 and 647.3;
$500,000 for design and construction of streambank protection
measures along the Tennessee River at Tennessee Riverpark in
Chattanooga, Hamilton County, Tennessee; $500,000 for design
and construction of streambank protection measures along the Ten-
nessee River at Ross’s Landing in Chattanooga, Hamilton County,
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Tennessee; and $450,000 for a streambank erosion control project
along the Ohio River in the city of Moundsville, West Virginia.

Small Beach Erosion Control Projects (Section 103).—Within
available funds, the bill includes $2,000,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to conduct a study of measures to reduce storm damages
along the area adjacent to Agqua Hedionda Lagoon in the city of
Carlsbad, California, and, if a project is found to be feasible, to con-
struct the project.

Project Modifications for Improvement of the Environment (Sec-
tion 1135).—Within available funds, the bill includes: $300,000 for
the development and planning of a turbine bypass device at Pine
Flat Dam on the Kings River in California to improve temperature
control for fishery habitat restoration; $500,000 for a habitat res-
toration project along the San Lorenzo River in California;
$500,000 for an environmental restoration project along the Sac-
ramento River at Golden State Island in Colusa County, California;
and $200,000 to complete plans and specifications for environ-
mental restoration activities at Drakes Creek and Memorial Parks
at Old Hickory Lake, Tennessee.

Upper Mississippi River System Environmental Management Pro-
gram.—The Committee has learned that the Corps of Engineers
has been providing $200,000 per year to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service for its role in this program and that the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service has requested the amount be increased by about
$120,000 per year. The Committee believes that the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service should obtain the funds it needs to carry out its
role in connection with this program through its own budget. The
Committee, therefore, directs that the Corps of Engineers not pro-
vide funds available under this program to the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service in fiscal year 1996.

Upper Mississippi River Environmental Management Program,
Batchtown, Illincis.—The Batchtown Habitat Rehabilitation and
Enhancement Project is an important part of the Upper Mississippi
River Environmental Management Plan. Batchtown provides im-
portant habitat to migratory waterfowl and fish.

A major threat to this area is sedimentation due to hillside ero-
sion. Control of hillside erosion is essential to the long-term success
of this project. Within available funds, the Committee expects the
Corps to fund a hillside erosion component in the Batchtown Habi-
tat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ARKANSAS, IL-
LINOIS, KENTUCKY, LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, MISSOURI, AND TEN-
NESSEE

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiieiiiieieri e $328,138,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 319,250,000
Recommended, 1996 .........oooooiiiiiiiieeee e 307,885,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —20,253,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiiieiiiee et —11,365,000

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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CORPS OF ENGIMEERS - FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI AIVER AMD TRIBUTARIES

TOTAL
TYPE OF PAOJECT TITLE FEOERAL JDGET HOUSE
PROJECT cosT ESTIMATE ALLORANCE
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
QENEAAL STUDTES.
(roP) LA TO_THE QULF OF MEXICO 2,080,000 300, 000 300, 000
NISSISEIFPI DELTA, RS.. 2,482,000 1,300 000 1,800,000
REELFOOT 2,092,000 238,000 238,000
— 228,000 325,000
#C) EATTERY AWCWBAS RESION IVE 174,000,000 2,200,000 2,200,000
(FE) COMER WiiTE AIVER, $10 CAEEC 3 TRIBIVARIES. AR 58,400,000 260,000 206,000
SUBTOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS................ 5,263,000 5,263,000
- CONSTRUCTION
FC)  CHAMNEL INPROVEMENT. AR, IL. KY, LA, M5. MO & TN...... 1.570.000, 00K 63,090,000 65,000,000
FE)  EIGHT MILE OMEBK. AR.. .. .«cceorreonsonrnnnnsnnsssss 4,820, 00X $86,000 566, 000
FC M33SI3B8IPPI nxvu L!VE“. AR, Ii, KT. I.A, II, m 3 TN. 3,34 32, 456,000 30
FG) 37 PwNCIs msih. AR ¢ O s e 10,000,900 o
FC; . RED RIVER . Doy 11,284,000 11,284,000
FE)  WITEMANS CREEK, AR .. CMATER. LA, £ 340,000 53,000 $50. 000
FC A lmn'o FLbbowiy SvaTEk, (A1 U1 184,000,000 $, 300, 00C §, 300, 00C
FE} A s 000 27,000, 0K 27,006, 00K
(o] 53 200 1,500, 00¢ ¥, 500, 00¢
G} APGION, b 500 13300, 000 3,300
FC TARE CREEX § TRISUTANIES (iNCL GOW + 400,000 148, 00( 148
YAZOO BASIN, N3: 1,4 » 0003 447,828,000} {47,928,000}
FC! s MBusiiiire areiriresennes . 101,594,000 320, 00¢ 5,920,004
FC DEMOMETRATI 28, $60. 000 22,000, 00X 22,000, 00¢
¢ 1248000 - 00¢ 28, 00¢
FE 207,400,000 25, 00¢ 25. 00K
< 32,408,000 2,910, 2,919, 00C
FC. 248,308,000 2, 2,548, 0K
fC. 314,891,000 11, 200,00C 11,200, 00¢
F& 18,400, 000 1,800,900 1,800,
25 28,000, 000 2,900, 00K 2,900, 00¢
237,840,000 212,400,000
(Fe) 61,626 6,000,000
= we e
£€) £,830,000 $,$30,000
£C) 9,383, o,
£S) 2,626,000 2
G 1:288.000
FC 1 00X
y 3,341, 00K 300
[ 0K
FC. 87,00 0
¥C ) )00
¢ 1000 00
¥ 415,000 %00
ad 4,823,000 O
) - -— 2
(% f— 58, 500
£ —— 123,000
— 22,638,000y (32 3
e 3, 506, 000 3.
FC 2,012,000 2, 004
EC 3,500,000 3,800,000
£ 880,000 850,000
2 4,339,000 -
I 1,390,000 1
FC 4,200,000 4
£ 1,136,000 1,135, 00€
< 474,000 + 00
| 329,000 52500
£ 708,000 708.00¢
& 2,801,000 1.801.00
W) 3.415,000 1.418.00C
FC) 1,384,000 1,36
#C) — 1,008,000 1,008, 00K
134,188,000 128, 363,000
REDUCTION FOR SAVINGS AMD SLIPPAGE..........ccovennaes — -38, 141,000 -38, 141,000
TOTAL, FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPS RIVER ANC
TREBUTAREES - .« v« e e veenssannnosonsnecnnnnne . 319,250,000 307,846,000

OF PROJECT:
{N) RAVIGATION
(FC)  FLOOD CONTROL
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiieiiiieieri e $1,646,535,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... .. 1,749,875,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ooooiiiiiiiiiie et 1,712,123,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..o +65,588,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceeiiiieiiiiieiiee e — 37,752,000

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET HOUSE
PROJECT ESTINATE ALLONANCE
(n) 5,868,000 8,888,000
N 231,000 231,000
N} 458,000 458,000
(R} 18,820,000 16,820,000
(N) £51,000 551,000
o mE  me

N . 5%
(N} 249,000 249,000
(N 3,172,000 2,172,000
“(P) £.156,000 6,166,000
(N} 17,780,000 17,780,000
N 360,000 * 350,000
(P> F HEMRY AND DS, 3,888,000 3,888,000
(N TEMNESSEC - TOMBIGEEE mmv, AL i 21,090,000 u.ooo.ono
(™) F GEORGE LOCK AMD OAM, AL & GA.......... ... “8.434,000 » 434,000

ALASKA

N} 1,380,000 1,380,000
{FC) 1,648,000 1,649,000
(x) £99.000 598,000
(8} X 268, 00D 268,000
] RDTORIN. Thouas: gasin, I 884,000 884,000
(N} - NINILCHIK HARBOR, AX..... 162,000 182,000
(N} WOME RARBOR, AK...... CILNITIIII 305,000 308,000
(FC) 1,187,000 1,187,000
(¥C) 3,736,000 3,738,600
(FC) 112,000 12,000
(MP}  BEAVER LAKE, AR...........c. seeesrisenneenennennnss, 3,983,000 3,923,000
() T O LAKE DUAGHITA, AR, s 4,640,000
(FC) N LAKE, AR...,...... V. 183,000 1,152,000
(MP)  BULL SHOALS (AKE, AR. 4,878, 00C 4475000
(W) LLE ND §,383, 6,385,000
{9} R 4,188,000 4,138,000
{FC) 1 1,086,000
(FC) 297,000 197 . 00C
(FC) 1,008,000 1,008,000
() 4,447,000 4,447,000
(N} HELEMA HARBOR, AR..................... ... 277 7"00"" 800,000 500,000
()  MECLELLAN - xém ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR. 25,248,000 25,248,000
(FC)  MILLWOOD LAKE, AR........ feeriesiensirestesas 1,788,000 1,769,000
() B34, 3,828,000
{£C} 1,383,000 11362
() 3,582,000 3,582,000
(M) 453,000
() 5,304,000 s, 304,
() 4,175,000 2,175, 00
(N} 27200, 000 2,200
(N} 142,000 142,000

£C) R e e i aa it aaaanaannn 1,534,000 1,534,000

3 DAM = H V EASTRAW LAKE, ¢A 1.528,000 1,628,000

NY Y O 890,000 830,000

FC)  COYOTE VALLEY DAM (LAKE NENDOCING). GA. 2,410,000 2,410,000°

EC) DAY CREEK (WA SPAINGS) LAKE AND EHANNE 3l172,000 3,172,000

............ 358, R

FG)  LODEN Dk o uéw.ef . 1,708,000 1,708,508

) AND BAY, GA 4,870,000 4,870,000

g E, CA.veonnnenoranninnns a 702,000 702,000

FC)  LOS ANGELES QOUNTY wxm\as AREA, CALL.L L 2,413,000 3,413,000

LO3 MIGELES RIVER: CA............. - £00.000

e} 172,000 172,000

7o) 217,000 217,000

) g ime
FC)  NEW OGN LAKE, CA... . 1,529, 0K 1528000

................... ot 1,
(K) 2,205,000 2,208,000
(N)  DCEANSIDE MARBOR, CA.......... 1,046,000 1,045,000
- 780,000
Ty 1,890,000 t,
tFC) 2,451,000 2,481,000
(W) 138,000 135
(N} 2,600,000 2,500,000
(N)  RICHMOND HARBOR, CA...... ©.481.000 6.481.000
(N} 457,000 287,000
N} 272,000 #72,000
(N3 117,000 17.00C
(N) 1,085,000 1,088,000
ol St 2.0%8:500 2 0%0;
1850 000
(§} Hraon mo BAY (DRIFT REWOVAL), CA 2,188,000 2,195,000
(X} 1,826,000 1,828,000
(N} 1,858,000 +,638,00C
~ 1,080,000 1,080,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE SUOGET MOUSE
PROJECT ESTINATE ALLOWANCE
FC)  SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA......coovnrennnneeeneeeanne 2 2,509,000
H)  SAHTA SARBARA cA 1,038 1,038.000
KC)  SUCCESS LAKE, CA........ 2,388,008 2.366.000
N} SUIBUN BAY CHANNEL. CA 85 00( 865,000
FC)  TEMMINUS DAN (LAKE 1,474, 1,474,000
M) VENTURA WARNOR, CA 27388 2)218,000
N} YUBA RIVER, CA... 30 0, 000

429,000 420,000
1,000,000 1,000,000
478,000 978,000
1,475,000 1,475,000
809,000 609,000
249 248,000
75.00C 376,000
84 284, 000
724 224,000
343,000
2 335,000
4 248,000
412,000 412,000
471,00 471,000
] 486000
14, ] 14,000,000
18, 18,090,000
] 40,000
2,815,000 2,513,000
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
{N} POTONAC AID ANACOSTIA RIVERS (DRIFT REMOVAL}, DC. 785,000 785,000
{N) WASHINGTON HARBOR, OC D00 3;,000
FLORIDA
{N 70 SV JOHNS RIVER, FL, GA, SC, NC & VA.. 78,000 78,000
N Am.immou BAY, FL 000 187,000
N , FL 4, 4,758, 000
Be)  CENTRAL AMD SOUTHER FLORIA, L s 848,000
N HARBOR, FL..o..envooo. 3.278.00X 3,275,000
@ Pmmm et i s e
N THAMIOR, FU. ..o sorsnsssinsnstss isisrsiins Y3500 7,000
N)  INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, CALOGBARATCHEE R TO ANCLOTE &, . 221,000 221,000
N INTRACOASTAL WATEMNAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL 3,283,000 3,292,000
N} JACKSONVILLE 4,119,000 5.389, 000
"P) 8,111,000 8,111,000
N 400, 000 400, 000
N 29%.000 298, 000
N 1,98 1,088,000
N 3,933,000 3,933,000
N 127,000 127,000
N 1,488,000 1,488,000
N 717,00 717,000
N 2,147,00¢ 2,147,000
N 72, 00¢ 72,000
3,700, 3,700,000
(W) 4,000 804, 000
) 85,000 88,000
3“; ANPA HARBOR | 3, 744,000 3,744,000
N WTVLARODOaTE nxvex. #e . 34,000 34,000
QEORGIA
(MP)  ALLATOOMA LAKE, GA. .. .ocuesozossssoessossoesss 5,894,000 5.894,000
{N)  APALACHICOLA CRATTANOOGHEE AN FLint RIVERS, GA, 'AL" 8. 4,321,000 “4,321,000
(0 ATUWTIC INTRACOASTAL WATEMMAY, GA......... ... 1,818,000 1,218,000
(N} HARBOR 3,471,000 3,411,000
{W8)  BUFORD DA M8 LIXE SIDNEY LANIER] 7,377,000 21377.00¢
(P} OAM_AND 5,218,000 5,218 ,00C
(W8} HARTWELL LAKE, OA & SC.... 10,384, 000 19
{l’) J THURIRND , 9,480,000 480
P} RICHARD B RUSSELL, GA. 7,307,000 7,307,000
] HARBOR, . 5,377,000 8.377. 0
N)  SAVANNAB RIVER . : 2,478,000 2,478, 00C
(MP)  WEST POINT DAM AND LAKE, OA & AL... . i 5.114,000 5,114, 0K
HAWALL
W) BARBERS POINT MARBOR, ME......vossiesscssesinnanseres 143,000 143,000
(R TR FLooo comtant, WaGE, RELL S 480,000 1000
IDAHO
(9] ALBENL FALLS DA, 1. 4.467,000 4,487,000
() DT Pead e, T5eomvors. 1o, 1,064,000 1,084,000
ILINOIS
AN)  ANOALUSTIA WAMBOR, ZL......sissosscscnarassssnnsesansos 71,000 71,000
M) CALUNET HARBOR AWD REVER, B & iw. 0. illllilllllllll $00.000 00,900
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET HOUSE
PROJI ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
£$<) 3,718,000 3,715,000
N) 2.345.000 21548, 000
N} 810, 00C 810,000
) 273,00 273,000
(8 4 485,000
N} e - 1. 443, 000
(] 70, 844, 90C 20,844,000
N 1,717, 00C 1,717,000
N) 848, 00¢ 45,000
FC) SHELBIYVILLE, Ih..ov.sevssirsnessson 8,399, 5,399,000
N) BETWEEN W) R AND MINMEAPOLIS {LINVD mmm. it 12,437,001 12,427,000
N) BETHERN M0 A AN MINMAROCES, TL  1h " 5. 73,347, 00¢ 73,347,000
FC) . 3,434, O0( 5,434,000
N) 123.00C 123,000
M) 870, 00C 870,000
{FC} 35,000 38,000
FC) 711,000 711,000
) 1,548,000 1,545,000
Ny 95, 000

n o o

FC) 782,000 782,00

) X
N) Prsesseustanseran 320,00 320, 00K
%) 549, 00C

FC) 1,073,000 1,073, 00(

FC) 680, 00( 8

G}

FC) 807,000 B07,00(
{FC) CORALVILLE LAKE, IA......c.ovcirnmnrvnrooncrsenrnronnn 2,654,000 2,6%4,00C
(FC) VER - KEWSLERS BEND. NE 1O 900X CiTV, Ia. > 00¢ 00K
) RIVER - SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH. 1A, NE. KS'& NO. 5. 5.

(FC) 2,02 2,028,00€
(FG) N EN
(FC) 4,968,000 4,988,000

FC CLINTON LAKE, K8.. 2,014,000 2,914,000
FC 1L LAKE 1,038,000 1,038,000
FC . KS 498,000 458,000
(] 1TY LAKE, KS., .. 786,000 785,000
PG} FALL RIVER LAKE, Ké. 882,000 92,000
g LSOALE LIKE,‘% ........ !R‘ .ii. P . . ;.g,.m ;.;;:.&
¥C 5 LAKE, KB......0consesrerririirr o 1 IE000—— 1493°000
FC . 20533000 2,533,600
FC 1,887,000 1,887,000
rC 1,886,000 1,886,000
Fé %3, 000 893,000
FC 1,919,000 1,918,000
FC. 1,938,000 1,938,000
FC 330,000 330,000
FC 2,202,000 2,202,000
123 1:307.000 $1307.000
) 7,026,000 7,028, 00¢
FC) 11898.000 1.898.00¢
N} 1,03&,000 1,038, DOC
FC) 1,272,000 1,272, 00K
FC) 1 0 1,593,000
C) 979, 00¢ 979, 00C
¥} 1.092.00¢ 1,092,00K
N) 400, 00( 400,000
fC) 1,807, 06X 1,722,000
;?7 8, 00 K

1,378 00X 1,378,000

) 119041 00K 1

N) 1,088, 00( 1,088, 00
— 3,000, 00X

") 1,281,000 1,281, 00¢
%) 30,000 30,000
) 848,900 $49.000
FC) 85,000 68,000
FE) LAKE, ; 1,986.000 1,986,000
N) TVER” LOCKS AND OABS. kv, IL. IN. OH. PA S WL . 53,568,000 53,568,000
N) OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANMEL m. KY, 1L, IN, O, PA & W, 5,025,000 8,025,000
FC)  PAINTSVILLE LAKE, K¥..o\ovnsrcanroarnenns ceerens 940,000 940,000
G : 1,786,000 1,

3 963,000
() 5,488,000 488,
FCh 1,033,000 1,033,000
N} RIVER AND BAYOUS CMENE, BOEUF AND BLACK, t 12,788,000 At B »

M) BAMATARIA BAY WATEMNAY, LA...rivocisssasissnssarnsisn 921,000 921,000
FC)  BAYDU BOOCAU REBERVOIR, LA.s:.osiorssossnnrs 504,000 504.00C
%) BAYOU LAFOURSHE m urouams UNP WATERWAY, LA ;g.mom ;ﬂ. XX
Ny 727,000 727,000
£C) 159,000 169,00
N) 4,008,000 4,088,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET HOUSE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
- 1,888,000 1,669,000
N} 16,110,000 18,310,000
(N) 3,997,000 1897.000
o) 2¢2,000 292,000
i 37,000 37.000
(N} 081 {000 2,085,000
o) 51,837,000 51,837.00C
{N) 12,084, 00¢ 12,084
) 1 § 184800
{N) $, 714,000 9,714, 00¢
1,885, 1,888, 00C
oy 100
(FC) 186,000 128,000
) 293,000 293,000
() BALTIMORE HARBOR & CHANNELS, MO (50 FT)............... 13,425,000 13,435,000
(N} BALT! HARBOR (ORZFT REMENAL), WD. ... .. ... .. ... 458,000 438,000
(%)  BACTINORE HANBOR (PREVENTION GF OBSTRUCTIVE GEPGSITS], 520,000 £10,000
(%) BROAD WO onnrenerriens o 380,000 380, 000
m VER, WD, ... 60,000 80,000
(N) HARBOR, 4. .. .. .. 85,000 66, 000
(FC)  CUMBERLAND, MD AMD RIDGELEY, WV 104,000 104, 000
(N} FISHING BAY, ¥D........ P . 70,000 70,000
(N)  HERRING CREEX, TALL TiMBERS, MO 40,000 40,000
(FC)  JENNINGS RANDGLPH , D& W 1,604,000 1,764,000
o) i TN 782,000 782,000
(N} NANTICOKE RIVER MORTHWEST FORK, MO......... 250,000 280,000
(N C1TY AMD INLET AND SI 128,000 128,000
(N)  TWITCH COVE AND BIG THORGFARE RIVER, ND. 150,000 150,000
(N} WICOMICO RIVER, WO. 815,000 €15,000
342,000 342,000
338,000 336,000
331,000 331,000
8,067,000 8.087.000
153,000 53,000
236,000 236,000
388,000 388,000
354,000 384,000
338,000 339,000
356.000 256,000
BE ae
- SRR £18, 500
208,000 208,000
217,000 217,000
384,000 384,000
3,234,000 1,214,000
479,000 478,000
388,000 389,000
218,000 218,000
77,000 77,000
26,000 29,000
245,000 248,000
118,000 118,000
4,728,000 4,729,000
€0, 000 €0.000
372.000 372,000
817,000 817,000
218,000 218,000
123,000 23,000
€3,000 53,000
77.000 77,000
417,000 417,000
31,000 31,000
1,841,000 1,641,000
80,000 280,000
224,000 224,000
+000 138,000
408,000 436,000
440,000 440,000
32,000 32,000
772,000 272,000
805,000 80K, 000
455.000 488,000
70%. 000 789,000
301,000 301,000
188,000 188,000
260,000 260,000
103,000 103,000
297,000 287,000
+,802.000 1,802,000
916,000 918,000
10,000 10,000
28&.000 88,000
1,080,000 1,080, 000
14,962,000 14,982,000
434,000 434,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS — OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET HOUSE
PROVECT ESTIMATE ALLORANCE
MINNESOTA
FC)  BIGSTONE LAKE WHETSTONE RIVER. MN & SD........... 475,000 478,000
N}  OULUTH - SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN & WI...... . 3,396,000 3,396,000
FC)  LAC QUI PARLE LAKES, WINNESOTA RIVER, WN... . 100 (.. §50,000 50,500
N) MINMESOTA RIVER, MN.......coocvorvnen 145,000 148,000
FC)  ORWELL LAKE, WN....... o 4,077,000 4,077,000
FC)  RED LAKE AESERVOIR. WN...... . 302,900 2.
{3 RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MIS818818P1 RiVER, 3,516,000 3,515,000
MISSISSIPPI
N} 481,000 451,008
N) 183,000 163,000
£C) 203,000 3,000
N) 2,876,000 2,876,000
N} 113,000 113,
FC) 1,773,000 1,773,000
N} 2,598,000 968,000
(33 280,000 ,000
N} 410,000 415,000
N) 3,000 3,000
N)  CARUTHERSVILLE HARSOR, MO.. 300,000 300,000
) DAM AND MARK THAIN LAKE, MO. 5,278,000 5,279,000
FC}  CLEARWATER LAKE, MO. .. ..........c0o0nn- 2,068,000 2,065,000
MP)  HARRY S TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, MO. 8,849,000 8,549,000
FC)  LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES, MO 1,403,000 1,403,000
£C) , MO. ... 731,000 731,000
(N) 18,888,000 18,888,000
N} 300,000 300, 000
FC) 1,668,000 1,668,000
FC) 1,030,000 1,030,000
N) STHEAST nzssouu PORT, ‘MISS1SS1PPI RIVER, MO. 150,000 150,000
MP)  STOCKTON LAKE, MO...c...iveroerrnoerrnenennns 3,528,060 3,528,000
NP umws. M. . 5.565,000 5,565,000
£C) 16,000 18,000
<) 20,000 20,000
(WP} 4,050,000 4,050,000
(WP) 5,008,000 6,009,000
(NP} 6,363,000 6,353,000
(Fc) 1,439,000 1,488,000
- 200,000
(MP}  MISSOURI R MASTE! CONTROL MANUAL, NE, 1A, 800, 000 500,000
(FC)  PAPILLION CREEX & TRIBUTARIES LAKES, NE 742,000 742,000
(FC}  SALT CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, NE... 811,000 811,000
NEVADA
(FC)  MANTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & CA............ i 378,000 378,000
(FC}  PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS wss. N 163,000 163,000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
(FC) 387,000 387,000
}’C) ,000 346
FC) 614,000 514,000
{£C) . 827,000
{FC} 382, 292,000
(FC) 401,000 401,000
NEW JERSEY
(N3 1,486,00¢ 1,488,000
(N} 2, 2,580,060
(N) 485, 00C 435, 00¢
Ny B850, 00
{S; ’:';i . g‘( 1:.;57, 300
» 258, . +00€
{N)  NEW JERSEY mmucoastn. WATERNAY, 'NJ. . 3,729,000 3,729, 0K
(N}  SALEM R . 410,000 410, 00
(N) 1,190,000 3,180,000
[0} 008
NEW MEXICO
(FC) 1,352,004 1,352,000
{FCY 2,048, O0C 2,040,000
(FC) 1,134 1,134,000
(F8) 44 244,000
(FC) 398, 0K 388,000
(FC) 868, 00C 962,000
{FC) 356 356,000
(FC) 438,000 438, 00C
(FC) 226,000 8
(R} 230,000 2
(N} 3,208,000 3,208
o) 500,000 500,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE
PROJEC ESTIMATE ALLORANCE
(N)  BUFFALD WARBOR, NY. 455, 00C 58, OOC
::; mrg:lu awu':# I&p :: 220,00

(N} EAST RIVER, WY....... 9K, 00¢
(M)  EAST ROCKAWAY N 30
FC)  EABT SIDNEY LAKE, RY.........o.0snrroanens 3 .
N FIRE ISLAND TO JONWES INLET, 1,888, 00 1,
N GLEN COVE CREEK, NY............. 130 H
N GREAT 90DUS BAY HARBOR, NY... 10,00 10,000
N HUDSON RIVER CHANNEL, NY. . 1,380,000 1,
M HUODBON RIVER, WY.. . . ...........couins 2,520,00( 2,820,00C
) IROMDEQUOIT BAY HARBOR, NY. 150, 00K )
) JAMALICA BAY, NY.......c... 220, 00C 120, 00X
N Ny 3 3,880,000
N 1, 830,00¢ 1. a
N 1,550, 00C 1.
) 70, 00K 870, 00C
£C) 1,810,008 1,810,000
N 05, 00C
N 4,888,000 4,808,
) 740,000 40, 000
" 6,020,000 8,020,000
N 10, 00K 10,000
g 10, 00C ‘1“ . a;
N SHINNECOCK INLET, NY 200,000
FG)  SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOGO CONTROL PROJECTS, NY..... 853, 00 853,000
(FC)  WHITNEY POINT LAKE, NY.... . ..viveivnseainenans 515,000 515,000
(N} WILSON 5 : 10,600 10,000
N) 5,087,000 5,087,000
} 1,237,000 1,237,000
) . 360,000
N) 418,000 415,000
() 658,000 855,000
N) 1,200,906 1,200,000
") 852, 852,00
FC} 1,070,000 1,070, D0C
N} 457,000 887,00
) €,3506,000 §,508,0
N) 4,650,000 4,850, 00¢
3] 3,108,00C 3, 108, 00K
3] 1,686,00C 1,595,00
N} B40.,000
) 128,00 125,600
s 2 393,000
(FC) 2 2,844,000
N} HARBOK, BC.. . ... . ivvivnnsnnnsncnnnen &§,048,000 6,048,000 .
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC) 222,000 222,000
(P} 3, 154,000 9,154,000
(FC} 149,000 149,000
{FC} 1,230,000 1,230,000
{FC) 408000 405,000
(FC) 101,000 161,000
FC) 851,000 881,000
) 1,088,000 1,088,00
[ 1,907,000 1.907,00C
FC) 186,000 1,188,00C
FC) 722,000 722,000
) 13,038,000 13,0
) 656, 000
£C) 620,000 &:
FC) 623,000
FC) 814,000 91,4
N 820,500 £30, 00C
LY 407,000 407, 0K
£C) 28,000 25, 00¢
FC) 922,000 922, 00¢
€C) 1,028,000 1,028,
£} 8,287,000 8,287,000
£C) 213,000 213,000
£C) £21,000 521,000
") 75,000 76,000
11 12,000 12,000
C) 30,000 30,000
Lold 1,030,000 1.030
'F‘(’:) a,g.om 3,502,000
N)  VERMIL L, OH. ..l PRSP N m:% 10,000
FC)  WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE, OH....ovvirncnsvracarnss 808,000 0
FC)  WILLIAM H BARSHA LAKE, OR.....ovvivneinsnnnnsoranacnes 850,000 850,000
(FC) - 282,000 292.00(
(FC) 748,000 748 Y
1] 2,059,000 2,088
(re} 39,000 29, 00C
{FC} 1,682,000 1,892,(
(FC) 374,000 £74
we) 4,408,000 4,408,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION ANE MAINTERANCE, GEMERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE SUOBET HOUSE
PROJECT ESTINATE ALLOWANCE
{FC} 0C 381,000
(e 2,268,000
(n) X 337,000
") X 570,000
N} X 000
N) n 487,000
N} 1,385,000
N} o 34, 000
) 1,268,000
MP}  CHIEF JOSEPH 12,038,000 12,038,000
3} 26,000 26,000
N) IA RIVE! 7.000 7,000
ey £69,000 558, DO
N} 478,000 870,000
8} 10,838,000 10,685,000
FC) +373.000 1,373,000
WP} 14,884,000 14,884, D00
N) 202,000 202,000
Ny €.877.000 5,877,000
) 4,978,000 4,978,000
{ pid] 10,818,000 10,818,000
“e) $.318,000 8,313,000
£C) 731,000 731,000
£C3 432,000 432,000
£C} 1,822,000 ? 821.500
NY N 12,000 12,000
{N) SOUND AMD TRIBUTARY WATERS, ‘Wa. 1,158,000 1,158,000
iwy QUILLAYUTE RIVER, BA.. ... 2,280,000 2,288,000
{N) SEATTLE HARBOR, WA. .. > 678,000 £78,000
(FC}  STILLAGUAMIBN RIVER, 174,000 174,000
(FC)  TACOMA, PUYALLUP RZVER, 56,000 36,000
{MP)  THE DAL LOCK AND DAN, 12,270,000 12,270,000
{N} WILLAPA RIVER AND HARBOR, IA. . 431,000 431,000

