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Oct.

Sep. 28th: Six month 
CR passed

March 26th: full-year CR 
(with sequestration) 

Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. July – Sep.

May 15th: Reprogramming to 

align funding within program

Budget Timeline: FY 2013

Jan. 1st:  Congress passed 
a two month delay to 
sequestration 
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Oct.

Oct. 17th – Jan. 18th: EM 

fundingat $4.9B level 

($700M below request)

Oct. 1st – 16th: Lapse in 

appropriations severely 

impacts EM operations

President releases FY 

2015 budget request

Oct. 17tH: Congress passes 

Continuing Resolution, ending 

lapse in appropriations

Sep. 30th – Deadline for 

Congress to pass an 

appropriation for FY 2015

Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. July – Sep.

Budget Timeline: FY 2014 Events and FY 2015 

Outlook

Jan 17th: Full-year 

appropriation funds EM 

$208M above request

Dec 26th: Bipartisan 

Budget Act of 2013 

signed into law
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EM Long-Term Budget History

(Dollars in billions)

Historical EM 
Average 
Funding Level: 
$6.2 billion
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EM’s Recent Budget History

$411M Funding 

Reduction from 

Sequestration

$319M Reduction 

from CR Rules

*Annualized funding level from the temporary continuing resolution

Funding Increase in FY14 

Omnibus Appropriation
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EM’s FY 2014 Budget: Funding by Mission 

Area

Tank Waste

34%

Facility D&D

20%
TRU & Solid 

Waste

14%

Nuclear 

Materials, 

Safeguards 

and Security

14%

Soil & 

Groundwater

9%

Essential Site 

Services

7%

Spent Nuclear Fuel

3%

$1,983M

$1,169M
$801M

$797M

$506M

$413M
$161M

*

*Includes Program Direction, Program 
Support, TDD, Post Closure 
Administration and Community and 
Regulatory Support

(Percentages do not add to 100 due to rounding)

Total: $5,830M
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EM Funding by Site in FY 2014

(Dollars in Millions)

Savannah River

$1,255

River 

Protection

$1,210

Richland

$1,013

Oak Ridge

$430

Idaho

$392

Paducah

$324

Program Direction

$300

Los Alamos

$225

Carlsbad

$221

Portsmouth

$199

Small Sites

$226
Mission Support

$36
Total Funding: 

$5.830 Billion
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Funding by Site – Change from FY 2013 to FY 2014

(Dollars in Millions)

FY 13 Enacted:  $5.299B
FY 14 Enacted:  $5.830B

Increase of:   $   531M
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Progress Dollars

Maintenance Dollars

Remaining dollars 
available for progress 
continues to decreaseInflation continues to 

increase maintenance/ 
support costs

Impact of Funding Reductions on Purchasing 

Power

� EM’s funding is divided 

between two main 

categories: The costs of 

maintaining a safe, secure 

and operations ready 

posture (“Maintenance 

Dollars”) and the costs of 

performing active cleanup 

work (“Progress Dollars”). 

� Funding reductions 

disproportionately impact 

“Progress Dollars,” since 

maintenance costs are 

largely fixed.

� High maintenance costs 

are driven in part by the 

78 Hazard Category 2 and 

3 Nuclear Facilities 

managed by EM (more 

than any other DOE 

program).


