The following 5 pages numbered 32 through 36 were excerpted from the Text of the
House Amendments to Senate Amendment to H.R. 2764 State, Foreign Operations, and
Related Programs Appropriation Act, 2008 (committed on December 16, 2007). The
subsequent page calculates the total earmark amount for the Environmental Programs and

Management (EPM) Appropriation, taking into account the 1.56% across the board
rescission.



= Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH)

= The mineral Trona
In addition, the Agency is urged to report to Congress on the PAH study referenced in the
House Report and also to develop an updated health standard for ingested hexavalent
chromium, which then should be used to revise the Maximum Contaminant Level Goal as
soon as possible.

In addition: ‘
1. The Agency is directed to report on the short term results and long term assessment plans to

reduce lab support costs Agency-wide.
2. The general reduction to this account, as proposed by the House, is not included.

3. It is imperative that EPA issue its decision on the December, 2005 waiver application
submitted by the State of California to enact vehicle emission standards to reduce greenhouse
gases by 30 percent in 2016 by no later than December 31, 2007. The Committees on
Appropriations are dismayed that the EPA Administrator has unreasonably delayed his decision
on the petition and forced the State of California to file suit in order to compel a decision. If no
decision is made by that date, the Agency is directed to provide a report detailing why there is
further delay, as proposed by the House.

Further, the Committees on Appropriations are concerned by reports that dfficials at other
Federal agencies, including the Department of Transportation and the White House Office of
Environmental Quality, may have engaged in inappropriate lobbying efforts to deny the waiver.
The decision on California's waiver petition must be made on the petition's legal and technical
merits and the approval process must not be politicized in any way.

CLIMATE CHANGE COMMISSION

The amended bill does not include the House proposal to fund a new Climate Change
Commission.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT

The amended bill provides $2,364,854,000 for Environmental Programs and
Management, instead of $2,370,582,000 as proposed by the House and $2,384,121,000 as
proposed by the Senate. The table at the end of this Division allocates the total for this account
by program area. The Agency is further directed to allocate the funds as follows:

Air Toxics and Quality:

< U1l

inrehrdes $700,000 to restore the Sunwise program to prior year levels.

Brownfields:

i $527,000 above the request to restore the Smart Growth program to prior
. year levels.

Climate Protection Program:
$49,000,000 for the Energy Star program;
$4,436,000 for the Methane to Markets program;
$3,500,000 within the Federal Support Air Quality Management program for the Agency
to use its existing authority under the Clean Air Act to develop and publish a rule
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requiring mandatory reporting of greenhouse gas emissions above appropriate thresholds
in all sectors of the economy. Bill language to this effect is provided in the
administrative provisions section. The Agency is directed to publish a draft rule no later
than nine months after the date of enactment of this Act, and a final rule no later than 18
months after the date of enactment of this Act. The Agency is further directed to include
in its rule reporting of emissions resulting from upstream production and downstream
sources, to the extent that the Administrator deems it appropriate. The Administrator shall
determine appropriate thresholds of emissions above which reporting is required, and
how frequently reports shall be submitted to EPA. The Administrator shall have
discretion to use existing reporting requirements for electric generating units under
Section 821 of the Clean Air Act, and; _

$250,000 for the Agency to modify existing programs to accommodate quality assurance
and quality control for emissions submitted via and regulated by the established
northeastern Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) in the same manner as set forth
under Title IV of the Clean Air Act.

Funding is not included for the Asia-Pacific Partnership program. The general increase
for climate protection programs, as proposed by the House, is also not included.

Compliance:
$28,066,000 for Compliance Assistance Centers;
$9,786,000 for Compliance Incentives;
$90,128,000 for Compliance Monitoring.

Enforcement:
$6,500,000 for Environmental Justice programs;
$7,000,000 for a combined general increase for Civil and Criminal Enforcement to be
allocated between the two at the Agency’s discretion.

Environmental Protection / Congressional Priorities:
The amended bill includes $13,650,000 for the following high priority projects, instead of
$19,500,000, as proposed by the Senate:
$7,700,000 -- National Rural Water Association (NRWA);
$2,800,000 — Small Public Water System Technology Centers, as listed in Senate
Report 110-91, with each center receiving $350,000;
$2,450,000 — Rural Community Assistance Partnership (RCAP);
$700,000 --- Water Systems Council Wellcare.

Environmental Protection/Demonstration Project Competitive Grants:
Funds are not included for a new competitive grant program, as proposed by the Senate.