WEST VIRGINIA
{FC) 956, 200 966,000
{FC) 1,741,000 1,741,060
(FC} 1.187,000 1,187,000
{FC) 296 1.296,000
{N) 3., 00K 3,000
{FC} 10,00C 10,000
(07 1,378 1,376,000
{FC) 1,632,004 1,832,000
(FC) 57 ., 00K 9E7.000
{FCY 1,310, 1,310,000
{FC) t,753,00C 1,753,000
(N} 1,618,000 1,818,000
(N} 117,000 $37.000
{NJ 107,000 107,000
{FC) 560,000 560, 00G
(N) 2,215,000 2,215,500
N 1,029,000 1,028,000
(NY 130,000 130,000
(N) 300,000 300, 000
(FC) 43,000 43,000
) 257,000 2£7,000
{N) 3,123,000 3,123,000
) 883, 000 . 883,000
N TURGEOM m &' LAKE HIOHIGAN SRIP CARAL Wil 1l 2,831,000 2,831,000
(8} TWO RIVERS HARBOR, ®I... .. ... .. ... .. ..c.it 760,000 780,000
WYOMING
(FC)  JACKSOM HOLE LEVEES, WY........oiciivnncianensn veeeaan 873,000 £78,000
MISCELLANEOUS

CIVIL WORKS ENERGY DATA SYSTEM..........0coicviuininnans 50, 000 —
COASTAL INLET RESEARCH faes . 4,000, 000 2,000,800
DREDGING DATA AND LOCK WONLTORING SYSTEM. | 480, 000 480, 00G
OPERATIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH (DOER). 3,000,000 —
! OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT PROGRAM (DOTS).. 3,350,000 1.875.000
EAR HAZARDS PROGRAM FOR BUILDINGS AND LIFELINES 1,250,000 . 000
ENY Al REVIEW QUIDE FOR OPERATIONS (ERQO}...... 2,000,000 -—
ARDOUS WASTE SITE RESTORATION 3,003,000 —
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS................. 7,818,000 7,000,00¢
BISSISSIPPI RIVER BABIN MAINSTEM MODEL DEVELOPMENT.... 1,000,000 ——
HOMITORING OF COMPLETED COASTAL PROVECTS.............. 2,300,000 1,900,000
NATIONAL OAM SAFETY PROGS NEah PROGRRS” (PRSI 0, 000 20,000
HATIONAL NGENCY 7,000, 007 5,000,000
NATIVE 4,000, 00 2,006,000
NAT 00, 60 -
A 1,800, OO -—
400, 00C —
3,500, 00 ———
4,000, 0O =
- 11,498 ,00C 7,000, 000
1 30, 00C 50,000
NVESTED USER FEES FOR umum 5, -
IELIMILITY MODELS PROGRAM FOR MAJOR MILITATIG(.. . 5, 00C —
REMOVAL OF SUMKEN T . 1,000, 00C 500, 000

REPAIN EVALUATION MAINTENANGE RESEARCH {REMA 11.0.0" 6,000, 00¢
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS -~ OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGEY HOUSE
PROJECT ESTIMATE AL

RIVER CONFLUENCE ICE RESEARCH............c..ci-cvnunens 1,150,000 ———
SCANNING HYDROGRAPHIC OPERATIONAL AIRBOANE LIDAR SURVE 1,780,000 1,750,000
RESERVOIR OPERATIONS.... 3,088,000 3,000,000

SURVEILLANCE 4,108,000 3,000,000

WATER OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPOR 1,600,000 —

WAT STATISYICS. ..........catns 4,200,900 4,200,000

WP 10M. N 500,000 by
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS ANG SLIPPAGE. -&8,770,000 -58,770,000
TOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE................ 1,748,878,000 5.712,123,000

TYPE OF PROJECT:
¥} NAVIGATION
BEACH EROSION CONTROL

FLDOD
MULTIPURPOSE, INCLUDING POWER
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Program Reductions.—The budget request proposed an increase
of $103,340,000 in the Corps of Engineers operation and mainte-
nance program for fiscal year 1996. The need to bring Federal
spending under control, however, makes it impossible for the Com-
mittee to provide that level of funding. In order to provide as much
money as possible for operation and maintenance of projects, the
Committee has made significant reductions in the non-project spe-
cific activities funded under the Operation and Maintenance, Gen-
eral account.

Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint and Alabama-Coosa-
Tallapoosa Basins Comprehensive Water Study, Alabama, Florida,
and Georgia.—The Committee is aware that the study's Executive
Coordination Committee and the study partners have rec-
ommended that the study be extended for an additional year to
complete the technical elements of the study and to develop a co-
ordination mechanism for future water resources decisions. The
Committee supports this effort and directs the Corps of Engineers
to reprogram any additional funds required to complete the study.

Newport Bay Harbor, California.—The Committee has provided
$1,265,000 for the Corps of Engineers to repair the jetties at New-
port Bay Harbor, California.

Marina del Ray, California.—The Committee has provided
$600,000 for the Corps of Engineers to undertake the environ-
mental documentation required in preparation for maintenance
dredging of Marina del Ray in California.

Los Angeles River, California.—The Committee has provided
$600,000 for the Corps of Engineers to address the shoaling prob-
lem at the mouth of the Los Angeles River, including the need to
develop a disposal site for contaminated material.

Pillar Point Harbor, California.—The bill includes $400,000 for
the Corps of Engineers to undertake repairs to the breakwater at
Pillar Point Harbor, California.

Oceanside Harbor Experimental Sand Bypass, California.—The
Committee has provided an additional $750,000 for the Oceanside
Harbor sand bypass system. The funds will be used to complete the
installation of various components as well as operate and test the
system.

Success Lake, California.—The bill includes $700,000 for the
completion of seismic studies at Success Lake in California, the
same as the budget request. In preparing this report, the Commit-
tee expects the Corps to perform an analysis of the stability of the
structure with a raised spillway as directed in House Report 103-
533.

St. Augustine Harbor, Florida.—The Committee has provided an
additional $800,000 for the St. Augustine Harbor, Florida, project
for the Corps of Engineers to perform maintenance dredging and
utilize the material to nourish the beaches at St. Augustine Beach.

Jacksonville Harbor, Florida.—The bill includes an additional
$2,250,000 for the repair of the existing training wall at St. Johns
Bluff. This work will prevent shoaling in the Federal navigation
channel for the Jacksonville Harbor, Florida, project.

Carlyle Lake, Illinois, Flood Release Policy.—Area residents have
raised concerns about the Corp’s water release policy at Carlyle
Lake during flooding. Within available funds, the Army Corps of
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Engineers is directed to update the economic and environmental
analysis of its water management plan at Carlyle Lake.

Kentucky River Locks and Dams 5-14, Kentucky.—The Commit-
tee has provided $3,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers to continue
to make repairs to Kentucky River Locks and Dams 5-14 in prepa-
ration to transferring the project to the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky.

Fishtrap Lake, Kentucky.—The Committee has provided an addi-
tional $115,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate and complete
a detailed update of the project master plan and accompanying en-
vironmental assessment to include plans for horseback riding and
hiking trails, and ancillary facilities at Fishtrap Lake, Kentucky.

Mississippi River, Baton Rouge to Gulf of Mexico, Louisiana.—
The Committee is aware that the authorized 45-foot Mississippi
River channel is subject to rapid shoaling during high water peri-
ods causing draft restrictions. At times this shoaling reduces usable
depth by as much as 2 to 3 feet. To lessen this problem, the Com-
mittee believes that the Corps of Engineers should consider per-
forming a minimum of 2 feet of overdepth dredging, or such other
overdepth as the Corps determines most effective, early in the
dredging season to ensure that project depth can be maintained.

Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet, Louisiana.—The Committee is
aware that the authorized 36-foot Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet
channel is experiencing serious bank failures on its north bank due
to land subsidence, which is significantly increasing dredging costs.
The Committee is aware that the Corps of Engineers recently expe-
rienced serious dredging delays, which caused draft restrictions,
while attempting to resolve environmental issues in the process of
obtaining Coastal Zone Consistency to dredge the Mile 50-56
reach. To resolve this particular issue, the only available solution
was to construct a rock dike that provided bank stabilization before
dredging could be accomplished. The Committee is of the opinion
that to minimize future dredging costs and preserve wetlands the
north bank Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet should be stabilized with
riprap or similar hardened protection, as necessary, using available
operation and maintenance funds.

Jennings Randolph Lake, Maryland and West Virginia.—The
Committee has provided an additional $160,000 for the Corps of
Engineers to continue work on a revised master plan for Jennings
Randolph Lake to reflect changing demand for public use facilities.

Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana.—The Committee has
funded the budget request of $280,000 for this project. These funds
are not for dredging and are only to be used to maintain the project
in caretaker status and correct any safety problems, including
lightning and boat trolley system improvements, at Pool’'s Bluff Sill
or other lock locations.

New York Harbor, New York.—The amount provided for oper-
ation and maintenance of the New York Harbor, New York, project
includes $4,500,000 for activities authorized under section 326 of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, the same as the
budget request.

Manasquan Inlet, New Jersey.—The Committee has provided
$100,000 for engineering and design in preparation for mainte-
nance dredging at Manasquan Inlet, New Jersey.
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Abiquiu Dam, New Mexico.—The Committee is aware that the
Corps of Engineers is in the process of acquiring land adjacent to
Abiquiu Dam in New Mexico to assure proper recreational access
to the project as authorized by Public Law 100-522. In carrying out
that authorization, the Committee directs the Corps, to the extent
practicable, to obtain land only from willing sellers.

Conchas Lake Dam, New Mexico.—The Committee is aware that
there are approximately 70 residential dwellings located within the
boundaries of the Conchas Lake, New Mexico, project and that the
owners of those dwellings desire to purchase the land they cur-
rently lease from the Corps of Engineers. The Committee directs
the Corps to cooperate with those individuals and permit them to
purchase the land at fair market value.

Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania.—In fiscal year 1993, $1,000,000 was
provided to the Corps of Engineers for dredging of an access chan-
nel and berthing area for the vessel NIAGARA at Erie Harbor,
Pennsylvania, in an area known as the East Canal. The Committee
has been advised that additional funds may be required to com-
plete the project. The Committee expects the Corps of Engineers to
continue to work with the city to see this project through to com-
pletion and directs that the Corps reprogram additional funds that
may be required to complete the work.

Raystown Lake, Pennsylvania.—The Committee has provided an
additional $2,500,000 for the Corps of Engineers to continue to im-
plement the updated master plan for the Raystown Lake, Penn-
sylvania, project.

Cooper Lake and Channels, Texas.—The Committee has provided
language in the bill authorizing the Secretary of the Army to trans-
fer not to exceed 300 acres of land at the Cooper Lake, Texas,
project from mitigation or low-density recreation to high-density
recreation and to take whatever steps are necessary to accomplish
that transfer.

Pat Mayse Lake, Texas.—The Committee has provided $873,000
for operation and maintenance of Pat Mayse Lake, Texas, the same
as the budget request. The Committee expects the Corps of Engi-
neers to maintain the current operating status of all recreation
areas at this project.

John W. Flannagan Dam and Reservoir, Virginia.—From within
funds provided for operation of the John W. Flannagan Dam and
Reservoir project, the Corps of Engineers is directed to use $50,000
to complete studies associated with increasing whitewater releases.

Semi-Annual Hydrographic Surveys.—The Committee under-
stands that in the Ports of New York and New Jersey the severe
problem of insufficient dredged material disposal options has
caused navigation channels to be dredged less frequently than in
the past. As a consequence, the Committee is aware of the need for
additional periodic hydrographic surveys to provide for the safe op-
eration of the channels and to help harbor pilots avert the signifi-
cant environmental damage that could occur with vessel
groundings and collisions. In recent weeks it was announced by the
City of New York that the quality of the harbor-estuary waters is
the best it has been in sixty years of monitoring. That is an accom-
plishment worth protecting. Thus the Committee directs that with-
in available project specific funds, the Corps of Engineers shall con-
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duct semi-annual controlling depth hydrographic surveys and pro-
vide the results to the operating pilots so they will have best avail-
able information to safely move vessels in and out of port. The
project channels reported by the pilots to be most in need of the
semi-annual surveys are the Sandy Hook Channel, the Raritan Bay
Channel, the Arthur Kill Channel, the Kill van Kull Channel, and
the Newark Bay Channels, including Port Newark Channel and
the Port Elizabeth Channel.

REGULATORY PROGRAM

APPropriation, 1995 ........ccciiiiiiiie e $101,000,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 .......ccoociiiiiiiieiiiiieeiee et 112,000,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cccciiiiiiiiiiiie it 101,000,000
Comparison:
P o] o] o] o] g =N (o] R e LRSS
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiiieiiiee st —11,000,000

This appropriation provides for salaries and related costs to ad-
minister laws pertaining to regulation of navigable waters and wet-
lands of the United States in accordance with the Rivers and Har-
bors Act of 1899, the Clean Water Act of 1977, and the Marine Pro-
tection Act of 1972.

In fiscal year 1996, the Committee recommends an appropriation
of $101,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers’ Regulatory Program,
which is $11,000,000 below the budget request and the same as the
fiscal year 1995 level. The Committee directs that the reduction
below the budget request be derived from enforcement activities.

Santa Rosa Plain Vernal Pools, California.—The Committee has
been advised that the Vernal Pool Preservation Plan will be com-
pleted by the end of June of this year and that in order to imple-
ment the plan, an environmental impact statement is required.
From within available funds, the Committee has provided $250,000
for the preparation of the environmental impact statement on the
Vernal Pool Final Preservation Plan.

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccooiiiiiiicie e $14,979,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ......cccooviiiiiiiieiiiiie et 20,000,000
Recommended, 1996 ........ccceiiiiiiiiiiiie et 10,000,000
Comparison:
ApPPropriation, 1995 ..o —4,979,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceiiiiieiiiiieeiieee st —10,000,000

This activity provides for flood emergency preparation, flood
fighting and rescue operations, and repair of flood control and Fed-
eral hurricane or shore protection works. It also provides for emer-
gency supplies of clean drinking water where the source has been
contaminated and, in drought distressed areas, provision of ade-
quate supplies of water for human and livestock consumption.

OIL SPILL RESEARCH

Appropriation, 1995 ..... $900,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 850,000
Recommended, 1996 .... 850,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1995 ..... —50,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 .
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Section 7001 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 established an
Interagency Coordinating Committee on Oil Pollution Research to
develop a plan for, and coordinate the implementation of, an oil
pollution research, development, and demonstration program.

Title VII of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 also authorizes use of
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to perform oil pollution research.

As a member of the Interagency Coordinating Committee, the
Corps of Engineers will participate in the research program
through the development of advanced displays, maps, and data
management utilizing satellite and/or aircraft imaging data. These
management tools will be developed for the on-the-scene spill coor-
dinator’'s use for optimal allocation of resources and timely re-
sponse to the specific oil spill situation.

GENERAL EXPENSES

APPropriation, 1995 ..ot $152,500,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 164,725,000
Recommended, 1996 .........cccccoiiiiiiiiniieniseere e s 150,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 ... —2,500,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiiieiiee e —14,725,000

This appropriation finances the expenses of the Office, Chief of
Engineers, the Division Offices, and certain research and statistical
functions of the Corps of Engineers.

The Committee has retained language contained in the Fiscal
Year 1995 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act that
places a ceiling on the amount of General Expenses funds available
for general administration and related functions of the Office of the
Chief of Engineers. The amount provided in the bill for general ad-
ministration and related functions of the Chief of Engineers in-
cludes funds for civil program accounts. The Committee has also
retained language in the bill which prohibits the use of other funds
appropriated for Corps of Engineers activities for activities in the
Office of the Chief of Engineers and the Division Offices.

The Committee remains concerned about the money required to
provide executive direction and management to the Corps of Engi-
neers. At a time when the Committee is being asked to reduce the
funding for some aspects of the Corps’ mission and projects, and
eliminate funding for others, we believe it is necessary and prudent
to tighten up on executive direction and management within the
Corps. Paramount in that concern is the uneven distribution of
such executive supervision as is shown by the wide variety in the
number of districts each division office supervises. The Committee
is convinced that the Nation can no longer afford such a super-
structure to manage this program and has directed the Secretary
of the Army to prepare and submit to the Congress, a plan reduc-
ing the number of division offices to 6, 7, or 8, and to maintain a
minimum of at least 4 districts in each division without closing any
districts or changing their function. In addition, the Committee
notes that the title division office is inappropriately applied to or-
ganizations who do not supervise geographically separated dis-
tricts, and the Committee encourages the Corps to develop a more
consistent structure in their proposed plan. While the Committee
appreciates the restructuring efforts recently undertaken by the
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Corps, and believes the new structure is appropriate, the Commit-
tee believes the program of the Corps has shrunk sufficiently that
simply reducing the size of division offices is not a reasonable solu-
tion. The Committee anticipates this action will provide a savings
of approximately $20,000,000 per year after it is implemented. The
Committee has provided for congressional review of this plan prior
to its implementation by requiring the Secretary to withhold imple-
mentation until May 1, 1996.

The Committee further believes that the Corps should seek addi-
tional opportunities to decentralize authority and empower the dis-
trict offices to make decisions.

For fiscal year 1996, the Committee has recommended an appro-
priation of $150,000,000 for General Expenses, $14,725,000 below
the budget request.

GENERAL PROVISION

CoRPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

Hopper Dredging.—Public Law 95-269 requires that the Sec-
retary of the Army carry out dredging work by contract if the Sec-
retary determines that industry has the capability to do the work
and that it can be done at reasonable prices and in a timely man-
ner. Under this authority, the Corps tested industry’s capability in
the 1980's through a program of competitive bidding that indicated
industry could do a great deal of the dredging work far more effi-
ciently than the government. The Committee notes that recent ef-
forts to test industry’s capability by advertising 7,500,000 cubic
yards of dredging volume previously accomplished by government
vessels which is assumed in this year’s budget has been successful
and that a further test is advisable.

For fiscal year 1996, the Administration has proposed that the
dredge McFARLAND undergo a major rehabilitation estimated to
cost $8,000,000 plus expensive additional scheduled maintenance of
the vessel. The Committee is also aware that the Corps of Engi-
neers is also continuing its analysis of the minimum dredge fleet
and that it expects to be in a position to make a decision on wheth-
er or not the current fleet should be reduced in about two years.
The Committee believes that it would be unwise for the Corps of
Engineers to spend $8,000,000 for rehabilitation and significant ad-
ditional sums for scheduled major repairs of the McFARLAND
when the possibility exists that it may be recommended for decom-
missioning within the next two years. Therefore, the Corps of Engi-
neers is directed not to proceed with rehabilitation and major re-
pair of the dredge McFARLAND in fiscal year 1996 and, instead,
to advertise the work done by the vessel in fiscal year 1995 as a
further test of industry’s capability in addition to the 7,500,000
cubic yards assumed in the budget.

The Committee expects the Corps of Engineers to expedite com-
pletion of its analysis of the minimum dredge fleet and reach a
final decision as soon as possible.



TITLE 1
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT

ApPPropriation, 1995 ... $40,163,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ......cccccocvieeiiiie i eiee et 44,139,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cccceeiiiieeiiiie e eee e 44,139,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ..o +3,976,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiieiieeiee it eenaee e

The Central Utah Project Completion Act (Titles 11-VI of Public
Law 102-575) provides for the completion of the Central Utah
Project by the Central Utah Water Conservancy District. The Act
also authorizes the appropriation of funds for fish, wildlife, and
recreation mitigation and conservation; establishes an account in
the Treasury for the deposit of these funds and of other contribu-
tions for mitigation and conservation activities; and establishes a
Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Commission to ad-
minister funds in that account. The Act further assigns responsibil-
ities for carrying out the Act to the Secretary of the Interior and
prohibits delegation of those responsibilities to the Bureau of Rec-
lamation.

The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 1996 to carry out
the provisions of the Act is $44,139,000, the same as the budget re-
quest.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiiiiiieiere e $14,190,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........ccooiiiiiiiieiiii e 13,602,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ooooiiiiiiiiiee et 13,114,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —1,076,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiieeiieee e — 488,000

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

(55)
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BUREAL} OF RECLANATION

ToTAL
PROUECT TITLE FEDERAL House
oY ESTIMATE ALORANCE
GEMERAL INVESTIGATIONS
ARLZONA
TUCSON/PMOENIX WATER CONSERVATION AND EXCHANGE STUDY. 830,000 59,000 50,000
VERDE RIVER. BASIN MAWAGEMENT STUGY .+ svosssnscsnnnsss 500,000 128,000 125,000
CALIFORNIA
DEL_NORTE CNTY/CRESCENT CITY WASTEWATER RECLAMATION ST — — 809.000
FoRY WATER RECLABMATION STUDY . - 22 ov . svorossssr s = i 750,000
IMPERTAL VALLEY WATER MECUNIATION & REUSE $TUOV. ... .. 500,000 178,000 175000
LOWER ONENS RIVER ENVIAOMMENTAL STUOY. 306,000 109,000 pasd
- NALIBY CREEX F s 260,000 $0.000 =
SALTON SEA AE s = 100,000
FRANGISCO ANEA WATER RESLiAT i 4,790,000 700,000 1,500,000
50 CALIF GOASTAL WATER SUPRLY 3TWDY. ... 780,000 8,000 =
S0 CAUEF COMPRENENSTVE WATER SUPPLY i RECLAMATION S8 3,000,000 750,000 780,000
COLOMADD
GAMND VALLEY PRGJECT WATER CONBERVATION STUDY. 188,377 50,000 50,000
SOUTIMEST COLORADG AURAL WATER SUPPLY...... 275,000 78,000 o~
YANPA RIVER WATER SUPPLY STUOY.....<..o0. .. 260, 80,000 50,000
oA
IDAo RIVER SvaTEMs 989,000 100,000 100,008
~000 150,000 186,000
KANSAS COMPREMENSIVE INVESTIGATION.................... 275.000 100,000 -
WONTANA
NESTERN WONTANA FATER COMSERVATION STUEY. . . 699,000 200,000 200,000
YELLOWSTONE AIVER BASIN STIOY : 330,000 140,000 s
NEBRASKA
NEBRASKA WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT...................... 300,000 100,000 —
WEW MEXICO
RIO GRAMOE/LON FLOW COMVEYANGE CHANKEL............... . 480,000 100,000 -
ORLAHOMA
OKLAHOMA WATER SUPPLY STUDY........... eeeraes s 78000 190,000 —
OREQON
CARLTON LAKE RESTORATICN. 352000 50,000 59,000
CENTRAL OMEGON IRRIG SYS 03,000 200,000 200,00¢
UPPER CESCHUTE 1,120,900 0,000 83, 00C
SRAMDE RONDE AIVER SASIH 4,000 260,000
_NONTIWEST ORE L, WATER SUPPLY 1111 824,000 300,000 300, 00¢
OREGOM OTREAR RESTORATION PLANKING STUOY. .. 16,000 380,000 150008
OREQON SUBBASIN CONSERVATION THO .\.. o 893,000 200,000 2
OWYHEE STORAGE OPTIMIZATION STUDY.......... : 4530000 50,000 3, 00¢
SOUTHERM OREGON COASTAL AIVER 8ASI 00,0606 160,000 poa
SOUTH DAKOTA
BLACK HILLS REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT STUOY........... 62,170 150,000 130,000
TEXAS
conARS A REGIONAL £souRces ¢ war sToY. 851, 240,000 240,008
O BATULTIIEEES, AN WEELAMDS RESTON/EMANCE PRO 504,174 £50,000 150,000
RO SRANDLTHI0 BRAYD. INTERIATISAL DASTN ASSESSUENT ‘000 100,000 ptad
RIO GRAMOE' CONVEYANCE CARAL/PIPELIME. ... .............. = = 200,000
urast
ASHLEY/BRUSH CREEKS OPTIMIZATION STUDY 475,000 75,000 -
F2hER BAGiN WATER OUAL 1Y ARRTERBHED. | Ase 407 100,000 100,500
WASHINGTON
WASHINGTON RIVER BASIN PLAWNING.. .. 500,000 75.000 —
vanIous
BEAR RIVER BASIN WATER GUALITY/WATERSHED. .......... . 337,342 100, 0X 000
i ) mgxwwzn QUALLTY THPAGVENENT FROGAAM, s1.280.082 37800 378000
ACUGHT ribirrireteraiiiisepsn ” : "0 ¥
ENVINONMENTAL 3 INTERAGENGY COORDINATION AGTIVITIES: 1,877 1006 1300, 000
184 1 WILOLIFE HABITAT PRESERVATION MWD EXPUNCENENT 200,786 0c e
¢ ssieeraannraan —— (&
INVESTIGATION OF EXISTING e 2 Byt
m ch-msgo 19D 378,000 o O 20,558
oo 120,
MISSOURL RIVER BASIN TAISES IN 1,250,008 5, 00C £0, 000
PALLID 430,000 49,900 40,600
TECHNICAL ASBISTANCE TO STATES e 1,888,000 1.332:00
UPPER SHAKE RIVER BASIN STOMNGE GFTIMIZATION. | 1,209,000 000 200,000
UPPER SNAXE AIVER BASIN SALNON MIGRATION WATER STU5V.| $32.000 500 255,000
TOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS................... 13,602,000 13,114,000
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New Studies.—Due to the severe budgetary situation, the Com-
mittee has deleted the funds requested by the Administration in
fiscal year 1996 for new studies.

Salton Sea Research Project, California.—The Committee has
provided $100,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to continue the
Salton Sea, California, research study.

Del Norte County and Crescent City Wastewater Reclamation
Study, California.—The Committee has provided $500,000 for the
Bureau of Reclamation to initiate a study of wastewater reclama-
tion alternatives for Del Norte County and Crescent City in Califor-
nia.

Fort Bragg Reclamation Study, California.—The Committee has
provided $750,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to initiate a study
of water reclamation alternatives, including the use of desaliniza-
tion, for Fort Bragg, California.

Rio Grande Conveyance Canal/Pipeline, Texas.—The Committee
has provided $200,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to participate
in the development of a model that will guide the planning, imple-
mentation, and operation of a project that would convey water di-
rectly from Elephant Butte Dam to El Paso, Texas.

CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

APPropriation, 1995 ... $432,727,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 375,943,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiieiiiiiiiiie e 417,301,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..o —15,426,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiieiiiiiienee e +41,358,000

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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BUREAU OF RECLANATION

YOTAL
PROECT TITLE FROBMAL wouse
cost oTiman ALLOBCE
CONSTAUCTION PROGRAN
CONBTRUCTION AMD RENABILITATION
COLORADD RIVER BASIM SALINITY CONTAOL PAGJECTS
CALIFORNIA
CENTRAL VALLEY :
BOUTH UMIT. o evesenrsnrnnnneninensss 1,387,000 1,387,000
OELTA DIVIBION. ......0vusrsras .800,000 . 580,000
MISCE! 14,969,000 18, 498, 000
DIVISION. . . : 478,900 +$90,000
AN FELIPE DIVISION......... N ?, P13y 884,000
S LIS WeT... .. : $00.000 09,000
SUAITA DIVISIOR. . . .. 50 s ies . e 749,000 18,248,000
TRINLTY A Fiok PROGRME..II0IIILIIIIIINT 3980743,000 $,087, 000 §:087.000
nm -3 4.300,000 + 300,000
ﬁ : — 808,800
: aadE SR
. 1,750,008 1,750,000
287,870,000 3290000 $.798.000
2510082, 000 231,000 1.391.000
228t *300,000 <14
MINIDOKA NORTH SIOE ORAINWATER PAOJECT................ 1,630,000 80,000 0,000
HORTH DAKOTA
GARRISON DIVERSION UNIT, P-SMBP....................... 1,483,258,000 24,900,000 24,900,900
OREGON
LMATILLA BASEN PROJECT. ... .veevnnerinernennnsanasnenss 51,088,000 .700,000 8,700,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
BELLE FOURCHE UKIT, P-306P. $3,384,000 3,802,000 3,801,000
113,488,000 2.3500,000 12,500, 000
11 380,341,000 13,800,000 11,306,000
NORTIWEST WASTEWATER REUSE PAGJECT.........c.oveenrnn. - — 1,800,000
WASHINGTON
COLUMBIA BASIN PROJECT _....oeevencncrvencnnnsencsss  3,776,178,984 1,898,000 1,873,000
TRKINA BABTR PGB BRIEST L — +800,
vaRIOUS
COUUMBIA/SNAKE RIVEN SALMON RECOVERY..................  $1,218,000 18,000,000 12,000,000
NATIONAL FISH AMD WILDATFE FOUMDATION. .. oo xcvsossrsos — 3,256,000
rcin Moovehy DecsRTAion MOG1; S & — 8,373,000 .373,000
COMBERVAT 1 RES 10,938,000 2,176,000 1 178,000
ria o TR — £70.000 173,000
e 4,387,000 4,357,000
430,238,000 :,g.a 3,300,900
o R oo
48,000,000 »005. 800 ——
187,136,000 383,684,900
DRAIMOE N CORSTRUCTION
1% o Do tund ot SNSRI (Sa.am 518000 518,000
shoubct, uu :ghulm , Swon Ssoicc0
oy D L '.."... 3 748,000 2.818.000 2.818.000
™ 2,790, 190,000 £78,000
LEADVL 21.348.838 $90, 000 800,000
" 120,149,342 125.000 128,000
: 45,331,259 700,000 700,000
NELAOS PROJECY, CA - W.... 0 1llllllnle 1197, 7.380.000 7,280,000
JAUROES AIVER PRASEGT, T oo 109, 344, 304 108,000 108,000
, TRiiies 74,082,854 28,000 8,000
PICK~BLOAN MISSOURL SASTN PROGRAR
LOUS DIVISION, P-3u0P, 263,708,858 900,000 900,000
OAME UNIT, £, .., tennss 190,000,000 90,000 90,000
NECLAMATION' RECABAT SO 26,126,776 3,800,000 3,500,000
ThE wios meTLAGS £ 500000 $00,000 00,900
WETLNOR DEVELOPMENT iensres 39,137,287 2,330,000 ¥.$30,000
YAKINA FISH PASSAGE/PAOTECTIVE FACILITIES. MAIII111 477370000 1,210,000 1,210,000
SUBTOTAL, DRAINAGE AND MINOR CONSTRUCTION....... 23,203,000 27,273,000
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BUREAL OF PECLANATION

TUTAL
PROJECT TITLE IDOEY

cos¥ TRTIMTE P
LS e mapm  pemew  pems

oF 14883820 1,390, 1,279,
e D 374, 158,080 ’.iﬂ.g 36,175,000
oF DN 00 . 5, 798, 2,900, L 508,000
AL : g 37,908,000 2,008,000 §.008,008
Y ; o8 D, AZ... . 100000000 24,484,000 1,163,000 1,103,000

> pox dwe, A2 011I0IIIN0L 48,743,006 £34,008 74,
UWATILLA P oA, OR 3,373,000 , 150, 3,280,000
i 1,814,000 1,828,000

45,183,000 2,182,
78,008 78,000
00,008 1,308,000
LR 3.474,000
4,749,000 %, 748,000
771,000
3:&”:«-
SBTOTAL, RCIENCE AND TROOREDQY........cccnu.. 8,127,000

TOTAL, CONMTAUCTION LITATION NG

COLINOD AIVER BTN SACIREFY ConTae | PROJECTS 258,501,000 292,008,000

COLORADD RIVER STORAGE PROJECT
UPPER COLORADG RIVER BASIN PUND

427,073, KO
482,184,000
CENTRAL UTAM BOMMEVILLE BT, .. .ccoooiensn-a. 1.230,008,087
FISH AND mILDLIFR 88, A2, £O, MM, UT, W...... —

TFOTAL, COLOMADG RIVER STORAGE PROURCT......cqcce
COLORADD RIVER BASIN PROJEOT
- mmm

(LONOF) ... o 7,300
g ”@gﬁ I e B

...

» COLORADO RIVER BABIN PROJECT.....ecisuvss
ASIOCIATED lTEME
WNDISTAISUTED AEDUCTION SASED ON ANTICIPATED DELAYR... —

TOTAL, CONTRUCTION PROGAM. .. .......c.cvovan .

b i+

w.u% oy

13.878,000 u.ln.m
1,810,000 1,820,000
23,844,000 18,988,000

i ]

%:lﬁ:g
1,843,

135,198,000 128,478,000
-29,832,000  -30,331,000
378,803,000 417,301,000
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New Initiatives.—Due to the severe budgetary situation, the
Committee has not provided funds requested by the Administration
for the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, the Water Con-
servation Challenge Partnerships program, and the new format
proposed for the Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program. In
addition, the Committee has not provided the funds requested for
Energy/Water Product Efficiency Standards and Improved River
Basin Management, which are new initiatives proposed under the
Science and Technology program.

Central Arizona Project, Arizona.—The Committee has provided
$94,225,000 to continue construction of the Central Arizona
Project, $1,500,000 above the budget request. From within that
amount, the Bureau of Reclamation is directed to utilize $5,850,000
for work related to the Tucson Terminal Storage Facility, including
$3,000,000 to acquire lands for the terminal storage site.

Central Arizona Project, Gila River Indian Community, Ari-
zona.—The Committee has provided $1,842,000 for the Bureau of
Reclamation to reimburse the Gila River Indian Community for
construction of irrigation works on the Sacaton Ranch as author-
ized by Public Law 103-435.

Central Valley Project, Delta Division, California.—The Commit-
tee has provided an additional $80,000 for the Bureau of Reclama-
tion to support work to determine fish screening requirements, de-
fine an approach to meet those requirements, and develop a design
concept, project schedule and funding plan for Contra Costa Canal
intake at Rock Slough.

Central Valley Project, Miscellaneous Project Programs, Califor-
nia.—

Fish Screen Criteria.—The Committee has provided $500,000
for the Bureau of Reclamation to work with the National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service and appropriate resources agencies of the State of Cali-
fornia to review and, where necessary, revise criteria for
sweeping and approach velocities for new fish screens in the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers. Existing criteria were de-
veloped for tidally influenced areas and therefore appear un-
suitable for at least some riverine conditions. Additionally,
these tests will help develop suitable screening criteria for can-
didate species for which no screening criteria currently exist.
The Committee is hopeful this review will lower the design and
construction costs of fish screens in riverine environments.

Spring Run and Coho Salmon Programs.—The Committee
has provided funds to be deposited with the National Fish and
Wildlife Foundation to be used in support of activities to en-
hance and protect the Spring Run Salmon ($500,000) and the
Coho Salmon ($250,000).

Salmon Stamp Program.—The Committee, pursuant to sec-
tion 3407(e) of Public Law 102-575, has provided $350,000 for
the Salmon Stamp Program, which is directed and overseen by
representatives of commercial salmon fishermen, charter boat
operators, and the California Department of Fish and Game for
programs and activities that will increase the production of
young salmon in Central Valley Project impacted streams or
fishery habitat.
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Little Holland Tract.—The Committee has provided an addi-
tional $3,000,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to acquire, in
whole or in part, Little Holland Tract, California, with any and
all appurtenant water rights, for wetland restoration, and wa-
terfowl and fishery habitat enhancement purposes. The value
of Little Holland Tract shall be determined in conformance
with the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal land acqui-
sitions, except that the appraisal shall be based upon the con-
dition of the tract in its pre-1983 condition and the highest and
best use of agricultural land at current fair market values.

Central Valley Project, Sacramento River Division, California.—

Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District (Hamilton City Pumping
Plant).—The Committee has provided an additional $3,000,000
for the Bureau of Reclamation to complete design and engi-
neering work and initiate construction on a new fish screen
and fish recovery facilities associated with the Glenn-Colusa
Irrigation District's Hamilton City Pumping Plant. Costs in-
curred for work undertaken to construct and evaluate the in-
terim fish protection improvements shall be included as a part
of the Federal-state cost share, pursuant to section 3406(b)(20)
of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, of the long-
term program to mitigate the fishery impacts associated with
the district’'s operations.

Pilot Research Pumping Facility Evaluation.—The Commit-
tee has provided $1,300,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to
continue construction of the test pumps and to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of the pilot research pumping facility.

Fish Passage Program.—The Committee has provided
$1,000,000 to continue work on finding solutions for passage of
endangered and threatened fish species at the Red Bluff Diver-
sion Dam.

Alternative Fish Protection Facilities—The Committee has
provided an additional $650,000 for the installation and eval-
uation of electric fish guidance systems at Reclamation District
108's Wilkins Slough pumping plant and an additional
$215,000 for the installation and evaluation of an alternative
fish guidance system at Reclamation District 1004. Such funds
are provided as a continuation of the Bureau of Reclamation’s
unscreened diversion technology demonstration program.

Winter-Run Chinook Salmon Captive Broodstock Program.—
The Committee has provided $300,000 to continue the Sac-
ramento River Winter-Run Chinook Salmon Captive
Broodstock Program. The Committee strongly supports this
program’s objectives.

Colusa Basin Drainage District.—The Committee has pro-
vided an additional $250,000 to continue work on the Colusa
Basin Drainage District's integrated resource management
project, which seeks to develop and demonstrate a cooperative
approach to meeting multiple needs within the watershed, in-
cluding the need to increase groundwater recharge, expand
surface water supplies and improve flood protection.

Central Valley Project, Shasta Division, California.—The Com-
mittee has provided an additional $20,000,000 for continuing con-
struction of the Shasta Dam Temperature Control Device, includ-
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ing an additional $1,000,000 to be derived from the Central Valley
Project Restoration Fund. These funds, together with funds re-
qguested by the Administration, provide a total of $31,830,000 for
construction of the temperature control device in fiscal year 1996.
The need for the Congress to add these funds has been brought
about by the failure of the State of California to thus far live up
to its obligations under the Central Valley Project Improvement
Act, which requires that the state contribute 25% of the cost of the
temperature control device. The Committee has added these funds
only because continued operation of Shasta Dam without the tem-
perature control device in place can cost the taxpayers as much as
$11,000,000 a year to replace power lost when water is bypassed
away from the turbines.

Future funding for projects authorized in the Central Valley
Project Improvement Act will be dependent on the State of Califor-
nia meeting its obligations under the law. The Committee directs
the Bureau of Reclamation to prepare a report on the extent to
which the State of California has lived up to its cost-sharing obliga-
tions under the Central Valley Project Improvement Act and pro-
vide that report to the Committee on Appropriations by November
15, 1995.

Central Valley Project, Trinity River Division, California.—The
Committee has provided $5,067,000 for the Trinity River Restora-
tion Program, the same as the budget request. Included in that
total is $500,000 to carry out the interagency agreement between
the Bureau of Reclamation and the Hoopa Valley Tribe regarding
the Cooperative for Comprehensive Fisheries Management.

Central Valley Project, San Luis Unit, California.—On March 1
of this year the Commissioner of Reclamation submitted to the
Committee a report concerning repayment of past and anticipated
future expenditures for the Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program
and the San Joaquin Valley Drainage Program. The report con-
cludes that funds such as those that have already been appro-
priated for costs associated with irrigation-related project features
are reimbursable and cannot be reallocated as nonreimbursable ab-
sent further direction from Congress. The Report also expresses
Reclamation’s intent to commence billing its contractors in the San
Luis Unit for all those costs if Congress does not act to make cer-
tain costs nonreimbursable by the end of this session. The Commit-
tee is aware that the San Luis Unit contractors desire to pursue
negotiations with the Bureau of Reclamation to develop a reason-
able and cost-effective drainage solution. The Committee believes it
is premature for Reclamation to collect any costs before these nego-
tiations are complete and appropriate drainage service is provided.
Therefore, the Committee directs that the Bureau of Reclamation
take no action to collect costs associated with the Kesterson Res-
ervoir Cleanup Program or the San Joaquin Valley Drainage Pro-
gram until drainage service negotiations are complete, drainage
service is provided, or the authorizing Committee has acted on this
issue.

Orange County Regional Water Reclamation Project, California.—
The Committee has provided $600,000 for the Bureau of Reclama-
tion to complete environmental and health effects studies and
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begin preliminary design for the Orange County Water Reclama-
tion Project.

Brackish Water Reclamation Demonstration Facility, Califor-
nia.—The Committee has provided $2,000,000 in support of the
Port Hueneme Water Agency’s brackish water reclamation dem-
onstration project.

Animas-La Plata Project, Colorado.—The Committee remains ex-
tremely concerned about the slow pace of work on the Animas-La
Plata project, which is the major element of the Colorado Ute In-
dian Water Rights Settlement Agreement. The Southern Ute and
Ute Mountain Ute Tribes negotiated in good faith with the United
States to reach this agreement. The tribes and the non-Indian par-
ticipants in the projects have met all their commitments. The only
thing lacking has been the commitment of the Federal Government
to complete construction of the project. Therefore, the Committee
has provided $10,000,000 for construction of the Animas-La Plata
project in fiscal year 1996.

Northwest Wastewater Reuse Project, Texas.—The Committee has
provided $1,500,000 for the Northwest Wastewater Reuse Project
being undertaken in cooperation with the El Paso, Texas, Water
Utilities Public Service Board. This project will provide up to
17,500,000 gallons per day of treated sewage effluent for use in
place of potable water that is currently used to irrigate schools,
parks, and golf courses.

Columbia Basin Project, Washington.—The Committee has in-
cluded an additional $875,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to
continue work on drainage facilities for the Columbia Basin project
in Washington.

Wetlands Development.—The Committee has provided an addi-
tional $3,600,000 for the Wetlands Development program to con-
tinue the Caddo Lake Wetlands Project.

Columbia/ZSnake River Salmon Recovery.—The Committee has
reduced the Administration's request for Columbia/Snake River
salmon recovery activities by $5,000,000 to $10,000,000. The
amount appropriated for this activity in fiscal year 1995 was
$5,600,000. The Committee is extremely concerned about the rate
of growth of this program. In the fiscal year 1995 budget request,
the Bureau of Reclamation reported that the total cost of this pro-
gram was $30,850,000. In this year’'s budget request, Reclamation
reported the total cost as $61,226,000. The Committee is concerned
that Columbia/Snake River salmon recovery efforts have become a
black hole for money even though there appears to be no consensus
among all the parties involved in this effort on what needs to be
done to restore the salmon runs.

Groundwater Recharge Demonstration Program.—The Committee
has no objection to the plans of the Bureau of Reclamation and the
Pima County Flood Control District to proceed with the Rillito
Creek, Arizona, High Plains Groundwater Recharge Demonstration
project at a site on the lower Santa Cruz River.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiiiiiieiere e $284,300,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 288,759,000
Recommended, 1996 .........coooiiiiiiiiiie e 278,759,000
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Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 —5,541,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 —10,000,000

In 1996, a total of 36 projects, project areas, or divisions of
projects will be operated and maintained for power, municipal and
industrial water supplies, irrigation, flood control, and other bene-
fits with funds made available under this appropriation.

Provision is also made for administration of 13 associated pro-
grams. These programs seek to maximize benefits from existing
projects. Project benefits and operations will be enhanced through
water conservation measures, examination of existing structures,
environmental considerations, improvement of recreation opportu-
nities, and water quality improvement.

The Committee has recommended an appropriation of
$278,759,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation’s Operation and Main-
tenance program, $10,000,000 below the budget request. The Com-
mittee directs that this reduction is taken within the various Asso-
ciated O&M Programs. The Associated O&M Programs have grown
from about 10% of the overall Operation and Maintenance budget
in fiscal year 1989 to a level of almost 17% in the fiscal year 1996
budget request.

The Committee encourages the Bureau of Reclamation to con-
tinue its efforts to transfer operation and maintenance responsibil-
ities of projects to the beneficiaries of those projects.

Central Valley Project, California.—The Committee has provided
$59,681,000 for operation and maintenance of the Central Valley
Project, the same as the budget request.

From within that total, the Bureau of Reclamation is directed to
provide $5,454,000 for operation and maintenance activities of the
Trinity River Division. The additional funds provided above the
budget request will be available to repair damages incurred during
the winter and to complete the Environmental Impact Statement
to support the instream flow decision the Secretary of the Interior
is required to render in 1996.

The Committee is pleased that the Bureau of Reclamation has
requested $4,625,000 for replacements, additions, and extraor-
dinary maintenance items. However, the Committee is concerned
that the canal authorities, which operate the vast majority of the
project, are not being adequately consulted in determining how
such funds are allocated. Therefore, from within the $4,625,000
provided for replacements, additions, and extraordinary mainte-
nance items, the Committee directs the Bureau to provide $750,000
to repair the damaged lining at M.P. 47 to M.P. 16 of the Tehama-
Colusa Canal, $1,000,000 to rehabilitate or replace radial gates at
17 check structures and four wasteway structures associated with
the Delta-Mendota Canal, and $700,000 to rehabilitate the Kern
River Check Outlet and make repairs to service roads associated
with the Friant-Kern Canal.

The Committee notes that the backlog in replacements, addi-
tions, and extraordinary maintenance items continues to grow and
now exceeds an estimated $81,000,000. The Committee is very con-
cerned that the Bureau of Reclamation has failed to comply with
the Committee’s directive to submit a plan, by February 1995, for
reducing the backlog in replacements, additions and extraordinary
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maintenance items in a timely manner. The Committee directs the
Bureau of Reclamation to submit this previously requested plan as
soon as possible.

Solano Project, California.—The Committee encourages the Bu-
reau of Reclamation to work with the city of Vallejo, California, to
find a way to permit the city to use Bureau facilities to transport
water from Lake Curry.

Solano Project, California.—The Committee is concerned that re-
sort concessionaries on Lake Berryessa in California have been un-
able to make improvements to facilities because of uncertainties re-
garding extension of their leases by the Bureau of Reclamation.
The Committee believes that the Bureau should either take action
to extend the existing leases for a period long enough to permit cost
recovery or, in the alternative, assure that concessionaires will be
compensated for long-term improvements if their leases are not re-
newed.

The Committee is also concerned about late objections raised by
the Department of the Interior to the settlement agreement for the
Putah Creek Adjudication, Lake Berryessa, and encourages the De-
partment to work with all parties to swiftly resolve these objec-
tions.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccceiiieiiiieiere e $9,600,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........ccoouiiiiiiieiiiiie et 16,668,000
Recommended, 1996 .........coooiiiiiiiiiiee et 11,668,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... +2,068,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiieiiiee s —5,000,000

Under the Small Reclamation Projects Act (43 U.S.C. 422a-422l),
loans and/or grants can be made to non-Federal organizations for
construction or rehabilitation and betterment of small water re-
source projects.

As required by the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990, this ac-
count records the subsidy costs associated with the direct loans, as
well as administrative expenses of this program.

New Loan Program Activity.—Due to budgetary constraints, the
Committee has deleted the $5,000,000 requested by the Adminis-
tration for the proposed new loan program.

The budget request and the approved Committee allowance are
shown on the following table:
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BUREAL OF RECLAMATION

YQTAL
PROJECT TITLE FEDERAL BUDGET HOUSE
COST ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
LOAN PROGRAM
AR]1ZORA
TOHONC O’ODHAM NATION - SCHUK TOAX DISTRICT........... 5,307,000 3,043,000 3,043,000
CALIFORNIA
CASTROVILLE IARIGATION WATER SUPPLY PROJECT........... 16,036,000 1,500,900 3,
x| IN DESALINATION PROJECT......... - $,984, 000 1,100,000 1,190,000
EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER QISTRICY NO. 3. . . 13,395,000 2,200,000 2,200,000
SALINAS VALLEY WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY............. 10,212,000 1,100,000 1,1
TEMESCAL VALLEY PROJECT-ELSINORE VALLEY MUNICIPAL WATE #,001,000 700,000 748,000
CALIRADC
UTE MOUNTAIM UTE........ Ceeraseiaaienenny esiesiieannn 3,000,000 1,500,000 i.500,000
OREGON
DOUGLAS COUMTY ~ MELLTOMM RILL.. ... . .oouiiiirnonanns 17,274,000 100,000 100,000
VARIOUS
LOAN ADMINISTRATION.........ccv0nsn Vesiesaaiia ERT TN = 425,000 425,000
NEW LOAN PROGRAM ACTIVITY.......... Cearaaeaee —— §,900,000 —-—
TOTAL, LOAM PROGRAML. ...........coinnivinnnarnnnsn 18,668,000 11,868,000
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CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiieiiiieieri e $45,385,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 . 43,579,000
Recommended, 1996 .... 43,579,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 .......c..ooiiiiiiii s —1,806,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 .......cccvieiiiiiiiiiie et sie e sttee e nees aaneeeennreeeanaee e

The Central Valley Project Restoration Fund was authorized in
the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Title 34 of Public Law
102-575. This Fund was established to provide funding from
project beneficiaries for habitat restoration, improvement and ac-
quisition, and other fish and wildlife restoration activities in the
Central Valley Project area of California. Revenues are derived
from payments by project beneficiaries and from donations. Pay-
ments from project beneficiaries include several required by the Act
(Friant Division surcharges, higher charges on water transferred to
non-CVP users, and tiered water prices) and, to the extent required
in appropriations Acts, additional annual mitigation and restora-
tion payments.

San Joaquin River Basin Resource Management Initiative, Cali-
fornia.—The Committee directs that the $1,000,000 requested for
the San Joaquin River Basin Resource Management Initiative not
be expended for that purpose. This action is consistent with the ac-
tion of the Congress during consideration of H.R. 1158. In the re-
ports accompanying that bill, the Bureau of Reclamation was di-
rected not to obligate any additional funds in fiscal year 1995 for
the San Joaquin River Basin Management study.

Shasta Dam Temperature Control Device, California.—The Com-
mittee has provided an additional $1,000,000 for construction of
the Shasta Dam Temperature Control Device.

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccciiiieiiiiieiere e $54,034,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiieiiiiieeiee et 50,327,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ooooiiiiiiiiiee et 48,630,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —5,404,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiieiiiee s —1,697,000

The general administrative expenses program provides for the
executive direction and management of all reclamation activities,
as performed by the Commissioner’s offices in Washington, DC, and
the Denver, Colorado, and five regional offices. The Denver office
and regional offices charge individual projects or activities for di-
rect beneficial services and related administrative and technical
costs. These charges are covered under other appropriations.

The Committee is pleased with the progress the Bureau of Rec-
lamation has made in reducing administrative costs. However,
faced with the prospects of a declining program and the severe
budgetary situation, the Committee believes that the Bureau of
Reclamation needs to further reduce administrative expenses.






TITLE I

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Funds recommended in Title Ill provide for Department of En-
ergy programs relating to: Energy Supply, Research and Develop-
ment Activities; Uranium Supply and Enrichment Activities; the
Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommissioning
Fund; General Science and Research Activities; the Nuclear Waste
Disposal Fund; Atomic Energy Defense Activities; Departmental
Administration; the Office of Inspector General; Power Marketing
Administrations; and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

Funding recommendations for Department of Energy programs
in fiscal year 1996 are significantly below the Department’s fiscal
year 1996 budget request in many areas. Absorbing these reduc-
tions will require much effort on the part of the Department to
prioritize activities and seek the most cost-effective means for ac-
complishing program goals. The Department must focus on specific
program missions and reduce the number of activities currently
being performed which may be nice to do, but are not possible in
a severely constrained funding environment.

While the Committee acknowledges that these program reduc-
tions will be difficult, recent reviews such as the Galvin Task Force
list numerous areas where improvements should be made. Exam-
ples of areas where the Committee expects to see reductions in-
clude: the number of federal employees at headquarters who
micromanage field and laboratory activities instead of setting pol-
icy and allowing implementation of these policies at the field level;
the number of individual sites and offices throughout the country
where Department of Energy employees are stationed; the number
of support service contractors paid to do work which should be per-
formed by federal employees at headquarters and in field offices;
the number of internal Departmental regulations requiring facili-
ties and laboratories to far exceed the requirements applied to com-
parable commercial facilities; and the subsequent compliance re-
views conducted by every level of federal and contractor manage-
ment.

LABORATORY CONSOLIDATION

The Committee believes the Department is maintaining a facility
and laboratory structure larger than necessary to manage and exe-
cute programs, forcing overhead and administrative costs to remain
at high levels while direct program costs are decreasing. Con-
sequently, the Committee expects the Department to review criti-
cally its facility needs and be prepared to justify the existence of
all current facilities and laboratories in the next budget cycle. Ad-

(69)
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ditionally, the Committee expects the Department to review the
comparative costs charged by each laboratory to perform work for
federal programs to ensure that the most cost-effective laboratories
are fully utilized and that efforts are made to reduce the costs of
maintaining the most expensive laboratories.

SUPPORT SERVICE CONTRACTORS

Extensive use of support service contractors by the Department
of Energy at headquarters and the field offices is a circumstance
which had not been fully recognized by the Committee. The Com-
mittee understands that services such as janitorial services, mail
room operations, and grounds maintenance are activities which
often are more cost-effective when performed by the private sector.
A cost-benefit analysis will support contracting out these activities.
However, other support services contracts comprise a “shadow gov-
ernment” which performs functions traditionally performed by fed-
eral employees—administrative and clerical support, preparation of
budgets, performance of compliance reviews of contractor activities,
and extensive preparation of analyses used by decision-makers.
Current estimates indicate over 6,000 support service contractors
are employed by the Department. Federal employees have adopted
roles as contract managers rather than program managers, and the
hazards of this arrangement are becoming very clear. Program
managers do not appear to be fully cognizant of issues under their
purview. There is no ‘“corporate view” of Departmental issues
which have broad ranging ramifications for other program areas.
There is a proliferation of computer and information systems which
are not compatible throughout the agency. And there often appears
to be little regard for recommending ways to reduce program costs
and save taxpayers’ money.

Funding for support service contracts has been significantly re-
duced in the Committee’'s recommendations. The Department is di-
rected to submit quarterly reports on the use of all support services
contracts at headquarters and in the field. This report should in-
clude the name of the contractor, annual funding for fiscal year
1996, number of employees, and a brief description of the work per-
formed. The Committee expects to see funding for support services
contracts drop during fiscal year 1996 by 50% from the fiscal year
1995 levels with the goal of eliminating by the following year all
support service contracts which cannot be justified on the basis of
a cost-benefit analysis or as a short-term requirement for expertise
in a technical specialty area.

OPERATING AND CAPITAL FUNDING REQUIREMENTS

Discussions initiated by the report of the Galvin Task Force re-
viewing Department of Energy laboratory operations have high-
lighted instances where the current budget structure and Congres-
sional funding limitations may result in excessive administrative
and procedural oversight. This micromanagement leads to in-
creased costs and diminished productivity in the operation of the
Department’s laboratories and facilities. The Committee proposes
to merge capital equipment, general plant projects, and most accel-
erator improvements project funding with the operating funding to
expedite the allocation of resources for operations and infrastruc-
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ture activities and to ensure the operation of the Department’s lab-
oratories and facilities in the most efficient and cost-effective man-
ner.