Geographic Programs:
The amended bill includes $99,025,000 to be allocated as follows:

Program FY 2008 Amount

Chesapeake Bay $31,000,000
Great Lakes $22,000,000
Puget Sound $20,000,000
San Francisco Bay $5,000,000
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Long Island Sound $5,000,000

Gulf of Mexico $5,700,000
Lake Champlain $2,750,000
Lake Pontchartrain $978,000
Community Action for a Renewed Env. $3,448,000
Regional Administrator’s Initiatives $0
Other Geographic Activities $3,149,000

Directives for specific geographic programs are as follows:

1. Chesapeake Bay Program: $31,000,000 for this program, instead of $30,000,000
proposed by the House and $32,812,000 proposed by the Senate. The Agency is directed to
allocate the Chesapeake Bay funding as follows:

$21,000,000 for base programs;

$8,000,000 for Targeted Watershed Grants;

$2,000,000 for Small Watershed Grants.

The Agency is further directed to implement immediately all of the recommendations
contained in the October, 2005 Government Accountability Office (GAO) report. Of the funds
provided to the Bay Program and the Office of the Administrator of EPA, $5,000,000 in
administrative funds shall not become available until 60 days after the EPA Administrator
submits a report to the Senate and House Appropriations Committees and to the Comptroller
General stating, with supporting evidence, that EPA has implemented the recommendations
contained in the GAO report. ,

In addition, the Agency is directed to develop a Chesapeake Bay action plan for the
remaining years of the Chesapeake 2000 Agreement. This plan must: (1) clearly articulate
realistic targets the Chesapeake Bay Program expects to achieve in each of the remaining years;
(2) describe the actual activities the Chesapeake Bay Program will implement in each year to
achieve these annual targets; (3) identify the amount and source of funding that will be used to
accomplish each of these activities; and, (4) describe the process the Chesapeake Bay Program
will use to track and measure the progress of these actions. Finally, the GAO is directed to
conduct periodic performance assessments of progress made on this action plan.

2. Puget Sound: Funds are included for continued development and implementation of
the Puget Sound 2020 Action Agenda. These funds provide for grants to the Section 320
designated state agency, as well as grants, contracts and support for other aspects of the Action
Agenda.

3. San Francisco Bay Watersheds: As directed in the Senate Report 110-91, funds are
provided for new partnership competitive grants for protection and restoration of San Francisco
Bay watersheds located in the Bay area. Matching funds of no less than 25 percent shall be
required, and priority shall be given to organizations that emphasize the ability to leverage
additional public and private funds.

4. Regional Administrator’s Initiatives: Funds are not included for this program. The
Agency is directed to implement the directives for this program included in House Report 110-
187, should future budgets propose funds for this program, and report to the Committees on
Appropriations on the use of prior year funds by March 1, 2008.

Indoor Air:
An additional $500,000 above the request for the Reduced Risks from Indoor Air
program.

Information Exchange / Outreach:
$9,000,000 for the Environmental Education Program;
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$6,241,000 for Children and Other Sensitive Populations.
For the Environmental Education funds, the Agency is directed to apply the distribution
formula in the authorizing statute to the entire amount provided.

International Programs: $5,500,000 for the US/Mexico Border Program.

IT / Data Management / Security:
The amended bill includes $1,000,000 above the request to restore the network of EPA
libraries recently closed or consolidated by the Administration, instead of $2,000,000 as
proposed by the Senate. The Agency is directed to submit a report to the Committees on
Appropriations regarding actions it will take to restore publicly available libraries to
provide environmental information and data to each EPA region within 90 days of
enactment of this Act.

Legal / Science / Regulatory / Economic Review:
$40,106,000 for Legal Advice: Environmental Program;
$14,246,000 for Legal Advice: Support Program;
$21,511,000 for Regulatory Innovation;
$16,551,000 for Reégulatory/Economic-Management and Analysis.
Of the funds provided for Regulatory Innovation, the Agency is directed to provide at
least $1,015,000 to the Smart Growth program to restore it to prior year levels.

Operations and Administration:
$28,992.,000 for Acquisition Management;
$301,728,000 for Facilities Infrastructure and Operations, which reflects a reduction to
the Agency’s rent budget. The general reduction proposed by the House is not included.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA):
Because Congress has not authorized fees necessary to administer an electronic manifest
for hazardous waste, the requested $4,000,000 for the manifest is not provided.
Consistent with language in House Report 110-187, the Agency is directed to use a
portion of the increase over the prior fiscal year to expedite completion of the final rule
on disposal of industrial wipes and to report to the Committees on Appropriations by
March 1, 2008, on the status of its efforts.