Construction activity that exceeds the general plant project
threshold of $2,000,000 will continue to require specific authoriza-
tion and appropriation by Congress. Any construction activity that
does not exceed the $2,000,000 threshold will be included in the op-
eration and maintenance account.

In implementing this change, the Committee directs the Depart-
ment to continue to reflect the capital equipment, general plant
projects, and accelerator improvement projects in the financial and
accounting reports. The Committee does not seek to control these
expenditures, but to be informed if there are major differences be-
tween the funding requested for capital items in the fiscal year
1996 budget request and the actual execution of the programs
under these new guidelines. Also, specific details for planned cap-
ital equipment and general plant projects will continue to be re-
ported in the annual budget justifications. Appropriate head-
quarters oversight will be necessary from a corporate facility view-
point to ensure the proper allocation of resources for ongoing oper-
ations versus investments in assets. However, the Committee ex-
pects the facility managers to have sufficient flexibility to allocate
resources in the most cost-effective and efficient manner.

REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR THE TOTAL PROJECT COSTS FOR
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

The cost of construction projects for the Department of Energy
includes activities funded from operating as well as construction
accounts. In addition to the preparation of the conceptual design
report, project-related costs funded from operating expenses include
items such as research and development, preparation of design cri-
teria, safety analyses, and environmental documentation. As a re-
sult, the Department may conduct activities related to construction
projects prior to the authorization of the specific project by Con-
gress.

To ensure that all project-related activities funded by operating
expenses are identified and reviewed by Congress, the Department
is directed to identify in the annual budget justifications: (1) fund-
ing by project for all conceptual design reports where the cost of
preparation will exceed $3,000,000, and (2) funding by project for
all project-related activities which will exceed $3,000,000 on pro-
posed construction projects which have a completed conceptual de-
sign report but for which specific construction project authorization
has neither been requested nor provided by Congress.

DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET JUSTIFICATIONS

The quality of the Department’'s budget justifications has de-
clined—the number of pages has increased while actual budget in-
formation has decreased. Much information must be gleaned
through additional program briefings and questions for the record.
This additional work could be reduced by devoting more attention
to the information provided in the initial budget submission.

Program budget justifications consistently fail to place activities
in the context of how they help achieve major program goals and
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objectives, and how they are related to other Departmental pro-
gram objectives and activities. Each Assistant Secretary and pro-
gram director is responsible for preparation of the budget docu-
ments submitted to Congress. Attention should be given to making
the best possible case for programs in the initial budget submission
rather than waiting until preparation of testimony for Congres-
sional budget hearings is required before trying to articulate a co-
hesive program strategy.

The Committee staff will be working with the Department’s
budget office and individual program offices to reduce the volume
and improve the quality of the budget justifications for the next fis-
cal year and to explore means for possible electronic transmission
of some information.

ENERGY SuPPLY, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES

APPropriation, 1995 ... $3,314,548,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 3,396,535,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiieiiiiiiiiiie e 2,596,700,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —717,848,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccccooiiiiieiiiiiec e —799,835,000

The appropriations recommended for Energy Supply, Research
and Development activities provide for the Department of Energy’s
solar and renewable energy programs; environment, safety and
health; nuclear energy programs; energy research programs includ-
ing fusion, biological and environmental research, and basic energy
sciences; and environmental restoration programs.

The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 1996 supports to
the extent possible the role of Federal participation in basic re-
search and development programs in energy supply activities. Due
to budget constraints, significant reductions in certain of the De-
partment’s programs were necessary. To provide more flexibility in
program execution in a time of declining budgetary resources, the
recommended funding levels have merged operating, capital equip-
ment and general plant project funding. Funding for programs
which have accelerator improvement projects which are less than
$2,000,000 has also been merged to provide flexibility.

SOLAR AND RENEWABLE ENERGY

The Committee recommendation for solar and renewable energy
is $221,622,000, a decrease of $201,775,000 from the budget re-
quest of $423,397,000.

Solar Energy.—Funding for fiscal year 1996 is $149,184,000
which reflects the redirection of budget priorities for energy re-
search and development programs from commercial applications to
basic research. Accordingly, funds are not provided for the inter-
national solar energy program, the solar technology transfer pro-
gram, the solar buildings technology research program, and solar
program support.

Geothermal.—The Committee recommendation is $25,729,000, a
decrease of $11,243,000 from the budget request of $36,972,000.
Funding has not been included to maintain the Energy Technology
Engineering Center in this program.
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Included within available funds is $2,000,000, the same as the
budget request, for the final Department of Energy contribution to
the approximately $40,000,000 cost-shared project to inject treated
wastewater effluent from Lake County, California, into the geo-
thermal heat reservoir at the Geysers field in California.

Within available funds, the Committee provides $400,000 to
study the feasibility of piping treated effluent from Santa Rosa to
the Geysers for injection, and supports the Department’s budget re-
quest to proceed with the Geysers decline mitigation study.

The Committee is aware of the promising conservation attributes
of geothermal heat pump technology and the Department's efforts
to advance this emerging technology through cooperative efforts
with electric utilities. The Committee has again included
$5,000,000 for the Department to carry out a geothermal heat
pump market mobilization and technology demonstration program.
This funding will be supplemented by the private sector’s cost-shar-
ing contribution to the program.

Hydrogen research.—The Committee has increased funding for
hydrogen research to $15,000,000, an increase of $7,666,000 over
the budget request of $7,334,000. Authorization for this program
has passed the House and is awaiting action in the Senate.

Hydropower.—Due to severe budget constraints, no funds are
provided for this program.

Electric energy systems and storage.—The Committee rec-
ommendation for electric energy systems and storage is
$28,909,000. Funding constraints did not permit continuing the re-
liability research program and the energy storage systems pro-
gram.

The Committee recommendation includes the Administration’s
budget request of $9,924,000 for the electric and magnetic fields re-
search program.

The Committee supports the budget request for the
Superconductivity Partnership Initiative. The Committee is pleased
that the Department is heeding last year’s directive regarding the
Superconductivity Partnership Initiative (SPI) by expediting coordi-
nation among industry consortia and academic research and devel-
opment programs. This government-industry-university collabora-
tion brings scientific accountability to SPI and should hasten sig-
nificant accomplishments in material characterization and high-
temperature superconducting wire development. The Committee
expects this collaboration to continue as a core feature of SPI and
directs the Department to provide adequate program support.

Biofuels.—Within available funds, the Committee has provided
$3,000,000 as the Federal contribution to an ethanol production
plant begun by the City of Gridley, California, with Department of
Energy assistance in fiscal year 1995. Primarily using rice straw,
this plant will establish on a commercial scale the technologies and
processes required for cost-effective conversion of biomass into eth-
anol fuel.

The Committee has sought to restore somewhat the cuts rec-
ommended in the solar and renewable energy accounts by the au-
thorizing committee to allow for a more orderly transition from cur-
rent levels of spending in these programs to their new levels fo-
cused more exclusively on research. In view of the United States’
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use of 70 percent of its energy in the form of liquid fuels for trans-
portation, much of it imported, the Committee wishes to note that
it supports the levels recommended for biomass conversion by the
authorizing Committee. The Committee has, therefore, added addi-
tional funds to the biofuels energy systems account to mitigate
somewhat for abrupt losses that will occur to the biomass electric
activities.

Policy and management.—The Committee recommendation for
this account reflects the reductions in the solar and renewable en-
ergy programs.

NUCLEAR ENERGY PROGRAMS

The Committee recommendation is $255,698,000, a decrease of
$127,119,000 from the budget request of $382,817,000.

The recommendation includes $40,000,000 for the design certifi-
cation and standardization activities for the advanced light water
reactor program.

The Committee recommendation provides $20,000,000 to support
continuation of the gas turbine-modular helium reactor program.
This is an increase of $12,750,000 over the budget request of
$7,250,000 which had been proposed for termination of this pro-
gram. The termination cost account has been reduced to reflect this
shifting of funds.

Due to budget constraints, the Committee’'s recommendation does
not include any funding to investigate new missions for the nuclear
energy research and development program at the Argonne National
Laboratory. Funding of $18,000,000 is included in the nuclear tech-
nology research and development program to evaluate the use of
electrometallurgical technology to treat spent fuel, contingent upon
a favorable conclusion from the current National Academy of
Science study.

The Committee’'s recommendation does not include funding for
two new initiatives. The budget request of $78,764,000 for the So-
viet-Designed Reactor Safety program has not been included. This
program has previously been funded by the Agency for Inter-
national Development (AID), and AID should continue funding re-
sponsibility for this program if additional activities are required in
fiscal year 1996. Also, the recommendation does not include fund-
ing of $5,000,000 requested for the Russian Replacement Power
Initiative program.

Due to the downsizing of the nuclear energy program, the Com-
mittee’s recommendation for program direction and policy and
management is adjusted accordingly.

Isotope Support.—The Committee recommendation is
$24,658,000, a reduction of $700,000 from the budget request of
$25,358,000.

Within available funds, $1,000,000 is provided to continue con-
ceptual investigation of a National Biomedical Tracer Facility
(NBTF). This is in addition to $3,000,000 of funding provided in fis-
cal year 1995. These funds are to be used for conceptual design and
site specific design work on the NBTF that meets the criteria cited
in the Institute of Medicine Panel’s report on Isotopes for Medicine.
The Committee expects to be kept informed of the progress being
made on this activity.
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In order to consolidate related isotope production activities,
$1,400,000 for the Test Reactor Area Hot Cells has been trans-
ferred from nuclear energy research and development to the isotope
support program and included within available funds.

The Committee is concerned about the level of administrative
oversight supporting the Isotopes Support program. Accordingly,
the Committee recommendation includes $1,000,000 for program
direction, a reduction of $700,000 from the budget request of
$1,700,000.

Termination Costs.—The National Academy of Sciences’ Commit-
tee on “Electrometallurgical Techniques for DOE Spent Fuel Treat-
ment” concluded that electrometallurgical techniques being devel-
oped at the Argonne National Laboratory could represent a suffi-
ciently promising technology for treating a variety of DOE spent
fuels and warrant continued research and development. In order to
preserve the unique capabilities of the assets at Argonne-West, ac-
tivities related to bringing EBR-II to a safe and stable configura-
tion may proceed, but such activities must leave the Argonne-West
facilities, including EBR-II, capable of later utilization.

General Reduction.—Due to severe budget constraints, the Com-
mittee has included a general reduction of $8,000,000 to be applied
equally among all program activities.

CIVILIAN WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Due to severe budget constraints, the Committee has not pro-
vided the requested funding of $699,000 for this program in fiscal
year 1996.

ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH

The Committee recommendation of $128,433,000 is $38,326,000
less than the budget request of $166,759,000. Much criticism has
been heard regarding excessive compliance reviews and audits of
field facilities and laboratories. With the reduction in funding re-
sources, the Committee expects the Department to make every ef-
fort to coordinate reviews and eliminate excessive oversight by
headquarters and field organizations, and to reduce the use of sup-
port service contract employees to perform federal functions.

ENERGY RESEARCH PROGRAMS
BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

The Committee recommendation of $379,645,000 is $52,019,000
less than the budget request of $431,664,000.

The Committee recognizes that there exists a critical need to de-
velop the appropriate and effective technology to support the De-
partment’s environmental remediation activities. The Department
is encouraged to use the expertise and scientific achievements of
the Energy Research programs and the national laboratories to ad-
dress the environmental cleanup technology issues.

Within available funding, the Committee supports the National
Institute for Global Environmental Change.

The Committee encourages the Department to support research
in the development and shared use of high MR instruments for the
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study of brain function in centers where these research efforts can
lead to improved diagnosis and treatment of the mentally ill.

The Committee is pleased to note the progress that has been
made with the Centers of Excellence for Laser Medical Applica-
tions. It is apparent that the competitive edge has been main-
tained, the U.S. citizens are benefiting from this cost-effective tech-
nology. Therefore, the Committee recommends that funding for the
work of these Centers remain at the current level of $1,500,000.

Due to budget constraints, the Committee recommendation in-
cludes $40,000,000 for the Environmental Molecular Sciences Lab-
oratory which is the same as fiscal year 1995, and $10,000,000 less
than the budget request.

FUSION PROGRAM

The Committee recommendation for the fusion program is
$229,144,000, a decrease of $136,901,000 from the budget request
of $366,045,000.

Given the mandate to reduce the budget deficit, the Committee
is not able to provide funding to support the direction of the fusion
energy program as requested by the Department. It will be nec-
essary for the Department to develop a revised program strategy
for fusion energy at a much reduced funding level. Budget realities
dictate that future funding will not be available to pursue the
course envisioned by the Department’'s budget request which in-
cluded funding both the International Thermal Experimental Reac-
tor and the Tokamak Physics Experiment project.

The fusion program is currently being reviewed by the Presi-
dent’s Council on Science and Technology, but results of this review
are not yet available. With the funding provided in fiscal year
1996, the Committee expects the Department to propose a fusion
program which supports advancement of key research areas and
exploration of alternatives at a much smaller scale in laboratories
and universities. This plan should be developed in consultation
with the fusion community and Congress, but with the understand-
ing that future funding levels are unlikely to increase and could
well decrease below the fiscal year 1996 recommendation. The De-
partment should also to the extent possible make effective use of
the investment in existing facilities.

BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES

The Committee recommendation for Basic Energy Sciences is
$792,661,000, a decrease of $18,758,000 from the budget request of
$811,419,000.

The Committee acknowledges the important and essential con-
tributions of the Department in the Nation's basic science and re-
search programs. The collaboration between the national labs and
the university community has provided the foundation for scientific
breakthroughs and achievements in energy-related research. To
continue this progress, the Committee recommendation strongly
supports the budget request to enhance the utilization of the De-
partment’s fundamental science and user facilities.

The Committee recommendation includes $7,000,000 to continue
the Department’'s Experimental Program to Stimulate Competitive
Research (EPSCoR) program at the fiscal year 1995 level.
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Within available funds, $1,000,000 is provided to fund peer-re-
viewed research on the potential energy applications of
sonoluminescence. Sonoluminescence is an effect in which highly
concentrated sound waves in liquids generate very short bursts of
light from bubbles in the liquid. Calculations have suggested the
possibility of its use in inertial fusion applications.

The Midwest Superconductivity Consortium is continued at the
fiscal year 1995 funding level of $3,200,000.

The Committee has included the budget request of $8,000,000 for
research and design and conceptual design activities for a spall-
ation neutron source. The preferred alternative site for the spall-
ation source is the Oak Ridge National Laboratory in Tennessee to
maximize the use of the expertise already developed through prep-
aration of the advanced neutron source design and to take advan-
tage of the laboratory’s experience in operating particle accelerators
and conducting neutron scattering research.

OTHER ENERGY RESEARCH PROGRAMS

Other energy research programs such as energy research analy-
ses, laboratory technology transfer, advisory and oversight,
multiprogram energy laboratory support, and policy and manage-
ment are funded in this section. The Committee recommendation
for Other Energy Research programs is $45,256,000, a decrease of
$79,979,000 from the budget request of $125,235,000.

No funding has been provided for the Laboratory Technology
Transfer program. Technology transfer activities in energy research
should be funded only to the extent that they directly support ongo-
ing energy research programs and can compete for direct program
funding.

The Committee recommendation for the Advisory and Oversight
program is reduced as a result of redundant environmental, safety
and health departmental oversight and the termination of the lab-
oratory technology transfer activities.

The Committee supports the budget request for the construction
projects in the Multiprogram Energy Laboratories program. The
capital equipment and general plant projects accounts are merged
with the Energy Research program that is supported by the specific
capital items.

ENERGY SUPPORT ACTIVITIES

The Committee recommendation for Energy Support Activities is
$12,000,000, a decrease of $92,810,000 from the budget request of
$104,810,000.

Due to severe budget constraints, the Committee recommenda-
tions does not include funding for the University and Science Edu-
cation programs. It is recognized that certain educational activities,
such as graduate fellowships and intern programs, are a direct by-
product of the line programs and are, therefore, included in the
budget request of those programs. Those educational activities that
are an integral part of program activities should be continued with-
in existing program funds.

The Committee recommendation for the Technical Information
Management program is $12,000,000, a reduction of $5,450,000
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from the budget request of $17,450,000 due to severe budget con-
straints.

Due to the significant reduction in funding for technology trans-
fer activities throughout the Department, the Committee rec-
ommendation does not include funds for a separate Technology
Partnership organization.

The In-house Energy Management program has been in exist-
ence over twenty years. The Committee recognizes the success of
the Department’s efforts to incorporate energy efficiency provisions
into the operations of its facilities. After twenty years, it appears
that energy efficiency is an integral part of the operating philoso-
phy of the Department’'s facilities; therefore, the Committee does
not see the need for a separate funding source for these alter-
natives.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT
(NON-DEFENSE)

The Committee recommendation of $626,541,000 is a decrease of
$86,449,000 from the budget request of $712,990,000.

The Committee recommendation includes $15,998,000 to con-
tinue the Maywood, New Jersey project, and $6,080,000 for the
Wayne, New Jersey project, as contained in the budget request for
the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program.

From within available funds, the Committee recommendation is
to continue the support of the University Research Program in ro-
botics at $3,500,000.

Due to the relationship between corrective activities and waste
management, the operating expenses for corrective activities have
been combined with waste management. In addition, beginning in
fiscal year 1997 all new corrective activities construction projects
should be included in the waste management program.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The Department proposed to use $79,300,000 of prior year bal-
ances to offset current year funding requirements and $50,000,000
to be achieved by implementing savings recommended by the
Galvin Task Force. The Committee recommendation includes the
use of prior year balances, but not the undistributed general reduc-
tion. Specific program reductions have been taken which will re-
flect savings from implementing recommendations of the Galvin
Task Force.

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY

Details of the Committee’'s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES

Gross Appropriation:

APPropriation, 1995 ......ccccoiieiiiieereene e s $63,310,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 42,292,000
Recommended, 1996 .......ccccvveeiieiiiiiiiiiie et 29,294,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1995 ... —34,016,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccveeviiiieeiiiee e —12,998,000
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Revenues:
Appropriation, 1995 ..........cc.ccceenne —9,900,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 —34,903,000
Recommended, 1996 .... —34,903,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiii i — 25,003,000

Budget EStIMAate, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt ae eebee e

The Uranium Supply and Enrichment Activities program funds
the Department’s efforts in overseeing the government’s continuing
interest in the operation of the gaseous diffusion plants managed
by the United States Enrichment Corporation (USEC); developing
means for using or disposing of depleted uranium; monitoring Rus-
sian uranium processing facilities to ensure that low enriched ura-
nium being purchased by USEC is derived from Russian highly en-
riched uranium removed from dismantled nuclear weapons; trans-
ferring enrichment-related technologies to the private sector; and
leading the Department’s uranium revitalization efforts.

The budget request for fiscal year 1996 includes $102,898,000 for
operation, maintenance, and construction activities, and is offset by
the receipt of $34,903,000 in revenues and the use of $25,703,000
from unobligated balances carried over from prior years' funding,
resulting in a net budget request of $42,292,000. Due to severe
budget constraints, the Committee recommends a reduction of
$12,998,000 from the budget request. This includes a fifteen per-
cent reduction for program direction expenses, with the remainder
to be taken to the extent possible against funds requested for sup-
port service contracts and technology partnerships. Efforts to cor-
rect deficiencies and maintain the depleted uranium hexafluoride
containers should be continued.

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Details of the Committee’s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING

FunD
APPropriation, 1995 ........ccciiiiiiiiieiere e $301,327,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 288,807,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiie et 278,807,000
Comparison:
ApPPropriation, 1995 ..o —22,520,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .......ccccceiiiiieiiiieesieee e —10,000,000

The Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommission-
ing (D&D) Fund supports D&D, remedial actions, waste manage-
ment, and surveillance and maintenance associated with preexist-
ing conditions at sites leased and operated by the USEC, as well
as Department of Energy facilities at these and other uranium en-
richment sites. The sites covered by this D&D Fund include the op-
erating uranium enrichment facilities at Portsmouth, Ohio, and Pa-
ducah, Kentucky, and the inactive K-25 site in Tennessee, formerly
called the Oak Ridge Gaseous Diffusion Plant. Environmental res-
toration efforts at these three sites are supported from the D&D
Fund established by a tax on domestic utilities and by Congres-
sional appropriations.
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Due to severe budget constraints, the Committee recommends a
reduction of $10,000,000 from the budget request of $288,807,000.
However, the recommendation includes full funding of $42,000,000
to implement the reimbursement for disposal of mill tailings in ac-
cordance with title X, subtitle A, of the Energy Policy Act of 1992.

The Administration proposed legislation to collect fees from for-
eign utilities similar to the decontamination and decommissioning
fund assessment that is being collected from domestic utilities. This
proposed language has not been included by the Committee.

GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH ACTIVITIES

APPropriation, 1995 ..ot $984,031,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 1,017,530,000
Recommended, 1996 .........cccccoiiiiriiiienieene e 991,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 ... +6,969,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiieiiieeeieee e — 26,530,000

The General Science and Research Activities programs are con-
cerned with understanding the nature of matter and energy and
the fundamental forces and particles of nature. The knowledge ac-
quired in this basic research is an essential part of the intellectual
foundation of other scientific disciplines and technical permits.
Deeper understanding correspondingly contributes to all of the sci-
entific disciplines and to our Nation’s technological base. The Gen-
eral Science and Research Activities programs are organized into
two interrelated scientific programs, high energy physics and nu-
clear physics. While these programs are not directly associated
with energy technology in the near- or mid-term, they support
basic research whose aim is to provide new knowledge which Is ex-
pected to have long-term scientific and technological impacts on en-
ergy development and utilization and on other aspects of our soci-
ety.

The Committee’'s funding recommendation for General Science
and Research Activities reflects the continued role of the federal
government in fundamental scientific research where research is
not market-driven and is difficult for the private sector to conduct.
The Committee strongly supports the budget request for the Sci-
entific Facilities Utilization Initiative to enhance and increase the
use of fundamental science and user facilities, but due to severe
funding constraints, has found it necessary to reduce the overall
budget request. It is the Committee’s hope that Congressional ac-
tions such as merging operating and capital funding along with a
lessening of departmental internal regulations and oversight re-
views will compensate in part for this reduction.

As described in the introductory section of this report, operating
and capital funding requests have been merged to permit more ef-
fective operation of the research facilities and laboratories. The
Committee recommendation reflects redistribution of the capital
equipment, general plant projects, and accelerator improvements
projects funding to the appropriate program accounts.

Due to budget constraints, the Committee recommendation for
high energy physics is $677,000,000, a reduction of $8,552,000 from
the budget request of $685,552,000. The recommendation for nu-
clear energy physics is $304,500,000, a reduction of $16,578,000
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from the budget request of $321,078,000. Funding for program di-
rection has been reduced to $9,500,000 from the request of
$10,900,000.

Departmental changes in internal regulations and a reduction in
the level of oversight and compliance audits should permit labora-
tories and facilities to reduce the number of personnel and re-
sources needed to respond to requests from external oversight orga-
nizations. The Committee expects a good faith effort on the part of
facility managers in doing their share to reduce administrative
overhead and unnecessary costs as funding for the program activi-
ties will continue to be constrained.

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Details of the Committee’'s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

NuUcLEAR WASTE DisPosAL FUND

APPropriation, 1995 ...t $392,800,000
Budget EStIMate, 1996 .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiie ettt eenbee et
Recommended, 1996 ..........cccccoevvrirennnn. 226,600,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1995 ..... —166,200,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 +226,600,000

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1992 and the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act Amendments of 1987 authorize a waste management
system for the disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radio-
active waste from commercial and atomic energy defense activities.
These laws establish the Nuclear Waste Disposal Fund to finance
disposal activities through the collection of fees from the owners
and generators of nuclear waste. The Committee recommends
$226,600,000 to be derived from the Fund in fiscal year 1996. Com-
bined with the appropriation to the Defense Nuclear Waste Dis-
posal account, a total of $425,000,000 will be available for program
activities in fiscal year 1996.

The Committee notes with disappointment and frustration that
the President’s request is wholly inadequate to support the waste
disposal program developed by the Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management. The Committee further notes that the Admin-
istration’s assumption that Congress would immediately enact leg-
islation providing for a mandatory Nuclear Waste Fund appropria-
tion, financed by receipts from the sale of the federal government’s
uranium enrichment enterprise, was fundamentally unrealistic.

The Committee is convinced that if the Administration were seri-
ous about solving our Nation’s spent fuel problem, and if it were
committed to the civilian waste disposal program of the Depart-
ment of Energy, then it would have requested sufficient discre-
tionary budgetary authority to pursue that program. This should
not have been difficult, given the budget’s inattention to the imper-
ative of deficit reduction.

The Department, however, has apparently determined that the
problem of nuclear waste disposal is of insufficient consequence to
successfully compete for funding with other discretionary programs
within the Department’s jurisdiction. The Committee, on the other
hand, recognizes the urgency of the problem and has discharged its
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responsibility to prioritize among competing programs. Unlike the
Department, the Committee has been willing to make the difficult
choices necessary to preserve the civilian radioactive waste pro-
gram.

The Committee, constrained to spend less to achieve a balanced
budget, acknowledges that the funding provided for the waste pro-
gram is insufficient to aggressively pursue site characterization ac-
tivities at Yucca Mountain. Moreover, the Committee recognizes
that it will be unable to provide resources to match the project’s
ambitious funding profile for the coming years. Consequently, the
Department is directed to downgrade, suspend or terminate its ac-
tivities at Yucca Mountain. The Department is further directed to
concentrate available resources on the development and implemen-
tation of a national interim storage program. The Department
should anticipate enactment of expanded authority to accept waste
for interim storage and should refocus the civilian radioactive
waste program accordingly. Funds provided herein are available to
pursue those activities currently authorized by law (or authorized
by Congress during the present session) that are consistent with a
national interim storage program.

Consistent with the program redirection compelled by this appro-
priation, and pending the enactment of new authorizing legislation
respecting the civilian radioactive waste program, no funds are in-
cluded for the State of Nevada or units of local government affected
by activities associated with the characterization of a permanent
repository site. Subject to authorization, however, funds made
available by this appropriation may be used by the Department to
provide grants to units of state and local government affected by
site characterization or interim storage activities. The use of such
funds would be restricted to purposes authorized by law and sub-
ject to the conditions enumerated in prior Energy and Water Devel-
opment Appropriations Acts.

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

The Atomic Energy Defense Activities programs of the Depart-
ment of Energy are divided into four separate appropriation ac-
counts: Weapons Activities; Defense Environmental Restoration
and Waste Management; Other Defense Programs; and Defense
Nuclear Waste Disposal. Descriptions of each of these accounts are
provided below.

WEAPONS ACTIVITIES

APPropriation, 1995 ... $3,229,069,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........ccoocviiriiiienienienie et 3,540,175,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 3,273,014,000
Comparison:
ApPPropriation, 1995 ..o +43,945,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiere e —267,161,000

This program supports the Nation’s national security mission of
nuclear deterrence by preserving nuclear weapons technology and
competence in the laboratories and maintaining the reliability and
safety of the weapons in the enduring nuclear stockpile. The Unit-
ed States continues to retain strategic nuclear forces sufficient to
deter future hostile countries from seeking a nuclear advantage. In
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the past, confidence in the nuclear weapons stockpile was assured
through a combination of underground nuclear testing and labora-
tory testing. Since October 1992, the U.S. has maintained a mora-
torium on underground nuclear testing and has explored other
means to assure confidence in the safety, reliability and perform-
ance of nuclear weapons.

The Department’s nuclear weapons program has two complemen-
tary elements—stockpile stewardship and stockpile management.
Without the option of underground tests and with no new design
or production requirements planned in the foreseeable future, con-
fidence in safety and performance must be based on confidence in
the engineering skills and scientific judgments exercised at the na-
tional laboratories and production facilities.

The Committee’s recommendation for Weapons Activities is
$3,273,014,000 which is an increase of $43,945,000 over the fiscal
year 1995 appropriation, and a decrease of $267,161,000 from the
budget request of $3,540,175,000. Details of the recommended
funding levels follow.

STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP

The Committee recommendation for stockpile stewardship re-
flects the merger of operating, capital equipment and general plant
project funding to provide increased program flexibility as de-
scribed in the introductory section of Title 11 of this report.

Core Stockpile Stewardship.—The Committee recommendation
provides an additional $10,000,000 for operation of the Los Alamos
Neutron Scattering Facility, for total funding of $35,000,000. Fund-
ing has not been included for Project 96-D-105, the contained firing
facility addition at the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory.

Inertial Confinement Fusion.—The Committee is pleased to rec-
ognize the achievements of the Naval Research Laboratory which
has recently completed the Nike laser, and the University of Roch-
ester which has completed the OMEGA laser. The Committee has
consistently supported these facilities and expects both to contrib-
ute to the research and technology development efforts in the iner-
tial confinement fusion program.

Funding for construction of the National Ignition Facility has
been deferred without prejudice by the Committee. The Committee
supports a strong stockpile stewardship program in the absence of
underground nuclear testing, but is concerned that it will be dif-
ficult to assure funds are available in the future to support this
project as well as other critical needs in the weapons program.

While not agreeing to the start of capital construction, the Com-
mittee has provided $33,600,000, an increase of $10,000,000 over
the budget request, to continue preliminary design activities associ-
ated with the National Ignition Facility. This will permit the De-
partment to move beyond the conceptual stage of the facility design
and begin some construction design of the conventional facilities
and the laser and target special equipment.

Technology Transfer and Education.—The Committee rec-
ommendation provides $25,000,000, a reduction of $224,405,000
from the budget request of $249,405,000 for technology transfer
and education programs. Technology transfer and education activi-
ties should be funded only to the extent that they directly support
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weapons program activities and can compete for direct program
funding.

Marshall Islands.—Funding of $6,800,000 is provided for the
Marshall Islands, the same as the budget request.

STOCKPILE MANAGEMENT

The Committee recommendation for stockpile management re-
flects the merger of operating, capital equipment, and general plant
project funding.

The Committee is concerned with the Department’s lack of initia-
tive in appointing a permanent replacement to head the Nevada
Operations Office in Las Vegas, Nevada, and urges the Department
to appoint a qualified replacement as soon as possible.

Funding of $50,000,000 as requested in the budget is provided to
initiate a project to provide a new tritium source. The Committee
expects the Department to conduct a fair and impartial assessment
of all possible alternatives for providing tritium including various
types of reactors and the accelerator concept. The Committee is
concerned that not all possible options have been given reasonable
consideration. Establishing an assured supply of tritium for na-
tional security needs is the critical objective of this program. The
Committee expects the Department to assure that consideration of
additional missions for the new tritium source will not in any way
jeopardize the schedule for providing tritium in the necessary time-
frame.

The Committee has included the total cost of $12,200,000 for
Project-D-126, tritium loading line modifications at the Savannah
River Site in South Carolina. This project, which was identified
after the budget was submitted to Congress, will provide the capa-
bility to load a new tritium reservoir for existing weapons systems.
No funding has been provided for Project-D-125, Washington meas-
urement operations facility at Andrews Air Force Base in Mary-
land.

PROGRAM DIRECTION

Program direction funding has been reduced to $118,000,000 to
reflect the transfer of $20,085,000 for emergency management ac-
tivities to the Other Defense Activities appropriation account.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The Department’'s budget request includes a reduction of
$25,000,000 to reflect savings from streamlining contractor oper-
ations. The Committee directs that these savings be achieved
through the following actions: reducing the number of federal em-
ployees at headquarters and the field offices in areas such as envi-
ronment, safety and health, and safeguards and security, where
there is already a separate headquarters organization providing
overall Departmental guidance to contractors; reducing the number
of support service contracts; reducing the number of employees at
field, site and area offices funded in the weapons activity account;
and reducing laboratory employment which has grown
exponentially to accommodate the requirements of internal Depart-
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mental orders and regulations and subsequent increased oversight
and compliance reviews.

The Committee recommends the use of $86,344,000 in unobli-
gated balances as identified in the budget request.

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARIES

Details of the Committee’'s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT

$4,892,691,000
6,008,002,000
5,265,478,000

Appropriation, 1995 .....
Budget Estimate, 1996
Recommended, 1996 ....

Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... +372,787,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiiieiiiee e —742,524,000

The Department's environmental management program is re-
sponsible for identifying and reducing risks and managing waste at
sites where the Department carried out nuclear energy or weapons
research and production activities which resulted in radioactive,
hazardous, and mixed waste contamination. The number of sites
and facilities continues to grow as the Department shifts its focus
from production efforts to environmental management activities.
Environmental management is budgeted under three appropriation
accounts: Defense Environmental Restoration and Waste Manage-
ment; Energy Supply, Research and Development; and the Ura-
nium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund.

The Defense Environmental Restoration and Waste Management
account includes waste management functions, environmental res-
toration activities, technology development efforts, nuclear mate-
rials and facilities stabilization functions, and a variety of cross-
cutting and program support initiatives. The recommended funding
for Defense Environmental Restoration and Waste Management is
$5,265,478,000, a reduction of $742,524,000 from the budget re-
quest of $6,008,002,000, and $372,787,000 over fiscal year 1995.
The Committee has sought to the extent possible to protect funding
necessary to meet the cleanup milestones established in compliance
agreements with other federal agencies, states and local agencies
by directing cuts against support service contracts, excessive head-
quarters and field oversight, large uncosted balances, and by reduc-
ing the number of new construction project starts proposed for fis-
cal year 1996. Funding reductions are consistent with the rec-
ommendations of the House National Security Committee.

Fiscal year 1996 is the first year of what can be expected to be
severely constrained annual funding. To provide additional flexibil-
ity in managing program reductions, the Committee has merged
funding for operating, capital equipment, and general plant
projects, and has consolidated several new construction projects.

As noted in the introduction to Title 111 of this report, the Com-
mittee is directing a reduction in the number of support service
contracts at the Department. Extensive use of support service con-
tracts by the environmental management program can no longer be
justified. Current estimates indicate there are 1,200 support serv-
ice contractor employees, far exceeding the 800 federal employees
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in the program at headquarters. In essence, there are over 2,000
employees in environmental management at headquarters alone.
Estimates of support service contract employees in the field also re-
flect increased reliance on contractual services for activities which
have traditionally been performed by federal employees.

The Galvin Task Force had many recommendations for reducing
costs and increasing program effectiveness. Reducing the number of
support service contracts, eliminating duplicative and overlapping
organizational arrangements, and reducing employees performing
functions such as safeguards and security, and environment, safety
and health, which have separate headquarters organizations to
provide guidance to contractors, should go a long way toward in-
creasing productivity in the environmental management program.

An additional concern of the Committee is the excessive funding
being allocated for site advisory groups and other state and local
advisory groups to perform oversight activities. A recent
reprogramming request to provide over $4,000,000 for advisory and
planning groups at Hanford in fiscal year 1995 was rejected by the
Committee which expects these costs to be held to a minimum.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION

No funding reductions have been identified for this program, but
the Committee expects the program in fiscal year 1996 to reduce
by at least fifty percent the funds spent in fiscal year 1995 for sup-
port service contracts at headquarters and in the field, reduce the
number of federal employees performing oversight reviews at mul-
tiple levels, and implement recommendations of the Galvin Task
Force to reduce costs and work more effectively. These savings are
to be used to accelerate cleanup activities.

The Committee is aware that options for accelerating the cleanup
schedule of the Fernald site in Ohio are under review by the De-
partment. If adopted, most remedial activities could be accom-
plished in seven years rather than the current proposal of nearly
20 years, and total costs could be reduced by more than $2 billion.
Achieving this schedule and reducing costs assumes the use of
standard, commercial nuclear practices, and the waiver of certain
Departmental orders and other requirements. The Committee sup-
ports this proposal to reduce costs and accelerate cleanup activities
and expects the Department to make every effort to increase fund-
ing for this project.

WASTE MANAGEMENT

The waste management program seeks to protect the public and
workers by seeking to minimize, treat, store and dispose of radio-
active and hazardous waste. The Committee recommendation of
$2,351,596,000 is a reduction of $150,000,000 from the budget re-
guest of $2,501,596,000. This reduction should be taken to the ex-
tent possible against support service contracts and duplicative
headquarters oversight functions.

In addition to merging operating, capital, and general plant
project funding to provide additional program flexibility, the Com-
mittee recommendation consolidates five separate construction
project requests into two consolidated projects, Project 96-D-407,
mixed waste low-level waste treatment projects at the Rocky Flats
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site, and Project 96-D-408, waste management upgrades at var-
ious locations.

Startup of the Defense Waste Processing Facility (DWPF), which
will vitrify the high-level waste at the Savannah River Site in
South Carolina, is scheduled for December 1995. The Committee is
concerned that the Department and the site contractor are using
the possibility of any funding reduction to slip this schedule. Suc-
cessful startup and operation of this facility on schedule is abso-
lutely critical to the credibility of the Department’s waste manage-
ment program. The Committee expects the Department to maintain
the current schedule for startup and operation of the DWPF, if nec-
essary, by reducing lower priority activities at the site.

TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommendation for technology development is
$380,510,000, a reduction of $10,000,000 from the budget request
of $390,510,000. The funding reduction is to be applied to support
service contracts in this program.

TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT

Transportation management is reduced by $6,000,000 from the
budget request of $16,158,000. This program should be critically re-
viewed by the Department to ensure that only the highest priority
activities are funded.

NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND FACILITIES STABILIZATION

The Committee recommendation is $1,502,802,000, a reduction of
$93,226,000 from the budget request of $1,596,028,000. Funding re-
ductions are primarily directed toward program support and pro-
gram integration activities at headquarters and the field offices.
Program support and program integration funding includes support
service contracts to provide technical support and contract exper-
tise to assist the federal staff with its line management and over-
sight functions. Additionally, none of these funds should be used
for economic development activities.

The remaining reductions are proposed in the area of new con-
struction projects in fiscal year 1996. The Committee is concerned
with the proposal to initiate several new construction projects at
Departmental sites and facilities which will be undergoing consid-
erable scrutiny and review of activities over the next year. Several
projects begun last year are being reevaluated in view of current
Departmental contract reform initiatives and privatization efforts.
Rather than start new projects and risk wasting money on prelimi-
nary efforts only to be stopped later, the Committee has deferred
funding for these new projects without prejudice.

Surveillance and maintenance costs for surplus activities are ex-
pensive and labor intensive. The Department should review the
possibility of reducing costs without compromising safety by defin-
ing the minimum safety requirements that need to be met at sur-
plus facilities, and by developing a requirement-based estimate of
surveillance and maintenance costs.
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COMPLIANCE AND PROGRAM COORDINATION

The Committee recommendation of $31,251,000 is a reduction of
$50,000,000 from the budget request of $81,251,000. As outlined by
the Galvin Task Force, the Department is mired in layers of man-
agement and oversight which hinder efficient program operations.
Many functions proposed in this program area should be performed
by the line program managers in the environmental management
organization or by separate headquarters organizations such as en-
vironment, safety and health. In a time of severely constrained re-
sources, use of existing resources for direct cleanup activities must
have first priority.

ANALYSIS, EDUCATION AND RISK MANAGEMENT

The Committee recommendation for analysis, education, and risk
management is $77,022,000, a reduction of $80,000,000 from the
budget request of $157,022,000. Funding in this account provides
for federal salaries, support service contracts, education and train-
ing, risk management assessments, and public accountability and
outreach activities. The Department proposes to increase public ac-
countability efforts from less than $4,000,000 in fiscal year 1995 to
more than $32,000,000. The Committee does not agree to this in-
crease. The remaining savings are to be gained by reducing support
service contracts and better utilization of federal employees.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The Committee recommendation includes the use of $630,240,000
of prior year balances, an increase of $353,298,000 to the budget
request of $276,942,000, and the use of $37,000,000 from the Sa-
vannah River pension fund.

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARIES

Details of the Committee’s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

APPropriation, 1995 ... $1,849,657,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 1,432,159,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 1,323,841,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —525,816,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccccooiiiiiieiiiiiienc e —108,318,000

This account includes the following programs: Verification and
Control Technology, Nuclear Safeguards and Security, Security In-
vestigations, Security Evaluations, the Office of Nuclear Safety,
Worker and Community Transition Assistance, Fissile Materials
Control and Disposition, Emergency Management and Naval Reac-
tors. In prior years this account funded the Materials Support pro-
gram conducted at the Savannah River Site in South Carolina.
This program has been transferred to the Defense Environmental
Restoration and Waste Management appropriation in fiscal year
1996. Descriptions of each of the remaining accounts are provided
below.
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VERIFICATION AND CONTROL TECHNOLOGY

The Verification and Control Technology program includes activi-
ties related to Nonproliferation and Verification Research and De-
velopment, Arms Control, and Intelligence. The Department is en-
gaged in an active nuclear nonproliferation program through re-
search and development activities performed at the national lab-
oratories, by providing technical and analytical support to treaty
development and implementation, and by providing intelligence
support to these efforts. The budget request for Verification and
Control Technology was $430,842,000, an increase of $82,287,000
over the fiscal year 1995 appropriation of $348,555,000. The Com-
mittee recommendation of $353,200,000 does not support the tre-
mendous growth requested in this program activity.

Research and Development.—The objective of the Research and
Development program is to conduct applied research, development
tests, and evaluations of systems and technologies in support of
nonproliferation and treaty verification requirements. Due to budg-
et constraints, the Committee recommendation for this program is
$163,500,000, a reduction of $62,642,000 from the budget request
of $226,142,000.

Arms Control.—The Arms Control program supports the develop-
ment and implementation of U.S. and international policies aimed
at preventing the spread of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
mass destruction. It also promotes effective international safe-
guards and physical protection of nuclear materials and control of
the export of nuclear related equipment, technologies, and mate-
rials. The Committee recommendation of $147,364,000 for Arms
Control activities is $15,000,000 less than the budget request of
$162,364,000. Funding has not been included for either the Indus-
trial Partnering Program or additional treatment of North Korean
spent fuel.

Intelligence.—The Office of Intelligence provides information and
technical analyses on international arms proliferation, foreign nu-
clear programs, and other energy related matters to policy makers
in the Department and other U.S. Government agencies. The focus
of the Department’s intelligence analysis and reporting is on
emerging proliferant nations, nuclear technology transfers, foreign
nuclear materials production, and proliferation implications of the
breakup of the Former Soviet Union. The Committee recommends
the budget request of $42,336,000.

NUCLEAR SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

This program includes activities to assure adequate protection of
nuclear weapons, nuclear materials, facilities, and classified infor-
mation against theft, sabotage, espionage, and terrorist activities.
As Departmental sites and facilities are decommissioned, safe-
guards and security costs would be expected to decrease Depart-
ment-wide, but this does not seem to be the case. The Committee
urges the Department to review these costs and make necessary
adjustments since it does not seem reasonable that projected fiscal
year 1996 security costs would increase over the previous year.

The Committee’s recommendation for this activity is $83,395,000,
a reduction of $6,121,000 from the budget request of $89,516,000.
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Current program activities should be reviewed and prioritized
within available funding.

SECURITY INVESTIGATIONS

This program includes those activities necessary for granting ap-
propriate security clearances to agency and Government contractor
personnel who must in the performance of their work have access
to restricted data, national security information, or special nuclear
material, or who occupy a designated critical sensitive position.

This program continues to maintain huge uncosted balances each
year. As a result, the Committee recommendation is $20,000,000,
a reduction of $13,247,000 from the budget request of $33,247,000.

SECURITY EVALUATIONS

The Security Evaluations program provides oversight of the effec-
tiveness of the Department of Energy’s safeguards and security
policies and programs by conducting inspections and assessments
of these policies and programs, and reviewing their implementation
in the field. The program also includes funds for the Radioactive
Materials Packaging Certification program which certifies that ra-
dioactive material packages are in compliance with Federal safety
regulations. The Committee recommendation is $14,707,000, the
same as the budget request.

OFFICE OF NUCLEAR SAFETY

The Office of Nuclear Safety provides safety oversight of DOE
nuclear operations to ensure that the Department and its contrac-
tors provide the workers and the public the highest level of protec-
tion reasonably achievable from radiological hazards.

Many groups have noted the extensive duplication of oversight of
the Department's nuclear facilities. The Committee is concerned
about the multiple oversight efforts and notes that the Department
has committed to reduce this duplication of reviews. The compli-
ance and oversight review process is currently being modified by
the Office of Environment, Safety and Health, and this should re-
sult in reduced costs and personnel resources devoted to this effort.

The Committee has recommended $15,050,000, a reduction from
the budget request of $24,679,000. While this may appear to be a
significant reduction, the recommendation includes the full budget
request of $11,044,000 for program direction costs to support the
current staffing levels. The recommendation does significantly re-
duce funding for support services contracts to perform compliance
reviews which should be conducted by federal employees.

WORKER AND COMMUNITY TRANSITION ASSISTANCE

In accordance with Section 3161 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act of 1993 and as a result of a change in the work force
at defense nuclear facilities, defense employees of the Department
may be provided various options to minimize impacts of these work
force structure changes. These options include retraining, early re-
tirement incentives, preference in hiring, outplacement assistance,
and relocation assistance. In addition, this program funds contrac-
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tor employment reduction requirements for severance and separa-
tion payments.

The Committee continues to support the Department’s efforts to
transition the Pinellas Plant in Florida from a nuclear weapons
production facility to a commercial production facility. Ownership
of the Pinellas Plant has been transferred to the Pinellas County
Board of County Commissioners which is in the process of finding
commercial tenants to use the technologies and capabilities of the
plant and personnel. The Committee urges the Department to as-
sist the Technology Deployment Center which is successfully iden-
tifying the technologies and capabilities available at the Pinellas
Plant which have the greatest chances for success in the commer-
cial market.

Due to budget constraints, the Committee recommendation is
$75,000,000, a reduction of $25,000,000 from the budget request of
$100,000,000. The Committee will be reviewing the costs of em-
ployee buyout proposals to ensure that they do not exceed accept-
able standards. The Committee is concerned at the excessive costs
of some previous buyout packages agreed to by the Department.

FISSILE MATERIALS CONTROL AND DISPOSITION

The Fissile Materials Control and Disposition program is respon-
sible for the technical and management activities to assess, plan
and direct efforts to provide for the safe, secure, environmentally
sound long-term storage of all weapons-usable fissile materials and
the disposition of fissile materials declared surplus to national de-
fense needs. The Committee recommendation is $70,000,000, the
same as the budget request.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

In an effort to streamline the Department of Energy’s emergency-
related organizations and eliminate redundancy, the Committee
has proposed to consolidate funding for Emergency Management
which has previously been included in the Weapons Activities pro-
gram direction account and funding for the Department’s separate
Emergency Preparedness account which has been funded in the De-
partment of the Interior and Other Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act in previous years. The fiscal year 1996 budget request for
Emergency Management is $20,056,000, and $8,219,000 for Emer-
gency Preparedness. The Committee has combined these two pro-
grams and provided a total of $23,321,000 for fiscal year 1996. This
reduction in funding from the budget request will require consoli-
dation of staff functions and should lead to efficiencies in centraliz-
ing the Department’'s emergency planning and oversight.

NAVAL REACTORS

The Naval Reactors program provides for the design, develop-
ment, testing, and evaluation of improved naval nuclear propulsion
plants and reactor cores having long fuel life, high reliability, im-
proved performances, and simplified operating and maintenance re-
quirements. The nuclear propulsion plants and cores cover a wide
range of configurations and power ratings suitable for installation
in naval combatants varying in size from small submarines to large
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surface ships. The Committee recommendation is $682,168,000, the
same as the budget request.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The Committee recommendation includes the use of $13,000,000
in prior year balances as proposed in the budget request.

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARIES

Details of the Committee’s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccviiieiiiieiere e $129,430,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ......cccccoovveeiiiie e eiee e seee e 198,400,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccoooiiiiiiiiieeeeeciieeee et 198,400,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ..o +68,970,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 .........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiie e e

Since passage of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, as
amended, the Nuclear Waste Fund has incurred costs for activities
related to disposal of high-level waste generated from the atomic
energy defense activities of the Department of Energy. At the end
of fiscal year 1994, the balance owed by the federal government to
the Nuclear Waste Fund was $664,000,000 (including principal and
interest). The Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal appropriation was
established to ensure payment of the federal government's con-
tribution to the Nuclear Waste Fund. Through fiscal year 1995, a
total of $361,930,000 has been paid into the Nuclear Waste Fund
for atomic energy defense activities.

The Committee recommends the fiscal year 1996 budget request
of $198,400,000.

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiiiiiiieiere e $407,312,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 439,444,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cooooiiiiiiiiiie et 362,250,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ... —45,062,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiieeiiee e — 77,194,000

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccciiiieiiiieieri e —$161,490,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccocviiiiiiieiiiieeieie e —122,306,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cooooiiiiiiiiiiiee et —122,306,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ... +39,184,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 .......cccviiiiiiiiiiiie e eiiie e stie et e et srees aaneeeenreeeanaee e

The funding recommended for Departmental Administration pro-
vides for general management and program support functions ben-
efiting all elements of the Department of Energy. The account
funds a wide array of activities not directly associated with pro-
gram execution such as: salaries, travel and other costs associated
with the management and support of the Department; development
and analysis of energy policy proposals, legislation, and evaluation
of programs; coordination of policies and programs for communicat-
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ing with the news media and the general public; support for train-
ing and education programs; development of international energy
policy and international cooperation in energy matters; perform-
ance of work for non-federal entities; and revenues from the sale
of products and services and their related costs.

Due to severe budget constraints and the proposed downsizing of
the Department of Energy, the Committee recommendation for ad-
ministrative activities is $362,250,000, a decrease of $77,194,000
from the budget request of $439,444,000. Program activities in
most areas of the Department are being reduced which should re-
sult in decreasing needs for administrative and support activities.

The recommendation for the cost of work for others program is
$22,826,000, the same as the budget request. This reflects the lat-
est estimate of work to be performed for non-federal entities in fis-
cal year 1996. The Committee recognizes that funds received from
reimbursable activities may be used to fund general purpose cap-
ital equipment which is used in support of those activities.

REVENUES

The revenue estimate for fiscal year 1996 is $122,306,000, the
same as the budget request, but a reduction of $39,184,000 from
the revenues estimated for fiscal year 1995.

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Details of the Committee’'s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

APPropriation, 1995 ...t $26,465,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 30,998,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccociiiiiiiiiiii 26,000,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot — 465,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ...........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiienic e —4,998,000

The Office of Inspector General provides agencywide audit, in-
spection, and investigative functions to identify and correct man-
agement and administrative deficiencies which 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 inspection function provides inde-
pendent inspections and analyses of the effectiveness, efficiency,
and economy of programs and operations. The investigative func-
tion provides for the detection and investigation of improper and il-
legal activities involving programs, personnel, and operations.

Due to severe budget constraints and the proposed downsizing of
the Department of Energy, the Committee recommendation is
$26,000,000, a reduction of $4,998,000 from the budget request of
$30,998,000.

PowER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS

Public Law 95-91 transferred to the Department of Energy the
power marketing functions under section 5 of the Flood Control Act
of 1944 and all other functions of the Department of the Interior
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with respect to the Alaska Power Administration, Bonneville Power
Administration, Southeastern Power Administration, Southwestern
Power Administration, and the power marketing functions of the
Bureau of Reclamation, now included in the Western Area Power
Administration.

All power marketing administrations except Bonneville are fund-
ed annually with appropriations, and related receipts are deposited
in the Treasury. Bonneville operations are self-financed under au-
thority of Public Law 93-454, the Federal Columbia River Trans-
mission System Act of 1974, which authorizes Bonneville to use its
revenues to finance operating costs, maintenance and capital con-
struction, and sell bonds to the Treasury if necessary to finance
any remaining capital program requirements.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ALASKA POWER ADMINISTRATION

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccceiiiiiiiiieieie e et $6,494,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 4,260,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiieiiiiiiiie e 4,260,000
Comparison:

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccooiiieiiiiie e —2,234,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 ......cccccveeiiiiieiiiie et ste e stee e e e sees aaaeeeennaaeeanaeeeanes

The Alaska Power Administration is responsible for operation,
maintenance, and marketing of power for Alaska’'s two Federal hy-
droelectric projects. The operating projects are the 30 MW Eklutna
Project near Anchorage and the 78 MW Snettisham Project near
Juneau. Project facilities include dams, reservoirs, powerplants,
transmission systems, and necessary maintenance facilities.

The Administration’s fiscal year 1996 budget assumes that the
assets of the Alaska Power Administration will be sold; however,
the budget assumes that no asset transfers will occur before the
end of fiscal year 1996. The Committee recommendation is
$4,260,000, the same as the budget request.

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION FUND

The Bonneville Power Administration is the Federal electric
power marketing agency in the Pacific Northwest, a 300,000
square-mile service area that encompasses Oregon, Washington,
Idaho, Western Montana, and small portions of adjacent Western
States in the Columbia River drainage basin. Bonneville markets
hydroelectric power from 30 Corps of Engineers and Bureau of Rec-
lamation projects, as well as thermal energy from non-Federal gen-
erating facilities in the region. Bonneville also markets and ex-
changes surplus electric power interregionally over the Pacific
Northwest-Pacific Southwest Intertie with California, and in Can-
ada over interconnections with utilities in British Columbia.

Bonneville constructs, operates and maintains the Nation’s larg-
est high-voltage transmission system, consisting of 14,800 circuit-
miles of transmission line and 390 substations with an installed ca-
pacity of 22,279 MW.

Public Law 93-454, the Federal Columbia River Transmission
System Act of 1974, placed Bonneville on a self-financed basis.
With the passage in 1980 of Public Law 96-501, the Pacific North-
west Electric Power Planning and Conservation Act, Bonneville's
responsibilities were expanded to include meeting the net firm load
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growth of the region, investing in cost-effective, regionwide energy
conservation, and acquiring generating resources to meet these re-
quirements.

Borrowing authority.—A total of $3,750,000,000 has been made
available to Bonneville as permanent borrowing authority. Each
year the Committee reviews the budgeted amounts Bonneville
plans to use of this total and reports a recommendation on these
borrowing requirements. For fiscal year 1996, the Committee rec-
ommends an additional increment of $378,000,000 in new borrow-
ing authority, the same as the budget request, for transmission
system construction, system replacement, energy resources, fish
and wildlife, and capital equipment programs.

The Committee continues to support the concept of financing a
portion of capital investments from revenues and alternatives such
as the use of third-party financing to extend the availability of the
current total borrowing authority. The Committee commends Bon-
neville’s efforts to date to review current spending programs. With
the severe budget constraints expected to continue in the future,
appropriating additional funds to replenish Bonneville’s borrowing
authority will be very difficult.

Budget revisions and notification.—The Committee expects Bon-
neville to adhere to the borrowing authority estimates rec-
ommended by the Congress and promptly inform the Committee of
any exceptional circumstances which would necessitate the need for
Bonneville to obligate borrowing authority in excess of such
amounts.

Repayment.—During fiscal year 1996, Bonneville plans to pay
the Treasury $762,400,000, of which $200,800,000 is to repay prin-
cipal on the Federal investment in these facilities.

Limitation on direct loans.—Language was requested permitting
Bonneville to make direct loan obligations not to exceed
$29,000,000. The Committee has not included this provision and
recommends that no new direct loans be made in fiscal year 1996.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN POWER
ADMINISTRATION

ApPPropriation, 1995 ... e $22,431,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 19,843,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiieiiiiiiiiie e 19,843,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ..o —2,588,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiieiieeiee et eenbee e

The Southeastern Power Administration markets hydroelectric
power produced at Corps of Engineers projects in 10 southeastern
states. There are 23 projects now in operation with an installed ca-
pacity of 3,092 megawatts. Southeastern does not own or operate
any transmission facilities and carries out its marketing program
by utilizing the existing transmission systems of the power utilities
in the area. This is accomplished through “wheeling” arrangements
between Southeastern and each of the area utilities with trans-
mission lines connected to the projects. The utility agrees to deliver
specified amounts of federal power to customers of the Govern-
ment, and Southeastern agrees to compensate the utility for the
wheeling service performed.
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The Committee recommendation of $19,843,000 is the same as
the budget request. In addition to this appropriated amount,
$10,059,000 of prior year unobligated funds are available for use in
fiscal year 1996.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN POWER
ADMINISTRATION

APPropriation, 1995 ...t $21,316,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 .......ccccocuieeiiiie et 29,778,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ooooiiiiiiiiiee et 29,778,000
Comparison:

ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot +8,462,000

Budget EStimate, 1996 .......cccveiiiiiieiiiie et stee ettt nees aaneeeenreeesnaee e

The Southwestern Power Administration is the marketing agent
for the power generated at Corps of Engineers’ hydroelectric plants
in the six-state area of Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Missouri, Arkan-
sas, and Louisiana with a total installed capacity of 2,158
megawatts. It operates and maintains some 1,380 miles of trans-
mission lines, 24 generating projects, and 24 substations, and sells
its power at wholesale primarily to publicly and cooperatively
owned electric distribution utilities.