Toxics Risk Review and Prevention: :
$12,240,000, an increase of $1,225,000 above the request, for the High Production
Volume Challenge (HPVC) and Voluntary Children’s Chemical Evaluation Program
(VCCEP), as proposed by both the House and Senate.
$8,800,000 for Endocrine Disruptors, as proposed by the Senate. The Agency is directed
to follow the report language on this subject in both the House and Senate Reports;
$16,621,000 for Pollution Prevention, as proposed by the Senate.

Water: Ecosystems:
$35,000,000 for the Great Lakes Legacy Act, as proposed by the Senate and instead of
$37,000,000 proposed by the House.
$27,203,000 for National Estuary Program/Coastal Waterways, as proposed by the
House. The Agency is directed to allot $16,832,000 of these funds to the National
Estuary Section 320 grant program, consistent with the House recommendation.
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Water: Human Health Protection:
The amount provided includes an additional $1,000,000 above the request for the
Agency’s work on the Underground Injection Control, Carbon Sequestration Rule.
Funding for rural water programs is provided in the Environmental
Protection/Congressional Priorities program area, as proposed by the Senate, and not as a
competitive program here, as proposed by the House.

In addition:

1. The Agency is directed to fund the Smart Growth program at the fiscal year 2007
level in all program-projects which support the program. Based on information provided to the
Committees, this amount should be no less than $1,542,000 in the EPM Account.

2. The Agency is directed to submit a report on Environmental Justice, consistent with
the directive in House Report 110-187.

3. Consistent with Senate Report 110-91, the Agency is urged to adopt final pesticide
container recycling regulations within 180 days of enactment of this Act.

4. While the Agency is not directed to implement the WaterISAC program through a
grant to the Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies, as outlined in Senate Report 110-91,
given AMWA'’s experience, the Agency is encouraged to consider this option.

5. The general reduction to this account, as proposed by the House, is not included.

6. The Agency was mandated by Congress in 1992 to adopt a rule pursuant to 15 USC
2692(c)(3) before October 28, 1996, to protect children from lead poisoning caused by
renovation or remodeling activities in target housing, public buildings constructed before 1978,
and commercial buildings that create lead-based paint hazards. More than 10 years after the
deadline, EPA has not promulgated regulations, putting thousands of children at risk of the
irreversible damage of lead poisoning. The EPA Administrator is directed to finalize the rule by
March 31, 2008, and is urged to ensure that the rule is no less protective of children than the
Lead-Safe Housing Rule adopted by the U.S. Department of Housing andyDevelopment at 24 Ve
CFR Part 35 in 1999. Z

7. The Committees on Appropriations are aware of concerns about the potential
environmental and health impacts of proposed new coal-fired power plants in the Central Texas
region. The Government Accountability Office is requested to review the adequacy under the
Clean Air Act of the determinations about such impacts carried out by the Environmental
Protection Agency directly and as delegated to the State of Texas. The report should also include
information on current electric power supply and demand in the region including fuel diversity
and consumer electricity costs.

8. The Committees on Appropriations are aware of concerns about the classification of
Great Basin National Park as a Class II rather than as a Class I area under the provisions of the -
Clean Air Act (title 42,Chapter 85,Subpart 1, Part C). The Government Accountability Office is
requested to review whether the current classification of the Park is adequate to ensure long-term
protection of air quality and visibility in the Park under the Environmental Protection Agency's
direct and delegated authorities.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
The amended bill provides $41,750,000 for the Office of the Inspector General account,

instead of $43,500,000 as proposed by the House and $40,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.
The table at the end of this Division allocates the total for this account by program area.
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FY 2008 Earmarks in Environmental Programs and Management (EPM) Appropriation

Description Amount (whole dollars) Count
National Rural Water Association (NRWA) for rural and small water system technical assistance programs $7,700,000 1
Small Public Water System Technology Assistance Centers Program $2,800,000 1
Rural Community Assistance Partnership (RCAP) to fund rural and small water system technical assistance $2,450,000 1
Water Systems Council WellCare water well owner technical assistance program $700,000 1
San Francisco Bay Wetlands Restoration Grants $5,000,000 1
Puget Sound $19,000,000 1
Total $37,650,000 6
1.56% -$587,340

Total after 1.56% Recission $37,062,660