The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 1996 is
$29,778,000, the same as the budget request.

CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccciiiieiiiieene e $222,285,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiesie e 306,352,000
Recommended, 1996 .........cccccoiiiiiiiiniieiieiene e 257,652,000
Comparison:
AppPropriation, 1995 ..ot +35,367,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiiiniiiieree e —48,700,000

The Western Area Power Administration is responsible for mar-
keting electric power generated by the Bureau of Reclamation, the
Corps of Engineers, and the International Boundary and Water
Commission which operate hydropower generating plants in 15
central and western states encompassing a 1.3 million square-mile
geographic area. Western is also responsible for the operation and
maintenance of 16,727 miles of high-voltage transmission lines
with 257 substations. Western distributes power generated by 55
plants with a maximum operating capacity of 10,576 megawatts.

Western, through its power marketing program, must secure rev-
enues sufficient to meet the annual costs of operation and mainte-
nance of the generating and transmission facilities, purchased
power, wheeling and other expenses, in order to repay all of the
power investment with interest, and to repay that portion of the
Government’s irrigation and other nonpower investments which are
beyond the water users’ repayment capability. Under the Colorado
River Basin Power Marketing Fund, which encompasses the Colo-
rado River Basin, Fort Peck, and Colorado River Storage Facilities,
all operation and maintenance and power marketing expenses are
financed from revenues.
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Colorado River Dam fund.—The Committee recommends bill lan-
guage as requested by the Administration to implement the provi-
sions of the Hoover Power Plant Act of 1984.

RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommendation for Western for fiscal year 1996
is $257,652,000, a decrease of $48,700,000 from the budget request
of $306,352,000. This reduction is possible due to decreased pur-
chase power requirements and construction costs.

The amount to be derived from the Department of the Interior
Reclamation Fund is $245,151,000, a reduction of $48,700,000 from
the request of $293,851,000.

FALcoN AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

Creation of the Falcon and Amistad Operating and Maintenance
Fund was directed by the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fis-
cal Years 1994 and 1995. This legislation also directed that the
Fund be administered by the administrator of the Western Area
Power Administration for use by the Commissioner of the United
States Section of the International Boundary and Water Commis-
sion to defray operation, maintenance, and emergency costs for the
hydroelectric facilities at the Falcon and Amistad Dams in Texas.
Funds for these costs were previously included in the appropria-
tions of the Department of State.

The Committee recommendation is $1,000,000, the same as the
budget request.

RECOMMENDATION SUMMARIES

Details of the Committee’s recommendations are included in the
table at the end of this title.

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

ApPPropriation, 1995 ... e $166,173,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccocuieiiiiieiiiieeiiee e 136,567,000
Recommended, 1996 ..........coocoiiiiiiiiiiiii e 132,290,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot —33,883,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccceeiiiieiiiieeciiee e —4,277,000

SALARIES AND EXPENSES—REVENUES APPLIED

Appropriation, 1995 ..... —$166,173,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 —136,567,000
Recommended, 1996 .... —132,290,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot +33,883,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiieiieee e +4,277,000

The Committee provides $132,290,000 for the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission. Revenues are established at a rate equal
to the amount provided for program activities, resulting in a net
appropriation of zero.

The Committee notes that the workload of the Commission with
respect to the regulation of oil and natural gas is declining dra-
matically as those industries become more competitive. The Admin-
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istration’s request for the natural gas and oil pipelines program,
though reduced from fiscal year 1995, fails to match this decline in
responsibility. The Committee recommendation provides for a ten
percent reduction from fiscal year 1995 levels in staffing of the nat-
ural gas and oil pipelines program.
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* 387

00
— ~558
7,177 38,872

10, 000 7,334

1.410 204
-— -14

[} gug

. .

19,000 24,71
50 ‘950
pand -4t

AL, 000 41,838

$,888

8,000 »,740 46.000
20 %00 P 26,000
|’u —— ——
81.008 49297 43,297
,’ 100 — ——
- 37,300 18,000
e 13:208 HE-
5] J400 s
12,148 18,430 14,400
2,388 3,288 —
14,400 15,608 14,300
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OEPARTHENT OF ENEASY (1M THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

Current Your

Estinaten

Sudget Request

Commitiee
ML

Yoot m ares Landlerd. ... iiiianaaniranansnaras

onal ISISLINLIIES: 10
9-§-101 Test resater erse un and Life
muhfahry E......................
Subtetal, CBRULrUCRION. . oovvanrantraonrinnnan

Subtotsl, Test resster ares landlord............

Advanced test reaster uu-m-m-u-a... pasenss
ummny reaster fusl asatetence and support......

Total, Muclear onorgy RBD.........ccvucrumnreanren

Tormination e@ets. . ccoieiiierrinrrcnsscaccranrrnaras
GP-102 General plant prejects.........iccnvvnrnnn

35-1-107 Weditisationa te resaters, experimental
brosdor tor 1 sediwm Tonitd
Argomns W 19 mm.......f’f...
$3-£-200 Mogifiontions te

imeninl

per brosder resster 1mu
nejor mai Argonne H m or

West, !ﬂ....................................‘...‘.

Subtetal, Consteuatlon..ooiiierrnaiensinosrvnaes

Total, Terminetions COBL8.....cvvevuinvinacnsruass

tesscesaiets

Mut r-tntt.l.....................................

TOTAL, MUCLEAR EBNEMIY........ccevrerrverrecoraeres
CIVILIAK WASTE RESEARCH AND OEVELOPMENT

Spont fusl steregs BED........00verivarracrra
Progran S1reBtioN. .o ieniciaiiiiiianinncnacnnn

cacens

TOTAL, CIVILIAM WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT....
SHVIRONMENT, SAFETY AMD NEALTH
lwr-—nt uu Al NOBAER. . et hicrnsiniisaiannes
TOYAL, ENVIROMMENT, SAFETY AMD HEALTM..........e.s

ENERGY RESEARCH
Bto! and envireasental ressarch
a1 h-\“mlmtnmw...........
ecutnsuon
Wr=L-120 Qeneral plant projects........covvuinens

$4-8-337 Advensed Light scurce siructural
Stotegy suwppert fuoility, IM.........

$4-C-338 Structural bielegy cenler, ANL.........
$4-£=-330 tuman panome Lab, LAL.....ociviataiacns
H-E-100 !Mru-utt uluuw aclencee
1aberatery, P

1.900 1.570 2,000

70 ™ -—
1,780 1,000 1.900
2,800 2,636 1,900

4,000

3,800

2,500 2.302 2,303
— 1% 3,800
203,128 181,008 184,340
84,000 7,000 73,000
2,800 1,000 -—_—
1,500 1,700 1,700
2,800 —— —
.,500 1,700 1,700
70,500 81,700 74,700
19,800 28,388 24,058
—_ .78
—— o -8,000
283,218 392,847 285,896
3 san -—
110 10 —
703 ooy —

Bubtstel, ﬁulmuon.. ernsess

cesarersseras

Bistlagieat & iren. ressarch ALD....
BER program $1reetlen. .. ... i ihiiiiaiiieranninsen

128.740 148,878 116,833

17,180 17,100 13,500

143,920 188,750 128,433
208,622 n7,018 320,080
3,500 4,480 -
5700 1,800 1,800
s,700 ey .95
15,800 5,700 $.700
43,000 80,000 43,003
70,700 87,048 52,808
437,332 434,084 371,648
7,400 7. 500 7,000

446,832

431 484

378,848

Yetal, Sislapleatl ond roaserohiaose
Fuaisn s easeeeuitersiensatrrsassautretbbtnarars
1 plant prejects, ver. 1 s

PE-E-310 Blios ProJect....coiirereancarviancianes

M~£~300 Tohamak 108 sxparimeat, Princetsa
slases physics O, . enreanranunascnnancnnns

370.583

1t 048
§,000
3,200

48,900

220,164

Subtotel, Comstruetion.......cccovevrenriaracnnne

4,100

Total, FUSION SMOFRY..covocriinerranrstsarsnssanns
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DEPARTEENT OF ENERQY [IN THOUGAMDS OF DURLARE)

Cursont Year Comnitioe
atimates Sudget Nequest [ 1538
2 342,202 208,400
3 li’ !ﬂ.:‘u 194,400
¥ b i
1t.008 jon 11,300
28,087 m, 39,200
2,900 10,000 4,500
«1,8537 35,973 -—
4,500 8,214 ——
=308 Accelerater and resctor lwprove-
osents shd modifieations, varteus tesations........ bl 12.482 10,478
35-£-3C8 Accalsrater improvement projects......... 7. —— ———
99~-R-403 8~7 Go¥V ayn. raslatien seurce, AML....... .38 3.108 3,188
P24 Conbustion resvarsh fosiliiy,
Bubtotal, Construstion........0ovvruvciinncacann 70.37¢% 34,383 15,888
Total, B00ic SNUrgY SBLONORS.. 1 cvearcasssrssntsee 47, 108 ML, & 703,084
Other anergy Fesearoh
Advenood MOULION BOUPO. . tericartirrerirarrrnarraas 24 .000 - -
3.531 2.483 3.483
57.813 L 178 oo
- 480 S, 140 4,200
2.200 2.200 2,200
8,382 6,382 -
ﬂP!’-I)l ﬁnl\crﬂ. alent projects..... PR “eas 8,740 §,740 R
¥6-£-301 Central hnuny Lant
rehabilitation, ohase I (ML} ................ 1,307 2,800 2.300
95-E-301 Appilied science ceater, phass }
R S &00 3.270 T 3,170
$5-£~303 Eleutrical safety rehab (PNL}........ 20 1,300 1,500
”-I-llﬂ Mt Wﬂuw
l.tlonm\:gm O DOR O ves e 409 2.740 1,340
il-!—lll fusl lior .ni transter
facility upgrade (L) .. ..0ccaviiivninrorvanas 2.47% 40 440
~ 84-2-383 Roofing impravasents {OANL).......... 3,000 3,008 2.0
83-2-313 £lontrical system ade
PRase BT (ARL)esen ot rrsrnssteneneersrrsssas 2,001 — -
n-i-' {d able water aystes rede
: &; NPT ntbs SN €883 e -
om-sn £ast canyen slectrical safet
PPosact (LBLY. onr e Y e 1,000 - —
$3-€-374 Sutety complisaces modifications
328 tuitaing ‘&l..................‘......... 3,800 — ——
Subtotal, Construttion....ccciirirrrranenran 23,872 1,318 12,498
Sudtotel, Multiprogram gen. purpose faciiities 20,954 27.830 12,488
{ng:ﬂ_ut safoty 2ad ROa D, .. oot iiiiiiiirrene 9,807 8,887 8,858
¢! on
:;l-l}o .ulutl\.“:kntrtcnl 'mtco upgrade
.0 Leborat
Araanne, TLELAGLS s rerereerrarer ey areeaaeees - 1,200 —
98-£-331 Sanitury sewer restoration, Phase 1,
Lewrence Berkeley Leborutory, Berkelsy, CA.... —-— 2,400 -
98-£-337 Building 801, ranovations Brookhsven
National Laboratory, Upton, New Yor&......c... -_—_ 00 —
W8-E-333 Multipropram enes \lbou!on
upgnln. varitus locstisne. m ..... cemerraanstn —— —— 4,400
9B-E-307 Firs Safely imp. IEL {(ANL).....\voees s 1.000 1,000
98-£-308 Sanitary aystem mods. Il {8NL)....... 80 1,840 $.540
98-£=309 Less prevantion upgrades {BNLY....... 900 2,480 2,480
93~£-315 Moot replecemsnt, phese I (BNL}...... 100 -——- -—
93-£-317 Lite satety code complisnce (PHL).... sos —~— —
T 93-E-330 Fire and sataly improvements,
phase 11 (ANL ........Y....,....‘.........,.. 1,800 2,484 2.48%
3-8~323 Fire end safat; 1 rade
bt 111 ot b dtbentin s boo N RINR 2.008 a3 t.1a
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DERAKTMENT OF SNERGY (1) TMOURANDS OF DOLLARS)

Current Year Commitioe
Sstimates Buigst Nequest $itt
Hazardous 1 .
hete I ALY .. seinrsnrcnacisscisassavoccanen 3.063 1,208 1,308
Subtetal, Comstruotion.....corviiniiinnances 7.8% 14,248 14,248
Jubtotal, Eavironment, safety and health...... 14,348 2,8 »,98
Inactive and surplus facilities.............. ve 00 o a——
Subtetal, Multiprogram seergy lebs ~ fao. supper 4,708 $5,018 2,383
Total, Other anergy researoh......cccncirimasannss 543,489 128,298 48,386
TOTAL, EMERJY RESEANCH. . .cvsceaisnsn 1,708,174 1,734,583 1,448,706
ENERGY SUPSORT ACTIVITIES
Aty sn 35,848 30.038
TASlY PPORramE. ... vcaisssse pos 7,377 (iR i =
veraft Fuei assiatance.. . IIIII1IINIIT 130 e —
wersit crsirersearseses £.847 5.847 —
Progrom Ereotion. . ourerersiaeeranssienssensnnsonn 1,044 .88 m—
Tetsl, University and scionce edvcaticn programs.. 58.844 38,418 —
proge W, 38 1%.950 11.0008
CoRBtPUOtidM. . vvriiviiiraicoaascoenrs 1,000 500 1,000
Yotal, Technical fatermstion sanagemant pregres... 15,318 17,480 12,000
Teohnalogy PRrtnarship. .covoriiciniinnns Bt 5,163 hond
8 84 ——
'%' - 830 18,
Modifisstions for anergy mpmt 24,700 13,138 R
Total, Sn-house onergy munegenant .. ...icresrsras 31,28 19,788 —
AL, BNEAGY SUPPORT ACTIVITRES......orvrevvrscacanns 113,108 304,810 12,000
EMVIRONMENTAL RESTOMATION & WASTE MOMT. (HON-DEFENSE)
Correutive sotivities.....c..oioiiiiiinaiiiciiincinnan 0 1,008 —
Conatruotion
92-2-881 Melton Vllhv tiquid low level maste N
seilectisn and trensfar systen usgrede, ONK....... 9,100 338 2
48-R-830 {iquid tew lLavel west u“num
- trmn:“w unnl:. " remasress s 17,000 4,000 4,000
Subtotal, Comstrustion,........ccouvveinemaerans 28,700 4,33 4,339
Total, Correstive sotivitiem...ceereeersrrnssnnn. 26,700 8,404 4,339
Eaviroomental resteration....ccciiiiiiisaiiariinririsae 388,188 457,768 364 400
!nto-u.r-ni.........,““.....,....,............. NV, 288 138,127 178,408
’d.&twnl plant profects......o.vvuericanan 2,040 2.2 —
$5-E-301 Radiosctive waste hendling fecitity,
PPPL. ocrecacassnsvoncsrorsrnrionvas aravess . 1,837 Ll —
$4-E-501 Waste haniiling building, Fermileb........ 2,500 —— —
M—lﬁ! ll(Ml \btl&u.ut tacitity
2 upgrases, ammstenwnemrmsioedensasn 7,008 300 N0
l!-l-lﬂ Labera: figer drain cellsction
systen wpprades. vameabmecrameessnatntcitanons 73 — —
83-6-533 Upgrade sanitery sower system, ORML...... 4,000 —~—a ——
$3-£-900 Leng-tera slorage of THI-2 fusl, INEL.... 4,310 4,048 4,048
$1~£~306 Wuste wsnsgoment facility prafset, BNL,.. 5,180 — —
" iiststisn of maat:
et S - ™ n
91-2-008 Nezardous,
ARt TR 1100 X 1,000 — —
$0-2-012 Hezardous wasin handling Coeility, (8L... 28 | 4] s
Bubtotal, Conptruotion .cauiiiraiinaiiioniiiiaae 32,343 e,0t8 .08
Total, Weste manegement. . ... cveiitessronriracers 247,801 208,148 383,202
Nuoisar mxtariste end fscilities stabilizetion,....... 74,578 83,583 3,100
TOTAL, ENVINOMMENTAL ns_!wmen AND BASTE BONY. .. 744,041 Jit,000 £2¢, 541 -
Subtotel, Energy supply. reseerch snd devalopmant. £,360,283 3,529,038 2,881,000
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OEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (IN THOUSANDS QF OOLLARS)

Curreal Yeer
fatimates Oudpet Requast

ise of prier {nf balances......
Qeneral reduction, TINGD.
Produntivily savi

#ont reduc!
Gatvin task ferce redestiosa.......

TOVAL, SNERGY BUPRY, REBEANCH AND DEVELOPMENT. ...

URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES
Urentus ont_r- BORIVARLOE. ... iiieivarerrcirrsanan

trout!
mm Boneral plont Profecte....ccoiavieriiisiy

=U-300 UMS cylinders retfurblehment facility,
Paguesh, Keatueky gessous diffusicn pleats........

23-1-200 Ure wlmn and starage yards,
XY soauth, O
e e O e e

M1=4=108 Sef and gecwrt mﬂ 3
Portsmeuth, sateews dt"ulg »! tm.

-4=-501 UFS snd storege yards,
m#&: u: smsuth, ON gaseowe

400 ssnasquesaraarIarrststoanttiren

Subtetsl, Conatrugtion. ... ... occcnvieioncarannn

wpply & enr .

bt N I L T T T Y T e

Revenuss -
Voo of rior your BOLANOSR. .. coveirrsorucrsncanataren
TOTAL, URANIUM SUPPLY AND EHRICHMENT ACTIVITIES.......

URAMILN CHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND
IONING FUND

tisn snd D dng Fund......coocuaen

QGENERAL SCIENCE AMD AESEANCH

High snergy physies
tee fevedroh......

Fagility operatiens...
e-wtmtm

P=-E~103 Bu Laat 1
- huﬂm........?...,.f'........................

W-0-301_ Accelerstar improvenent prej .
various \.-li.u..........-.........r!?.......

$5-G-301 Ascelsrater imgrovement srojects. VL...

$3-0-301 Fermiish msinr injecter, Permilak.......
Subtotal, OoNetrmtion. ... .oovuurrornrasnnas

Faesiity eper esacoaernenenrsners

My FOOMABLORY <« o ccucucriessarerssrssrarns
m:r‘:u.ﬂ SRUAPEOAY . .. .onirrrnsenn

Total, High snorgy phreios.....ccvuueen.

Nuslear e e ee et ittt iana et a et eraaatnana
Cens'

GP-E=300 Senarel plant LY
h—tl—.........?....:??“ vtﬂ:'f.....

Ascelerator te snd

95-G-302 Aacaleratar lmprovements 6 mads., VL.....
$1-G~300 Belativistla heavy lon collider, BML.....

$7-R-203 Continmsus wleot beam socelerst:
T05SULty, Rawpert Rews, YAsosrsrssrsrrrmesrennes

Subtotal, Comstruction......oovnenuussraseisrpns
Other capitel squipment.
Total, NUOLear PRYSI®e. ... cioiriieirnerrracsnarons

~78,300

3,314,848

.9

3,400

8,200

102,808

“34,. 903
=38, 203

-34,903
38, ]38

43,203

28,294

304,327

288,007

278,907

198,940 17,188 144,000
333,17 238,487 88,077
12,148 13,848 —
-— 0,800 —
12,68 - PR
44,000 52,000 52,000
43,006 3,000 $2,000
197,881 127,848 104,000

444,838

34,100
1,828

427,102

87,373
3.0

452.077
.02y

&77,000

e

31,200
70.000

1,000

a3s. 448
4.78%

4,878

70,000

nt,m

78.100
1,870

78,780
1,870

304,743

2,008




104

OEPARTHENT OF ENERGY (1M THOUSANDS OF DOLLARE)

Cureent Yoor Commitise
~ 383
General scienes pregrem direction.........civnanaen ox 10.400 10,800 9,500
tal. Gensral mef 902,033 1,087,530 91,000
Ganaral mum........,.,.......................... -8,000 —-— -
Procurement refora/GA reat reduetion..............s0s -3,000 —— ——
AL, GENERAL SCIENGE AND RESEAACH.......concvess 984,031 1,017,800 991,000
ATOMIC ENENGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
NEAPOMS ACTIVITIES
Slochih temardohi]
.’ﬁ:ﬂo tc:nﬁuln..v........ ........ PRSPPI 960,870 3,088,008 3,028,403
Mc”c:m U plant project t
e e, vertous
Tooatiantre sy St prdantn ¢.800 12,800 -
28-0-102 Stackpila stewerdship facilities
revitalization, Phase VI, varisus lecations..... - 2,820 1.820
-D-103 ATLAS, iLes Alamos Netional laboratory — 3,400 $,400
90-D-104 Pnnu sad snvirenmentat
technolegy laberatory. L. cccicuvccrvvaniacaens —_— 1,800 1,800
94-0-108 Contained firlng tacility additien,
£ B T N O R R — &, 400 ——
$3-0-102 Chonlstery ond metallurgy ressarsh
(CHK} upprodes pre. " o LAME. cciiiii i e cnan 3,300 4,540 5,540
dovelopment
e iooling featiteter revitietination
#In v, :’fl ‘tl‘. B4ORB. s vosressnrnrsensnanse 13,000 12,200 12,390
93-0~102 teveda supperi facility, W....o00eiies 17,000 15,850 15,850
#2-0-102 Nucleer weapens ressarch,
and tauu festiitios nvﬂ-uuu-n. M ZV.
variovs 1o0atlons......oiiierivisrssanicstarines 21.830 — —
0-D-102 lear Wespens Ressarch, Development
and festi uuuu« mluuuuu
Phase 111, various LOCationss -«nsxroonereerinuns 4.900 5.200 6,200
$8-0-108 Nualear research, development
and teating hnnmmlhuuuu.
Phase 1I, varieus Lecationd.....ccievrvriuvinnns 20,980 17,896 17,898
- Subtotal, Comstrustion......ccaiiiiaininairnsns 9,490 93,808 74,708
Subtotal, Core stockpils stewerdship.. 1,080,080 1,109,708 1,103,108
Inertial 1»:::0............ cedetratevariasssiaras 178,473 103,267 213,267
W-0-111 Mationsl ignition facility, TBOD........ — 37.400 ——
Subtotal, Inertleal fuslon.....ccociincnoannnianac 178,473 240,887 213,267
Teghne trmtorl-ducnhn
'schne trent trrecsscenaras . 218,784 220408 28,000
!ﬁuuu......... shceseerevasassansonssniasn 20.000 20,000 ——
Subtotal, ey trametar/ LT 1 SO 138,784 148,408 23,000
Mershall {aland/Dose reconatruction. ... ccocicoecrs 7,000 $.800 $.800
Total, Btockpile StOwardehip... vivisnisrsrrnsness 1,400,337 1,808,580 1,348,178
nm \':“ 0..;;;;;;;...... ekrernessinerren 1,848,848 1,788,458 1,008,458
sakpile support o8
ﬂ-!g: General slent prejeets, various tee..... 1,000 15,000 —
88-0~113 t
om"ﬁ eon avistios fasitity.
aeesonsonaciasancandscacacasvaass 3.000 — e
Subtotal, Bteckpile support favititiew........ 3.000 19,000 —
mn-o-au Familities capadiil
assurance
progran (FCAP}, verlous lecations.....c.c.iannsse 14,020 2,880 $.680
u—o—:u Iritium Loesding Line moditicstions,
Miver Bite, ... ccceruvvarcrann -— — 12,200
Subtotal, Production base...........c.vhviians 14,820 €, 580 20,480
!nvlrou-;n:hl.. uf-ty and :u 3 ode
Saweps_trsstmen upge:
{3101} Pantex ‘lu!.......?:..?..............‘ - 800 800
98-0-123 Retrotit HVAC end chillers. for
Ogona protection Y-12 plent......ccocvvirvnnnnins -— 3,100 3,100
95-D~122 Sanitary sewer upgrade, Y-12 plant..... 2,200 6,300 6,30
~D~124 Nydrogen flusride eupply system,
Y'\! 2 y..?’.........n 4,300 5,700 $,700
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DEPARTMENT OF EMERTY (IN THOUSAHMDS OF DOLLARS)

Curpant Yoer

Estinates Pudget Request

Semmi £ 41
Fid

84-0+126 Upgrade 1ifs safely, Nansse City

L

84-0-137 Emargoney netificatisn tem,
Pantan LAt T A e

$4-0~118 Enviresmental safety snd health
-n-wix-l 1abbratory, Pantex plant.............

$3-D-122 Lite safety upgredes, Y-13 plant.......
Subtetal, Environwentsl. safety and heslith....

- "W 23 Seeurity .'l..—..t Pantax pleat.....
m‘ﬂ- woaourement specations

lu“uv. Ale Foros Bese, .. .o..0uursees
Rasenti tien

13-~ Hon-nue rosenti tion,

e et

Bubtetal, CORBIruBtion. .. vcraiiicrrieratarrene

receas

Total, Steckpile nanagement

Progrem direatdon. ... ioiiiiiiiiitariiiiriarasaiaras
Subtotal, Weapons AoREVItIe. ... ... tiiiiiciunian
Use of prisr yeer DALANCRR. ......ovveerriroracanansans

raforn/08A € I vessenraann
Straaniice DOR mtmem (ML-:’-&I«L..“..... e

AL, WEAPOMS ACTIVETIER.....covvvrrrnencssstrens

OEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MONT.
Corrective aptivities
Construetion
22-0-403 Tank upgrades projest, LLML.,....ccovv00.
90~0-102 Eaviroament, a;ny ad health

impr Ckaaasnanan

1,000 $.500 3,800
1,000 2,000 1,000
1,900 4,000 4.000
§,00¢ 7,200 7.300
14,500 37,400 37,400
18,000 13,400 13,400
— 200 —
38,000 41,088 41,008
107,320 131,428 112,728

1,908, 883

1,810,183

150,883 134.088 348,000
2,383,048 1,881,818 $, 384,358
~143.27¢ -0, 344 =80, 344
-t1,000 — —
— ~285,000 ~28,000

2,840,178

3,273,014

3,408

Total, Corrective activitlae

Envirsrmental Mltgntl’n;:.....-.....................

1,518,348
=~13%, 900

1,878,073

1,575,873

Total, Envirenmental restoration. .. ccoouasaieisns

1,384,448

1,878,87%

1,876,87%

Wasts F
m-i:;
aP-D-171 General plant ar verious 1

iy g LBy i K SR

m—‘ﬂ ive Traeteen Managanent
: -t'-urlh:om wattes,
tal Toohne Site,

Seecrnacnrscern

1ve T s t
mn ‘reataent u.“.
tclwl. schnelesy $4

0. . e uaennenrrnnsraceresnnarasasesssansns

Tank form service upprades, Sevanneh .

RivOP, B0 coirearcsicitnsancvssnsrnarnnansnssrmsss

28-0-408 T-PLant secondary oontainment & lesk
detoction upgrades, Richiend, BA.........ccocnnnen

-0-4D8 X-Basiln eparations "’l"-- Richland, WA

W-0-407 Rinsd wasie low lavel te trsetment
projeat, Necky Flats ............:.......,.........

96-D-408 Waste mpnt upgrades. varfous Looations...

88-0-401 Radisloglosl support faoilities
Richiand, ‘-.‘.‘:-.........---...-..........-.-..-

Cou-n ervne

aysaniierncaes

2,474,888
18,832

1,400,208
30.728

3,318

2,100
24.000

2,108,804

2,900
5,818
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DEPARYMENT OF ENENGY {I¥ THOUSAMDS OF DOLLARS)

Current Year Committes
Estimaties Sudget Request | 1334
P Peiserasaann 2,474,858 2,288,268 2,188,904
Construction
GP-0-171 QGeneral plant projects, varinus locstions 16,832 30,728 ———
96-D-400 Replace industrial waste piping.
Kansas City Plani, Kansas City, MO..........0cinns -_— 200 —
96-0-401 Comprehensive Trsatment £ Management
s né:::“" el Tachmatouy Siter
4 ronmenta -,
w’uu, - - O N —_ 1400 -
02 Compt
Plan bui Lding 374/774 s\odr Miuzltlw -
Flats Environmental
tden, CO..... aveeraans — i .500 _—
96-D-403 Tank Pars service upgrades, Savannsh
River, SC... Cieecseiaecaiinaanne —— 3,118 —-—
96-D-408 T-Plant secondary containment & leak
detection upgrades, Richlend, MA.......ciivinanncs — 2,100 -—
96~D-408 K-Basin operations program, Richland, WA —— 28,600 28,000
96-0-407 Mixed -ut- 1ow level wasts treatment
project, Rocky Flate........... errebarsararanaen —_— — 2,908
96-0~4C8 Vaste mgmt upgrades, various locations. .. -— -— 5.8%5
95-D-401 Madiological support facilities
Richiand, WA, . . iiaiiesrnnctereassenasasnananocs 1,585 — —
95=D-202 lnstall t stectrical service
WiPP, AL...-.....m...................,..... 70 4,314 4,314
85-D-403 Hezardous wants storages facility, AL..... 597 _— —_
85-0-405 Industrial Landf€ill V and constructton/
demolition lendfill Vil, Y-12 Plant, Dek Ridge.TN 1.000 4,600 4,800
95-0-408 Road B~01 reconstruction, area 5, WV..... 2,338 1,023 1,023
85=-D~407 219-8 Sscondi containment rads,
Richland, M..A......? ............ ‘.‘“ .......... 2,000 — ——
. 7,100 —— m—
M-D-400 High sxplosiva westewatsr traatment
tom, taevane 1,000 4,445 4,448
$4-D-402 Liquid waste treatment syatem, NTS. 3,292 282 282
94-0-404 Melton Vallay stor tank capscit
increase, M......‘Y.‘...??f ............. Y ...... 21,373 11,000 11,000
$4—D-406 Low-level wasts disposal facilities,
[ 5t {- b eireirearereareeaan, PR - 5,000 —-— ——
u-u-‘o7 Initial tank retrisval systems,
Richland, WA....... firtesesirsietita ettt itasnena 17,700 8,400 9,400
84-D-408 Office facilitiss - 200 Esst,
RICHLENT, TR, .. reiininnrnetsorsotrocranssnssrnass 4,000 — —
M-D=411 3olid waste operstion cnp\..x
REchland, WA, . ianirrntisernastorerivasananrinnes 42,200 5,500 8,500
B4-D-418 Solvent storsge tanks insiallation,
Savanneh River., 3C....c.iiiiiiairatasraianacnanans 1,700 _— e
94-D-417 Intermediate-lavel and low-activity
wasts vaulis, Savannah River, $C........0c.eeeienn 306 2. 2,704
93-0-174 Plant drain waste water
troatment upgrades, Y=12........cconvrertarrananas 1,400 — —
$3-D-178 lulul.n’ 374 Liguid meste trestmant
facility, Lats Plant, OD. . ccoavuvvravorinnas 2,300 3,900 3,500
93-0-181 Radioactive thuld waste Line
replacemant, Richland, WA ... ... ... ... ..0.aoen. 3,300 - —
30182 Lacement of cros:
system, Richland, WA.. - 14,810 18,798 19,798
$3-D-183 Multi~funciion wasts remsdiation
tacility, Riehland, MA............ veirerssrnes 88,608 31,000 31,000
93-0-387 High lovel waste removal from
tilled wasts tanks, Saveansh River, 5C............ 28,525 18,700 19,700
83-D-148 Naw sanitery Landfill, Ssvennah River,S5C -— - -
$2-D-17¢ lhod waste receliving and stmw
facility, Crserrecasaaan rasimecaceanatanaas . —-— 1,108 1,108
tz—o-ur Tusk 101-AZ waste retrisval :ylh-,
chland, WA......... rsrerearneens Seseaasaannn 8,000 — —
$2-0-188 ¥Wanie mensgement ESSH, and :c-pum-
BOLIVALING, VArIOUS LOCNELOAS .. rnnenonsnnnnennan - 2,048 1,100 1,100
0!-0-!71 Waste n«ivlng and processing uuuty.
. Richland, e resmerstrensrasnn 3,988 —_— —
!0-0—172 ing waste transtar line,
i v edenaitetreatadatretettateatoitaaine 3,819 2,000 2,000
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OEPARTMENT OF ENERAY (IN THGRISANDS OF DOLLARS}

Current Year Commi ttoe
Estimetes Budget Request BilY

$0~0~177 RWIC trensuranic {TRU} wa:
characterization snd storage faei“iv. 1g.. 1,747 1,478 1,428

90~-0-178 TSA ratrieval enclosuce, 10.............. 7,594 2,608 1.608

0’-0—'7! chk tarw ventilation upgrade,
L 300 L 800
49-0~124 lacement hgh level waste svaporstor,
Savennah :::-r S8e..... ' .......................... 18,000 $1,500 31,800
96~0~103 tion and waste tr
flcﬂ-ﬂy, LUIL. Livermore, CA................. eee 8,900 8,885 8,885
" 83-0-143 Non-radiosstive Masardous wasts
manegsment, Savannsh River, 5C.. feees ¢,000 1,000 1.000
81-T-105 Dafense wasts process. taciltity,
Sevanneh River, SC. PP i 45,088 -— ———
Subtotal, Construction.., 382,98 218,330 182,802
Subtotel. Waste manspement............. varesean ‘e 2,842,772 2,501,898 2,381,888
Productivity savings taftfative....... . coiieiionnia ~180, 300 — -
Total, Nasts sanagement....... Mertssceosrasrian “ee 2,881,872 2,50t 598 2,381,800
hnology developmant................ene 411,750 390,810 340,510
m.h‘\lbf‘”
95-£-800 Kazmrdous mateclala traing
Richland, Washington.. . 7.000 — -
Total, Technology development 418,759 390,810 380,610
Transportation MENSERMENE. ... .c..vvivraocirrsnnceararnn 20.084 16,158 1Q,158
Pro.rﬁdlraet!w...“...........,.‘.......4......‘... “:M it faem
Nuclear materisls and facilities stebilization........ 683,831 1,487,384 1,427,108
Construction
eP-D-171 mnx plant projects, various
locations....... D R E R TR TR 18.21¢ 34,724 -
S8-D-438 Site drainage control, Mound Plant,
Miamisburg, OM..ooneiiacoarstoninnrasnrtsaccersnes -— L 385
$4-D-481 Elsctrical dlstribution \lxsgndo ldeho
National Enginsering Lehoratory, aee . -— 1,838 1,539
95-0-482 Health physics instrument Labuntory.
Idsho Kxtional Engilnesring Ladboratery, ID........ . - 1,126 —
86-0-463 Cantral facilities area {CPA} craft :bcp
_  ldaho National Enginssring Lsboratery, 1D........ - 724 —-
S—D-l“ Electrical & ulﬂt(v IyIt v
1deho Chemical Processi Idaho Netionel
Enginasring Laboratery, ﬂ..nn-.u.--..----....» — 4,952 —
98-0-488 200 Area senitery sewsr systes,
RICHRONE, WA, .. oissiininansnciacasnnosrusnsncannnn — 1,800 e
u—o—‘m Environmentel mlkwlag tadorstory,
annsh River Sits, Alksn, 3C.. Ciersuctranacs — 3,500 -—
“‘O-l 1 CFC WVAC/ohiller retrofit, Savannah
River 83ite, ALken, $C..e..cvironsiinennsonrannnns -— 1,500 1,800
96-0-472 Plant engineering & Design, !cv-m
River Site, Alk: “sc. .?.'?" *.h. — 4,000 . —
N—D«?J Health physice -ﬂ- uy t hcn.&t
annsh River, South Caroline. . or .. oorres . — 2,000 -~
95-0-158 Urgﬂdi site rosd infrastructure,
Savanash River, Seuth Caro u.'..'.‘f‘.“.“.,.... -— 2,900 2,900
95-D-168 Madio trunking system, Savanneh River,SC — 4,000 4,000
S8-0-454 32‘ Fu:“\ity e.-uu\etlrm!(un.
Richiend, vor . t.800 3,50 3,500
3-0-458 Sacurity faoilities consolidetion, Idaho
Chanlcst Punu-{ng Plant, SNEL, Idahe............ 93 4,382 8,382
$4-0-132 storege tanks, Rocky
Flats Flent, ¢3....... . 2,300 8,000 $,000
$4-D=401 !urm rasponse facility, INPL, 10.... s.218 5,074 §,074
$4-0-412 300 srea proce:
upgrade, Richland, WA, . 7.000 1,000 1,000
94-0-415 _ldahe Hational Engineering Laborator
cailon raoi il e e T iy Laderatory 4520 3,601 3801
84-0-461 Infrastructurse tecement
_ Rooky Flats FLants €0, coer e e e, 16,800 2,940 2,840
“-0-1Q7 Demestic water system « Phase I

& 11, Savannah Rtver. 3outh Carolima.......... reen — 7.138 7,130
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

Currsnt Year Coomitiss
Eatimates Sudget Asguent Bl
93-0-172 Ideho nationsl snginearing laboratory
slectrical upgrads. INEL “? B P R 7.800 128 -—
93-0-184 325 facility compliance/renoveticn
Pacitic Nonthwest Laborarory, Riohiend: .. 1,000 - -
93-0=138 200 Ares unsecursd core sres hhﬂe-uon
shop, Richland, WA. .. aee 4,000 - -
92-0-123 Plant fire/security alurm system
replacemsnt, Rocky Flats Pltht Gotden, CO... —— 8,560 9,560
82-5-128 Master safsguards and sscurity
sgreament/materials survesiilance task forc:
security upgrades, Rocky Flats Plant, CO.......... 2,100 -7.,000 7,000
92-0-181 ldeho naticnal enginesring lmrltoey
tire and Life safety improvements, INEL, [D...._.. 5,000 6,883 5,883
93-D~182 Idaho national 0 lnuring isboratary
aswer systems upgrade, I b 1 1,800 -— -
92-D-188 Steam system rehabilitstion, phase II
Richland, WA. .. ... . ... ... ... . .. . .icicecnrionn 5,600 - -—
91-D-127 Criticality slarm & plant annunciation
utility replaemnt, ky Flats olent, Golden, CO.. — 2,800 1.800
Subtotal, Construction..........c..vuuu.es PPN 77,938 129.644 76.694
Subtotal, Nuclear materiale and fac. stabilization 772,967 1,696,028 1,602,802
Productivity savings inftiative..................... -5, 000 — -
Total, Nucisar matsrials & fac. stabilization..... 767,887 1,506,028 1,802,802
Complisnce amad program cooedinstion....... -— 68,255 16,2861
Construction
88-E- Hazardous materials trsining center,
Richland, Washington. ....vcevreneirennnsanennnean. — 15,000 18,000
Total, Compliance and program coordination ,...... — 81,281 31,25¢
Analysis, sducation and risk menagement............... _— 1§?,022 ?7.022
Subtotal. Dafanse environmental mansgement........ 5,360,491 6,321,844 £,932,718
Savannah river pension refund,. —— -37,000 -37,00G
Use of prior ysar balances,.... Crreann -24%, 300 -276,542 -83G, 240
ﬁroeuuunl retorm/ rent red . -17.800 — -
998 resciselon (P.L, 104-6)......... fereass -200,000 - ———
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRON. RESTORATION AND WASTE MGNT 4,892,691 6,008,002 8,265,478
OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
Haterisls sy s TEP PPN 781,008 - ——
con'tmeu:"
Environment, safety and heaith
95-D-150 Dlunmly dasin upgrades-X, L, P,
Sevennsh River, 8C....... ... .......0 .. .00 ..., 13,000 —— —_—
93-0-147 ODomestic water system upgrade
Phase I & 1I, Savanneh Ri: .SC..... ........... 11,300 — -—
93-U=148 hpl‘e. high-tevel drain lines, .
Savannah River, 5C....... ressssrsaerarasarataana 2,700 -— and
$3-0~152 Environmental modificetion far
production tacilitiss, Savannsh River, SC....... 2,900 - -—
92-0-143 Health toeﬁnn lnﬂrmt
calibration fniﬂ' wannah fiver, 3C........ 3.000 -— -
ln Plantwide fire proteation, Phases
I and 11, Savannah River, $C........ sereranineas 5,000 -_— -
Subtotal, Envirormant, safsty and health...... 37,800 - -—-
Programatic pru ecta
'33»- plant projects, varicus
1 c......................,................ 15,000 ——— —
88-0D-188 Upprads .ﬂo Hud lnfmtrce!un.
Savannah River, 2C.. BETERRT errataas 750 el -
IS-D—IH Radio trunking tom Swum-n
L 8e 2,100 - -
96-~0-187 O-area E\nrbwu lifs extensica.
Savennah River, BC.... .o ciiiiiiiiiaiieoninanins 4,000 —-— -—
22-0-180 montm. support fecilitiss
Sevenash River, 8C.................... s 2,000 -— -
22-D-183 Engineering support facility,
Savannsh River Site, sc.............‘.' ........... 3,200 T o— —
Subtatel, Progresmsatic profscts............... 27.080 — ——
Subtotsl, Construation. . 84,980 —— —
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DEPARTMENT OF ENEAGY (IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

Curcont Yoar Commi ttae
Estimalss Budgat Request L1388
Program dicection. . ...ciiiieiiiiiiaiaiaia, 56,000 -— -
Total, Materials SUPPOrt...cooviiinivnriosscannsss 902, 248 — —
Other national security pﬂzr-u
Varitlcation and oon schnoLlogy
Ihl\pu‘uf-rnuen un‘ v-riﬂuuon. RED. 128,500 228,142 162,500
Arss con 78.924 182.384 147,
:m-uxm . 43,131 42,33 42,338
Verifioation and 348, 855 430,342 383,200
Nuclesr safeguards and sscurity.. 28,818 98,516 83,308
Security invest Hmn. PER 2,827 33,247 70,000
Sacurity svalustion: 14, 14,707 34,767
Huclear safe 25.87% 4,878 15,0860
L. 138,000 106,000 78,000
P - K 70,000
—— — 3.3
Total. Other national security programs........... 888,687 762,991 854,673
Kaval {noio:s
reactors deve' b arr
comlmuon Levhen 673,861 832,588 22,860
aPa-10
locations B.200 5,200 6,400
96-0-200 Laborat: systems and hot esll
upgrades, various tions...... 2,400 11,300 11,300
§5-D-201 Advanaed test resctor radicective »
?ﬂn system u) u -io., xam Naticnal
nginesring Laderatory, ID..................... . 700 4,500 4,800

23-D-200 nnunc sarvices facilities -
Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory, Niskayuns, MY 7.300 3,500 3.900

$2-0-700 Leboratoriss T usu« upgredaes,

various locations.. 2,800 —— —
$0-N-102 Expended core <ore fecility o
profect. Naval Reactars Fecility, eees -— 3,000 3,000
Subtotal, Construstion 20,000 28,800 28,800
Sulitotal, Naval reactors development............ 683,681 82,188 82,168
Enrichment msterials......._... Crrresaiaasaasaieiaas 32,000 - -
Total, Naval reactors.................. Pessiriaaan 728,881 £82,188 882,168
Subtolsl, Other defense activitles. raaaaes 2,297,583 1445, 169 1,336, 841
var pension rafund. .. ~40,000 — —_—_
Usa of prlor "r \.-m . . . -
Contractar ,.:' e ~401 408 13,000 -13,000
Procurement re: amfw rent rm:tlm. . -8, 500 —— -—
TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES................... 3,849,687 1,432,189 1,323,841
OEFERSE MUCLEAR WASTE OISPOSAL
ctear waste &t 329,430 198,400 198,400
15,100, 847 11,178,738 10,060,733
108
Aas-nlr-txv- operations
QF P4 the Secret .ry n\u-in and :ivnn ot 3,418 3,889 2,300
~ parsonnel compensation »
it I LI 218,129 173.583
183,876 180,774 187,000
- ¥
nority sconami 3,426 3,415 2,000
bucy Inllr 4,500 5,868 2,900
Consumar affairs 48 48 40
Public atfairs.. sreresna 54 92 50
tr policy ceee £.070 8,000 1,000
Solentific end techrical training 2,285 2.248 1,000
Subtotal, Propram support......cviiin e iiiaonn 18,382 19,865 7,800
Totsl, Administrative operations.................. 418,361 428,137 386,843
Cont of mork Jor DLhRrE. . .ucviircianinrrianniorcecane 24,358 22,825 22,838
Dapar! L Administration......... vene 440,717 450,963 M, 89
\ho of Imobu'nt-l ulm and o!l\-r adjustments. . ... -30,707 -11.519 -11.818
rAfSrR/G8A rent reduction....... ~-2,888 —— -
Tatal. Deparimentst adminiztration (gros 407,312 439,444 381,250
Miscellaneous revenuss.....ivvaiaeess - 181,490 ~}322,308 ~122, 308

AL, DEPARTMENTAL AOMINISTRATION (mi)....-“..f 245,822 317,138 239, 944
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DEPARTHERT OF SNEAQY {IN TMOUSANDE OF DOLLARS,

Curpent Year Comitios
Estimateas Sudget Request it
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR QENERAL
. 31,428 32,813 27.M85
Sa'o8 Srian Year "atanses. -5.960 S il
TUYAL, OFFICE OF INBPECTOR QRMERAL......ccvnvesses 26,468 33,008 26,000
PONER WANKETING ADMINISTRATIONS
ALASKA PONER ADMINISTRATION
Operation and aeintenanoR. . .......vcvncreenininaanss 5,404 4,200 4,280
POWER 108
Operation and saintensnce
ing . - 3.282 3.472 3,472
. 27,248 28,430 6,430
Sudbtotal, Opersticn and meintensnce. . 30,841 29,902 20,902
Use of prior ysar balances.. . -8,410 ~10,088 ~10,088
TOTAL, POWER . 22,431 18,843 18,843
Sov POWER ION
opm'luon end -untmumc
eornacse 19,538 20,687
power and mﬂ.ing . 1.503 1,484 1,464
Conetrontions ooreerrre iy 9,514 7,931 7,931
Subtotal, Opsration and maintenence . 30,558 30,292 30,292
Use of prior year balsnces...... s ~9,240 514 -534
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTEAN POWER ADMINISTRATION.. 21,218 9,778 9,778
WESTERN AREA PORER ADMIMISTRATION
Operation and saintensnce
Construction and rehabilitation. . B 92,4889 70,128 81,128
System operation snd -h\tmm. . 127.972 135,288 128, 248
Purchase power and whesling........ . 101, 808 $13,70% 23,709
tah .ﬂlnuon and conamrvation. . ... c.iiisiiaiiny 5,138 5,283 5,283
Subtatel, Operation and meintenance...........c.o.s 327,496 314,372 275,372
Use of prior year bHalances . ~308, 044 ~$,020 ~17,720
Procurement reform/GSA mt rﬁucﬂun . -187 — ———
Tranater of mtwlty 1rom Ospactment of . (2,472) {4, 558) {4,868)
TOTAL, WESTERK AREA POWER ADMINIATRATION... 232,238 308,352 287,652
FALCON AMD AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND
Operation and meintenance. . ... . c.cvravrvancrncnnaans -— 1.000 1,000
TOTAL, POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS................ 272,818 384,233 312,333
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
Faderal snergy cegulatory cosmiseion.’. .o 368,173 |I! 567 147,200
Use of prior r balances {FERC). — ~15.000 =18,
FERC e censnn ~168,173 ~138,567 ~13%3,260

TOTAL, FEDEMAL EMERGY REQGUIATORY COMMISSION.

NUCLEAR WASTE OISPOSAL FUND
D4sorationsry TUNBANG. .. .. viruetoruvairieiarieraarnan 392, 800 — 228,800




TITLE IV
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

APPropriation, 1995 ...t $282,000,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 183,000,000
Recommended, 1996 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt 142,000,000
Comparison:
AppPropriation, 1995 ..ot —140,000,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiiieiiiee e —41,000,000

The Appalachian Regional Commission (ARC) is a regional eco-
nomic development agency established in 1965. It is composed of
the Governors of the 13 Appalachian States and a Federal Co-
Chairman who is appointed by the President.

The Committee recommends $142,000,000 for fiscal year 1996.
Reductions to the budget request are to be applied as follows:
—$20,000,000 from the request for “Business Development” activi-
ties; —$12,000,000 from the request for “Human Development” ac-
tivities; and —$9,000,000 from the Highway Development Program.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

ApPPropriation, 1995 ... $17,933,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 18,500,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiiiiieiiseene e s 17,000,000
Comparison:
APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccoiiiiiiiiieeieeee e —933,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiiiniiiiiieree e —1,500,000

The Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board was created by the
Fiscal Year 1989 National Defense Authorization Act. The Board,
composed of five members appointed by the President, provides ad-
vice and recommendations to the Secretary of Energy regarding
public health and safety issues at the Department’'s defense nuclear
facilities. The Board is responsible for reviewing and evaluating the
content and implementation of the standards relating to the design,
construction, operation and decommissioning of defense nuclear fa-
cilities of the Department of Energy.

Due to severe budget constraints, the Committee recommenda-
tion is $17,000,000, a reduction of $1,500,000 from the budget re-
quest of $18,500,000.

(111)
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DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

APPropriation, 1995 .......cccciiiiiiiiieiene e $343,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... 353,000
RecoOmMMENAEd, 1996 .......ccoiiiiiiieieeiee e e
Comparison:
AppPropriation, 1995 ..ot — 343,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccccooiiiiiieniiiieree e — 353,000

In light of severe budgetary constraints and in the advancement
of congressional efforts to streamline government, the Committee
recommends termination of Federal participation in the Delaware
River Basin Commission. The Committee expresses its confidence
in the ability of the compact States to continue their cooperative ef-
forts to develop water and related resources of the region drained
by the Delaware River and its tributaries without Federal assist-
ance.

The Committee recognizes the vital role of this Commission, and
supports the continuation of its work. The Committee will assist
the Delaware River Basin Commission in the transition as the com-
pact States assume full responsibility for the funding of its func-
tion.

CONTRIBUTION TO DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

APPropriation, 1995 ..ot $478,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... 551,000
RecomMmMENdEd, 1996 .......oooiiiiiiiiiiiiee et e e e e e e es teeeeeseniar—raaaees i
Comparison:
Apropriation, 1995 ...t — 478,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiieeiiiee et —551,000

In light of severe budgetary constraints and in the advancement
of congressional efforts to streamline government, the Committee
recommends termination of Federal participation in the Delaware
River Basin Commission. The Committee expresses its confidence
in the ability of the compact States to continue their cooperative ef-
forts to develop water and related resources of the region drained
by the Delaware River and its tributaries without Federal assist-
ance.

The Committee recognizes the vital role of this Commission, and
supports the continuation of its work. The Committee will assist
the Delaware River Basin Commission in the transition as the com-
pact States assume full responsibility for the funding of its func-
tion.

INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE PoTOMAC RIVER BASIN
CONTRIBUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON POTOMAC RIVER

BASIN
APPropriation, 1995 ..o $511,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... 524,000
RecomMMENded, 1996 ........ccoiieiiiieieeiiee e e
Comparison:
ApPPropriation, 1995 ... —511,000

Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccceviiiieiiiieeiiiee s —524,000
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In light of severe budgetary constraints and in the advancement
of congressional efforts to streamline government, the Committee
recommends termination of Federal participation in the Interstate
Commission on the Potomac River Basin. The Committee expresses
its confidence in the ability of the Potomac River Basin States to
continue their cooperative efforts without further Federal assist-
ance.

The Committee recognizes the vital role of this Commission, and
supports the continuation of its work. The Committee will assist
the Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin in the tran-
sition as the compact States assume full responsibility for the fund-
ing of its function.

NuUcCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Gross Appropriation:

APPropriation, 1995 ........cciiiiiiiieee s $520,501,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiieiiiiiieiiiee e 520,300,000
Recommended, 1996 .........cccoiiiiiiiiiienie et 468,300,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 ...t —52,201,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ..........ccoeiiiiiiiiiiiee e —52,000,000
Revenues:
ApPropriation, 1995 ... —498,501,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceiiiiieiiiieeiiiee s —498,300,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccceiiiiiiiiiienie e —457,300,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 ... +41,201,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccceeiiiriiieiiieiiee e +41,000,000
Net Appropriation:
ApPPropriation, 1995 ..o 22,000,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiieiiiiiieree e 22,000,000
Recommended, 1996 .........cooiuiiiiiiiieiiie e 11,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1995 ... —11,000,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccoeiiiiiieiiiiee e —11,000,000

The Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 1990, as amended, requires
that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission recover 100 percent of its
budget authority, less the appropriation from the Nuclear Waste
Fund, by assessing license and annual fees. The Committee rec-
ommends an appropriation of $468,300,000 for fiscal year 1996, a
reduction from both the Administration’s budget request and the
fiscal year 1995 level.

The fiscal year 1996 budget request proposes that $22,000,000 of
the agency’s total appropriation be derived from the Nuclear Waste
Fund. These funds are requested for agency activities related to im-
plementation of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act and in support of the
Department of Energy’s efforts to characterize Yucca Mountain as
a potential site for a permanent nuclear waste repository. Consist-
ent with the Committee’s direction to the Department of Energy to
suspend, downgrade or terminate site characterization activities at
Yucca Mountain, the NRC appropriation from the Nuclear Waste
Fund is reduced by $11,000,000. The Commission is directed to tar-
get funds appropriated from the Nuclear Waste Fund to activities
consistent with the expeditious development and execution of a na-
tional interim storage program.

In recommending a reduction for fiscal year 1996, the Committee
notes that licensee safety performance indicators demonstrate a
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pronounced trend toward improved industry performance. The
Committee also notes that agency staffing appears to be unreason-
ably high, especially given: the maturation of the industry; the lack
of nuclear power plants under construction; and a decreased need
for research and rulemaking services. Also, the Committee observes
that the Commission must reduce its unacceptably high levels of
unobligated balances and undelivered orders.

The Committee understands that the Commission plans to re-
duce its staffing in future years. In light of severe budgetary con-
straints and consistent with congressional efforts to downsize and
streamline government, the Commission is directed to accelerate
those plans.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

GROSS APPROPRIATION

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccciiiieiiiieiere et $5,080,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... 5,500,000
Recommended, 1996 .......cccoiiiiiiiiiie e 5,000,000
Comparison:
APPropriation, 1995 ........cooiieiiiiie e —80,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........cccceeiiiieiiiieenieie e —500,000
REVENUES
ApPPropriation, 1995 ... e —5,080,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... —5,500,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccoceeiiiieiiiiieeriee et —5,000,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot +80,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceiiiieeiiiieesieeeesieee e +500,000

This appropriation provides for the Office of Inspector General of
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Pursuant to law, budget au-
thority appropriated to the Inspector General must be recovered
through the assessment of license and annual fees.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $5,000,000 for
fiscal year 1996. This recommendation, a reduction from both the
Administration request and the fiscal year 1995 level, is consistent
with reductions to the Commission and congressional efforts to
downsize and streamline the Federal government.

NucLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

ApPropriation, 1995 ...t $2,664,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .... 2,970,000
Recommended, 1996 .........ccociieiiiiiiiiiiieies e 2,531,000
Comparison:
ApPropriation, 1995 ..ot —133,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccoiiiiiiiiiiiieree e —439,000

The Committee recommendation provides continued funding for
the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board. The Nuclear Waste
Policy Amendments Act of 1987 directed the Board to evaluate the
technical and scientific validity of the activities of the Department
of Energy’s nuclear waste disposal program. The Board must report
its findings not less than two times a year to the Congress and the
Secretary of Energy.

The Committee recommendation of $2,531,000 represents a five-
percent reduction in funding from the current fiscal year and a fif-
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teen-percent reduction from the Administration’s budget request.
In making this recommendation, the Committee observes that the
budget request assumes that the Board will operate with a full
complement of eleven Board members as authorized by law. The
Board, however, has never in its history had eleven members. In
fact, current Board membership is six, and the terms of these
members will expire in April 1996. The Committee hopes the Ad-
ministration will act expeditiously to fill Board vacancies but an-
ticipates that savings will be realized through reductions in com-
pensation, benefits, and travel related to a continued shortage of
Board members. The Committee also observes that the budget re-
quest funds an apparently excessive ratio of clerical staff to profes-
sional staff. The Committee also notes that the Board continues to
carry over unreasonably large unobligated balances from prior fis-
cal years.

The Committee has included a general provision to permit Board
members whose terms have expired to continue serving on the
Board until their successors have taken office. This authority,
which exists for other Federal boards and commissions, will enable
the Board to operate with a quorum if, as expected, the President
fails to appoint an adequate number of Board candidates prior to
the expiration of six members’ terms in 1996.

SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

APPropriation, 1995 ........ccoiiiiiiiiiiieiinee e $318,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiieiie e 332,000
Recommended, 1996 ........ccooiiiiiiiiiiii i e
Comparison:
AppPropriation, 1995 ..ot — 318,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiiieiiiee e —332,000

In light of severe budgetary constraints and in the advancement
of congressional efforts to streamline government, the Committee
recommends termination of Federal participation in the Susque-
hanna River Basin Commission. The Committee expresses its con-
fidence in the ability of the compact States to continue their cooper-
ative efforts to develop water and related resources of the region
drained by the Susquehanna River and its tributaries without Fed-
eral assistance.

The Committee recognizes the vital role of this Commission, and
supports the continuation of its work. The Committee will assist
the Susquehanna River Basin Commission in the transition as the
compact States assume full responsibility for the funding of its
function.

CONTRIBUTION TO SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

APPropriation, 1995 .......ccccciiiiiiiiieiere e $288,000
Budget EStimate, 1996 ........cccooviiiiiiieiiiiieeiiee et 360,000
RecomMmMENdEd, 1996 ........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e e e e e es seaeeeeeaia——aaaaees i
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1995 ..... —288,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 ........ccccceviiiieiiiieeiiiee e — 360,000

In light of severe budgetary constraints and in the advancement
of congressional efforts to streamline government, the Committee
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recommends termination of Federal participation in the Susque-
hanna River Basin Commission. The Committee expresses its con-
fidence in the ability of the compact States to continue their cooper-
ative efforts to develop water and related resources of the region
drained by the Susquehanna River and its tributaries without Fed-
eral assistance.

The Committee recognizes the vital role of this Commission, and
supports the continuation of its work. The Committee will assist
the Susquehanna River Basin Commission in the transition as the
compact States assume full responsibility for the funding of its
function.

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

APPropriation, 1995 ... $142,873,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieesiee e 140,473,000
Recommended, 1996 ........ccceiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt 103,339,000
Comparison:
AppPropriation, 1995 ..ot —39,534,000
Budget Estimate, 1996 .........ccccooiiiieiiiiiieiiiee e —37,134,000

The Committee recommends $103,339,000 for the appropriated
programs of the Tennessee Valley Authority. Reductions from the
budget request are to be applied as follows: —$32,282,000 from the
Environmental Research Center; —$3,000,000 from Land Between
the Lakes; and —$1,852,000 from Economic Development. The
Committee directs that the funds appropriated to Land Between
the Lakes be strictly targeted to necessary operation and mainte-
nance activities.

The Committee is aware of serious silt and debris problems at
the Sinking Creek embayment on Fort Patrick Henry Reservoir in
Sullivan County, Tennessee. The Committee urges TVA to take ex-
peditious action to correct these conditions, using available funds.
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GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Committee has included a provision repealing Sec. 505 of
Public Law 102-377, the Fiscal Year 1993 Energy and Water De-
velopment Appropriations Act. This provision prohibited the use of
funds to conduct studies relating to changes in pricing of hydro-
electric power by the six Federal public power authorities.

The Committee has also repealed Sec. 208 of Public Law 99-349,
the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1986, which prohib-
ited the use of funds by the executive branch to solicit proposals,
prepare studies, or draft proposals to transfer out of Federal owner-
ship the Federal power marketing administrations located within
the contiguous 48 States.

Section 501 repeals all existing statutory limitations on using ap-
propriated funds to study options for transferring the power mar-
keting administrations to non-Federal ownership or to study pos-
sible changes in the current ratemaking practices of the power
marketing administrations.

The Committee has included a provision repealing Sec. 510 of
Public Law 101-514, the Fiscal Year 1991 Energy and Water De-
velopment Appropriations Act. This provision prohibited the use of
funds by the executive branch to change the employment levels de-
termined by the administrators of the Federal power marketing ad-
ministrations to be necessary to carry out their responsibilities.

The Committee has included a provision permitting a member of
the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board whose term has expired
to continue to serve as a member of the Board until that member’s
successor has taken office.

The Committee has included as a general provision language em-
phasizing the importance of Federal agency personnel adhering to
provisions of law relating to risk assessment, the protection of pri-
vate property rights, and unfunded mandates. This provision does
not establish any new law in these areas. It is intended as a state-
ment of Congressional expectations regarding program administra-
tion once applicable Federal law is enacted.

(117)



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT REQUIREMENTS

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

INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENT

Clause 2(1)(4) of rule XI of the House of Representatives requires
that each committee report on a bill or resolution shall contain a
statement as to whether enactment of such bill or resolution may
have an inflationary impact on prices and costs in the operation of
the national economy.

Titles 1 and Il of the bill contain $4.1 billion for planning, con-
struction and maintenance of water resource development projects.
Water is an important input for many industries as well as for pri-
vate residences. The Committee believes that public works projects
will provide for stable supplies of water at lower costs than would
be incurred under alternative institutional arrangements. Simi-
larly, many projects will provide for increased supplies of hydro-
electric power at costs below every other electric power production
alternative.

Public works projects also provide for improved and lower cost
water transportation which can reduce the prices of goods by lower-
ing the input costs of industrial production and encouraging large-
scale cost industrial production. Lower transportation costs also
allow more producers to enter more markets, thereby giving con-
sumers the benefits of increased competition and lower prices.

Titles 111 and IV of the bill contain approximately $3.9 billion in
new budget authority for various energy programs. Every citizen of
the United States is well aware of the economic and inflationary
impact of the rapid increase in the price of imported oil. The con-
flict in the Persian gulf underscored this Nation’s vulnerability to
price increases in oil due to instability in the Middle East region.
These price increases prompt major increases in the price of all do-
mestic petroleum fuels and significantly increase aggregate infla-
tion. These programs and activities will contribute directly to in-
creasing the supply and availability of more abundant, less costly
domestic sources of energy.

Environmental restoration and waste management activities to
prevent near-term adverse health and environmental impacts are
funded at approximately $6.2 billion in this bill. This program will
reduce health and safety risks, and the technology development
should ultimately reduce the costs of cleanup of sites and facilities.
In addition, the bill contains approximately $4.8 billion for atomic
energy defense research and support activities. These activities
help develop defense technology which meets the national security
requirements of the United States and or allies at significantly
lower costs.

(118)
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The Committee concludes that this will result in less inflationary
impact.

ComMPARISON WITH BUDGET RESOLUTION

Section 308(a)(1)(A) of the Congressional Budget and Impound-
ment Control Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344), as amended, re-
quires that the report accompanying a bill providing new budget
authority contain a statement detailing how the authority com-
pares with the reports submitted under section 602 of the Act for
the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution on the budget for
the fiscal year. This information follows:

[In millions of dollars]

602(b) Allocation This Bill
Budget au- Budget au-
thority Outlays thority Outlays
DISCIELIONAIY ....vovecverrereereeineirerinaa e —————— $18,850 $19,738 $18,704 $19,466

Mandatory ..... e e ———— e e .

The bill provides no new spending authority as described in sec-
tion 401(c)(2) of the Congressional Budget and Impoundment Con-
trol Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344), as amended.

FIvE-YEAR PROJECTIONS

In compliance with section 308(a)(1)(C) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344), as amended, the following
information was provided to the Committee by the Congressional
Budget Office:

Millions
BUdget aULNOIILY ....c.oocviieiiiiecccee e $18,704
Outlays:
FOO6 et 11,146
1997 .o, 5,843
1998 ..., 1,626
1999 i 58
2000 and beyond 32

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STATE AND LocAL GOVERNMENTS

In accordance with section 308(a)(1)(D) of Public Law 93-344, the
new budget authority and outlays provided by the accompanying
bill for financial assistance to State and local governments are as
follows:

Millions
Budget authority $149
Fiscal year 1996 outlays resulting therefrom 16

TRANSFER OF FUNDS
Pursuant to clause 1(b), rule X, the following is submitted de-
scribing the transfer of funds provided in the accompanying bill:
Under Title 11, Bureau of Reclamation, Construction Program:

* * * of which $27,049,000 shall be available for trans-
fer to the Upper Colorado River Basin Fund authorized by
section 5 of the Act of April 11, 1956 (43 U.S.C. 602d), and
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$94,225,000 shall be available for transfer to the Lower
Colorado River Basin Development Fund authorized by
section 403 of the Act of September 30, 1968 (43 U.S.C.
1543), and such amounts as may be necessary shall be con-
sidered as though advanced to the Colorado River Dam
Fund for the Boulder Canyon Project as authorized by the
Act of December 21, 1928, as amended: Provided, That of
the total appropriated, the amount for program activities
which can be financed by the reclamation fund shall be de-
rived from the fund: Provided further, That transfer to the
Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and Lower Colorado
River Basin Development Fund may be increased or de-
creased by transfers within the overall appropriation
under this heading * * *

Under Title I, Bureau of Reclamation, Special Funds:

* * * Such sums shall be transferred, upon request of
the Secretary, to be merged with and expended under the
heads herein specified * * *

Under Title 111, Department of Energy, Western Area Power Ad-
ministration:

* * * of which $245,151,000 shall be derived from the
Department of the Interior Reclamation Fund: Provided,
That of the amount herein appropriated, $5,283,000 is for
deposit into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Con-
servation Account pursuant to Title IV of the Reclamation
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 1992: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized to transfer from the Colorado River Dam Fund to
the Western Area Power Administration $4,556,000 to
carry out the power marketing and transmission activities
of the Boulder Canyon project as provided in section
104(a)(4) of the Hoover Power Plant Act of 1984, to remain
available until expended.

Under Title 1V, Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

* * * Provided, That from this appropriation, transfer of
sums may be made to other agencies of the Government
for the performance of the work for which this appropria-
tion is made, and in such cases the sums so transferred
may be merged with the appropriation to which trans-
ferred: * * *

Under Title 1V, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Office of Inspec-
tor General:

* * * and in addition, an amount not to exceed 5 per-
cent of this sum may be transferred from Salaries and Ex-
penses, Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Provided, That
notice of such transfers shall be given to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House and Senate: Provided fur-
ther, That from this appropriation, transfers of sums may
be made to other agencies of the Government for the per-
formance of the work for which this appropriation is made,
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and in such cases the sums so transferred may be merged
with the appropriation to which transferred: * * *

Under Title 1V, Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board:

* * * 3s authorized by Public Law 100-203, section
5051, $2,531,000, to be transferred from the Nuclear
Waste Fund and to remain available until expended.

CHANGES IN APPLICATION OF EXISTING LAW

Pursuant to clause 3, rule XXI of the House of Representatives,
the following statements are submitted describing the effect of pro-
visions in the accompanying bill which may directly or indirectly
change or be perceived to change the application of existing law.

Title I—Language is included under Corps of Engineers, General
Investigations, providing for detailed studies and plans and speci-
fications of projects prior to construction.

Language is included under Corps of Engineers, Construction,
General, permitting the use of funds from the Inland Waterways
Trust Fund.

For Operation and Maintenance, General, Corps of Engineers,
the following language is included:

* * * including such sums as may be necessary for the
maintenance of harbor channels provided by a State, mu-
nicipality or other public agency, outside of harbor lines,
and serving essential needs of general commerce and navi-
gation; * * *

Also under Operation and Maintenance, Corps of Engineers, lan-
guage is included providing for construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of outdoor recreation facilities.

The bill includes language under Operation and Maintenance,
Corps of Engineers, permitting the use of funds from the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund.

Language is also included under Operation and Maintenance,
Corps of Engineers, limiting the funds available for national emer-
gency preparedness programs.

Under Operation and Maintenance, General, the bill includes
language authorizing the Secretary of the Army to transfer not to
exceed 300 acres of land at the Cooper Lake, Texas, project from
mitigation or low-density recreation to high-density recreation and
to take whatever steps are necessary to accomplish that transfer.

Language is included in the bill under the Regulatory Program
of the Corps of Engineers regarding the regulation of navigable wa-
ters and wetlands of the United States.

Under General Expenses, language is included relating to the
Coastal Engineering Research Board, the Humphreys Engineer
Center Support Activity, the Engineering Strategic Studies Center,
and the Water Resources Support Center.

Also under General Expenses, Corps of Engineers, language is
included limiting the funds available for the Office of the Chief of
Engineers and prohibiting the use of other Title | funds for the Of-
fice of the Chief of Engineers and the Division Offices.

Under General Expenses, the bill includes language directing the
Secretary of the Army to develop and submit to the Congress a
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plan that reduces the number of Corps of Engineers division offices
and that further directs the Secretary of the Army to implement
the plan prior to October 1, 1997.

Under Administrative Provisions, Corps of Engineers, language
is included providing that funds are available for purchase and hire
of motor vehicles.

Under General Provisions, Corps of Engineers—Civil, the bill in-
cludes language that directs the Secretary of the Army to advertise
for competitive bid at least 7,500,000 of the hopper dredge volume
accomplished with Government-owned dredges in fiscal year 1992
and that permits the Secretary to utilize the Corps of Engineers’
dredge fleet under certain conditions. The language also provides
that none of the funds appropriated in the Act or otherwise avail-
able to the Corps of Engineers, including funds in the Revolving
Fund, may be used for improvements or major repair of the dredge
McFARLAND or for any use of the McFARLAND other than to per-
form emergency work.

Title ll—Language is included under Bureau of Reclamation,
General Investigations and Construction Program providing that
funds may be derived from the Reclamation Fund.

Language is included under Bureau of Reclamation, General In-
vestigations and Construction Program providing that funds con-
tributed by non-Federal entities shall be available for expenditure.

Language is included under Bureau of Reclamation, Construction
Program providing that such sums as necessary shall be considered
as though advanced to the Colorado River Dam Fund for the Boul-
der Canyon Project.

Language is included under Bureau of Reclamation, Construction
Program which permits funds transfers within the overall appro-
priation to the Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and the Lower
Colorado River Basin Development Funds.

Language is also included under Bureau of Reclamation, Con-
struction Program, providing that the costs of safety of dams work
at Coolidge Dam, Arizona, are in addition to the amount authorized
for safety of dams work in 43 U.S.C. 506.

Language is included under Bureau of Reclamation, Operation
and Maintenance making funds available until expended.

For Operation and Maintenance, language is included providing
that funds may be derived from the reclamation fund and the spe-
cial fee account established pursuant to the Act of December 22,
1967.

Clarifying language is included under Bureau of Reclamation,
Operation and Maintenance relating to the costs of the examina-
tion of existing structures program.

For the Bureau of Reclamation, Operation and Maintenance,
funds collected and used pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 395 from water
users are made available until expended.

For the Loan Program, language is included regarding the source
of appropriated funds.

Language is included under General Administrative Expenses re-
ferring to the five Bureau of Reclamation regions.

Language is included under General Administrative Expenses
making a portion of the funds appropriated available until ex-
pended. Language is also included relating to the source of funds
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for General Administrative Expenses and prohibiting the use of
other appropriations for general administrative functions.

Language is included under Special Funds identifying the special
funds authorized by law from which funds are made available to
the Bureau of Reclamation as authorized and making it explicit
that such unexpended balances of such funds are to be returned to
sources from which derived.

Under Administrative Provisions, Bureau of Reclamation, lan-
guage is included providing for purchase of motor vehicles.

Under the Department of the Interior, Central Utah Project
Completion Account, language is included in the bill providing that
funds are available for carrying out the responsibility of the Sec-
retary of the Interior under the Central Utah Project Completion
Act.

Title Ill—Language is included under Uranium Supply and En-
richment Activities to permit the use of revenues received by the
Department for residual uranium enrichment activities to reduce
the appropriation as revenues are received. This language was in-
cluded in last year's appropriations Act.

Language is included for the Departmental Administration ac-
count, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, and consistent with the au-
thorization in Public Law 95-238, to permit DOE to utilize reve-
nues to offset appropriations. The appropriation language for this
account reflects the total estimated program funding to be reduced
as revenues are received. This language has been carried in pre-
vious appropriations Acts.

Language is included under Departmental Administration to per-
mit the Department of Energy to cover increases in the cost of
work for others provided that increases are offset by increased rev-
enues and waives 31 U.S.C. 1511 and 3302. This language has
been carried in previous appropriations Acts.

Language is included precluding any new direct loan obligations
for the Bonneville Power Administration.

Language is included under the Southwestern Power Administra-
tion, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, to permit Southwestern to
utilize reimbursements from the Department of Defense, various
Oklahoma companies, and other non-Federal entities. This lan-
guage has been carried in previous appropriations Acts.

Language is included under Construction, Rehabilitation, Oper-
ation, and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration pro-
viding $5,283,000 for deposit into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation
and Conservation Account pursuant to Title IV of the Reclamation
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 1992.

Language is included under the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission to permit the hire of passenger motor vehicles, for official
entertainment expenses, and to permit the use of revenues col-
lected to reduce the appropriation as revenues are received.

Title IV—Language is provided under the Appalachian Regional
Development program waiving section 405 of the Appalachian Re-
gional Development Act.

Language is included under the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
allowing transfer of appropriations to other agencies for certain
necessary activities and waives 31 U.S.C. 3302. This language has
been carried in previous appropriations Acts. Language is also in-



124

cluded, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, to permit NRC to utilize
revenues collected to offset appropriations.

Language is included which appropriates funds to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission from the Nuclear Waste Fund.

Language is included under the Office of Inspector General to
permit transfer of funds to other agencies for performance of work,
and to utilize revenues collected to offset appropriations.

Language is included under the Nuclear Waste Technical Review
Board which transfers funds to the Board from the Nuclear Waste
Fund.

Title V—Language is included repealing section 505 of Public
Law 102-377, the Fiscal Year 1993 Energy and Water Develop-
ment Appropriations Act, which prohibited the use of funds to con-
duct studies relating to changes in pricing hydroelectric power by
the six Federal public power authorities, and Sec. 208 of Public
Law 99-349, the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1986,
which prohibited the use of funds by the executive branch to solicit
proposals, prepare studies, or draft proposals to transfer out of
Federal ownership the Federal power marketing administrations
located within the contiguous 48 States.

Language is included repealing section 510 of Public Law 101-
514, the Fiscal Year 1991 Energy and Water Development Appro-
priations Act, which prohibited the use of funds by the executive
branch to change the employment levels determined by the admin-
istrators of the Federal power marketing administrations to be nec-
essary to carry out their responsibilities.

Language is included that provides that without fiscal year limi-
tation and notwithstanding section 502(b)(5) of the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act, as amended, or any other provision of law, a member
of the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board whose term has ex-
pired may continue to serve as a member of the Board until such
member’s successor has taken office.

APPROPRIATIONS NOT AUTHORIZED BY LAW

Pursuant to clause 3 of rule XXI of the House of Representatives,
the following table lists the appropriations in the accompanying bill
which are not authorized by law:

Bureau of Reclamation—Central Valley Project, Trinity River
Restoration Program, California
Department of Energy:
Energy Supply, Research and Development Activities
Uranium Supply and Enrichment Activities
General Science and Research Activities
Nuclear Waste Disposal Fund
Weapons Activities
Defense Environmental Restoration and Waste Management
Other Defense Activities
Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal
Departmental Administration
Office of Inspector General
Power Marketing Administrations
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Appalachian Regional Commission
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Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Inspector General

The Committee notes that the annual authorizing legislation for
many of these programs is in various stages of the legislative proc-
ess. It is anticipated these authorizations will be enacted into law
later this year.

COMPLIANCE WITH HOUSE RULE XIlI, CLAUSE 3
(RAMSEYER)

In compliance with clause 3 of Rule XIIl of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill,
as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omit-
ted is enclosed in black brackets):

The Accompanying bill would repeal section 505 of Public Law
102-377, the fiscal year 1993 Energy and Water Development Ap-
propriations Act.

[Sec. 505. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, sub-
sequent Energy and Water Development Appropriations Acts or
any other provision of law hereafter, none of the funds made avail-
able under this Act, subsequent Energy and Water Development
Appropriations Acts or any other law hereafter shall be used for
the purposes of conducting any studies relating or leading to the
possibility of changing from the currently required “at cost” to a
“market rate” or any other noncost-based method for the pricing of
hydroelectric power by the six Federal public power authorities, or
other agencies or authorities of the Federal Government, except as
may be specially authorized by Act of Congress hereafter enacted.]

The accompanying bill would repeal section 208 of Public Law
99-349, the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1986.

[Sec. 208. No funds appropriated or made available under this
or any other Act shall be used by the executive branch for soliciting
proposals, preparing or reviewing studies or drafting proposals de-
signed to transfer out of Federal ownership, management or control
in whole or in part the facilities and functions of the Federal power
marketing administrations located within the contiguous 48 States,
and the Tennessee Valley Authority, until such activities have been
specifically authorized and in accordance with terms and conditions
established by an Act of Congress hereafter enacted: Provided,
That this provision shall not apply to the authority granted under
section 2(e) of the Bonneville Project Act of 1937; or to the author-
ity of the Tennessee Valley Authority pursuant to any law under
which it may transfer facilities or functions in the normal course
of business In carrying out the purposes of the Tennessee Valley
Authority Act of 1933, as amended; or to the authority of the Ad-
ministrator of the General Services Administration pursuant to the
Federal Property and Administrative Service Act of 1949, as
amended, and the Surplus Property Act of 1944 to sell or otherwise
dispose of surplus property.]

The accompanying bill would repeal section 510 of Public Law
101-514, the Fiscal Year 1991 Energy and Water Development Ap-
propriations Act.

[SeEc. 510. Without fiscal year limitation and notwithstanding
any other provision of law, no funds appropriated or made avail-
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able under this or any other Act now or hereafter shall be used by
the executive branch to change the employment levels determined
by the Administrators of the Federal Power Marketing Administra-
tions to be necessary to carry out their responsibilities under the
Department of Energy, Organization Act and related laws, or to
change the employment levels of other Department of Energy pro-
grams to compensate for employment levels of the Federal Power
Marketing Administrations.]
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ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF HON. DAVID R. OBEY
CORPORATE WELFARE FOR THE NUCLEAR INDUSTRY

When the full Appropriations Committee considered the FY 1996
Energy, and Water Appropriations Bill on June 20, 1995, | offered
two amendments cutting spending. These amendments were de-
feated. It is my intention to offer these two amendments and an
additional amendment when the bill is considered on the House
floor.

Gas turbine modular helium reactor

The bill includes $20 million for the Gas Turbine Modular He-
lium Reactor (GT-MHR). | intended to offer an amendment to cut
this funding. This program funding is a prime example of the con-
tinuation of corporate welfare for the nuclear industry for a pro-
gram with questionable technology. No funds have been requested
by the President for this program for three years in a row.

The only commercial version of a GT-MHR reactor ever built
was Colorado’s Fort St. Vrain reactor, which had the worst operat-
ing record of any nuclear facility. Completed in 1974, it was shut
down in 1990 after having operated for years at 14% capacity.

Despite the claims of the proponents of the GT-MHR program
about a new design, the technology is still not proven. Even if it
were proven, | again point out that providing these funds amounts
to corporate welfare to a mature industry in the private sector. The
amount of $900 million has been spent for this program, and what
has been accomplished? The companies have determined that a
new design is required and if only Congress will just keep coming
up with a subsidy, then $5.3 billion later a prototype gas cooled re-
actor just might be built. Clearly this funding should be cut from
the bill.

Nuclear technology research and development program

The bill contains $18,000,000 for the Nuclear Technology re-
search and development program. | intend to offer an amendment
to cut this funding. Last year Congress voted decisively to kill the
Advanced Liquid Metal Reactor Program. The program was ulti-
mately judged too costly (at $3.3 billion) and the technology too
questionable to continue the program.

The Department of Energy sought and received approval from
the Committee to reprogram $21 million to terminate this program.
After receiving approval the Department reneged on its commit-
ment, terminated only a few people through buyouts, and sought
an additional $37 million in FY 1996 to continue the funding of
these positions while they searched for a new mission for the Ar-
gonne Lab.
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The Department claims this program is necessary because nu-
clear reprocessing technology may be a potential treatment for
spent fuel. Internal documents from the Department show that
there is no consensus within the Department on this technology,
and in fact the Department’s waste managers have developed plans
for spent fuel which do not involve reprocessing.

The Department of Energy is singled out for elimination in the
House passed Budget Resolution. This is one minor program within
the Department of Energy for which there is no current purpose.
The $18 million provided in this bill does exactly what many in the
majority party have been promising they would not do, that is con-
tinue funding for a federal program for which there is no current
purpose. If the Congress can't eliminate one small program whose
usefulness has ended, how can anyone take seriously the claims
that the Department of Energy will be eliminated?

Advanced light water reactor

The bill contains $40,000,000 for the Advanced Light Water Re-
actor program. | will offer an amendment to cut this funding. Here
we go again with another example of corporate welfare for the nu-
clear industry. The bill contains $40 million to help large corpora-
tions obtain design certification from the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

This amounts to the government funding a portion of the licens-
ing costs of large corporations to comply with its own regulations.
The Committee heard volumes of testimony this year from organi-
zations saying, “let the marketplace determinate what is commer-
cially viable. The government shouldn’'t be in the business of pick-
ing winners and losers”, they said repeatedly. These remarks ap-
parently fell on deaf ears, or alternatively the Committee has de-
termined that these concepts do not apply to the nuclear industry.

DAaviD R. OBEY.



ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF HON. NANCY PELOSI

The Committee has indicated that it intends to eliminate funding
of the San Joaquin River Basin Resource Management Initiative,
authorized in section 3601(c)(1) of the 1992 Central Valley Project
Improvement Act (CVPIA; P.L. 102-575). Specifically, the Commit-
tee Report “directs that the $1,000,000 requested for the San Joa-
quin River Basin Resource Management Initiative not be expended
for that purpose.”

As | noted in my views on HR 1158, this program was included
in the CVPIA to address fish, wildlife and habitat concerns on the
San Joaquin River. They study was authorized so that steps could
be determined to restore fish to the San Joaquin River, where irri-
gation water deliveries have destroyed several stocks of commer-
cially valuable anadromous fish.

Elimination of this study will deny the public important informa-
tion about the destruction of fishery resources in the San Joaquin
River. The study is opposed by a small group of CVP beneficiaries
who receive subsidized water supplies at the expense of California’s
commercial and sport fish resources. The study has been author-
ized Congress and is being conducted properly by the Bureau of
Reclamation. It should be allowed to proceed without interference
by special interests.

Committee report language also “directs that the Bureau of Rec-
lamation take no action to collect costs associated with the
Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program or the San Joaquin Valley
Drainage Program until drainage service negotiations are complete,
drainage service is provided, or the authorizing Committee has
acted on this issue.” This Committee has already approved years
of delays in the initiation of repayment at the request of project
beneficiaries while a detailed repayment study was underway by
the Department. Now, that study is completed and recommenda-
tions have been made with respect to the proper apportionment of
repayment. Yet no effort has been made to modify existing repay-
ment law to confirm to the study’s recommendations.

This language, if it is heeded by the Bureau of Reclamation,
would indefinitely delay the repayment of these costs, providing a
further subsidy to the CVP water users who have contaminated the
Central Valley and the Sacramento-Bay and Delta for years with
their toxic irrigation drainage. The Commissioner of the Bureau of
Reclamation quite properly advised Congress earlier this year that
he had no choice under current law but to insist that the more
than $70 million spent on these programs be repaid. These costs
are reimbursable under the law, and this Committee should not at-
tempt to intrude on the Bureau of Reclamation’s responsibility to
initiate repayment. While | endorse the proposal to allow the au-
thorizing Committee to consider various alternatives for repayment
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of Kesterson cleanup and drainage study costs, 1 do not believe

that further repayment delays are appropriate.
NANCY PELOSI.

O
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