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H.R. 4255, THE ACCOUNTABILITY IN GRANTS
ACT OF 2012

Tuesday, September 11, 2012

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND POWER,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:20 a.m., in room
2123 of the Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Ed Whitfield
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Members present: Representatives Whitfield, Walden, Terry,
Burgess, Bilbray, Scalise, Olson, McKinley, Pompeo, Griffith, Bar-
ton, Upton (ex officio), Rush, and Waxman (ex officio).

Staff present: Gary Andres, Staff Director; Anita Bradley, Senior
Policy Advisor to Chairman Emeritus; Allison Busbee, Legislative
Clerk; Andy Duberstein, Deputy Press Secretary; Cory Hicks, Pol-
icy Coordinator, Energy and Power; Heidi King, Chief Economist;
Ben Lieberman, Counsel, Energy and Power; Mary Neumayr, Sen-
ior Energy Counsel; Phil Barnett, Democratic Staff Director; Alison
Cassady, Democratic Senior Professional Staff Member; Greg
Dotson, Democratic Energy and Environment Staff Director;
Caitlin Haberman, Democratic Policy Analyst; and Karen Light-
foot, Democratic Communications Director and Senior Policy Advi-
sor.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ED WHITFIELD, A REPRESENT-
ATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE COMMONWEALTH OF KEN-
TUCKY

Mr. WHITFIELD. I would like to call this hearing to order this
morning.

Today, we are going to have a legislative hearing on H.R. 4255,
the Accountability and Grants Act, which was introduced recently.
And I might say that all of us when we are back home in our dis-
tricts hear people talk all the time about the Federal debt. And as
you know, it is now around $16 trillion. And they are always ask-
ing the question, why is it that you all in Washington cannot seem
to ever get spending under control? And we all know that there is
not one piece of legislation that is going to solve that problem. But
this is one piece of legislation that many of us believe is a small
step in the right direction, and it does involve real money, but in
many ways I think we could say that it is really a symbolic gesture
that does save money.

Now, our friends on the other side of the aisle had a memo that
they sent out on this legislation and it says, “the data does not sup-
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port the majority’s assertions that the Obama administration has
intensified grant-making from EPA for international activities that
do not benefit the American people.” Well, I would say, first of all,
I introduced this legislation and I never asserted that the Obama
administration intensified grant-making for international activities.
I am simply saying that ever since the Clean Air Act was written,
this Section 1703 has been in there allowing money to be spent for
international purposes through grants out of EPA. And the Bush
administration did it, Obama administration did it, the Clinton ad-
ministration did it, so everyone is doing it.

But the purpose of this legislation is simply to take one small
step to show the American people that at this time in our Nation’s
history when we have a $16 trillion Federal debt that, yes, at least
temporarily, let us stop international grant-making through EPA.
And I am not even going to argue that there hasn’t been some ben-
efit in these grants. But I would argue that, right now, one of the
major factors facing our country is a debt load that we cannot con-
tinue with over the long-term. So if we cannot pass a piece of legis-
lation like this, then I would say our opportunities of trying to cur-
tail this debt is almost hopeless.

So this bill is limited in scope and applies only to grants and
other financial assistance under Section 103 of the Clean Air Act,
which authorizes the administrator to undertake certain research,
investigation, and training. Now, we know that the money has gone
to the Chinese for swine study, we know money has gone to the
Ukraine, has gone to Polish municipalities regarding landfill gas,
we know it has gone to Indonesia, we know a lot of it has gone to
the United Nations, and all of these projects may be perfectly fine,
but when we have this kind of debt, we are simply trying to make
a statement—let us curtail this for a period of time. And that is
what this legislation is designed to do.

And as we go through this hearing, we will get more into the spe-
cifics of it. But I would reiterate once again certainly not my pur-
pose, not my intent to try to jump on the Obama administration
for doing this. This is a government program that has gone on for
too long. At this time, we think it should be halted. So that is what
it is all about.

And at this time, I would yield to the distinguished gentleman
from Illinois, Mr. Rush.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Whitfield and H.R. 4255 follow:]
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Opening Statement of the Honorable Ed Whitfield
Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Hearing on “The American Energy Initiative: A Focus on
H.R. 4255, the ‘Accountability in Grants Act of 2012"
September 11, 2012
(As Prepared for Delivery)

| am pleased that we are here today considering what should be a non-controversial bill, the
“Accountability in Grants Act of 2012.”

This bipartisan bili would prohibit EPA from funding certain foreign programs, projects, or activities under
the Clean Air Act.

This bill is limited in scope and applies only to grants and other financial assistance under Section 103 of
the Clean Air Act, which authorizes the administrator to undertake certain research, investigation, and
training.

This bill does not impact any other provision of law, including those invoked for humanitarian aid and
smergency assistance. Foreign aid is another issue that could be discussed at a later date, but those
efforts are properly handled by the State Department — not EPA.

1 introduced this bill in response to what we learned from a 2011 letter to EPA asking for a list of grants
awarded by EPA pursuant to Section 103 of the Clean Air Act. What | have found from EPA’s response
and the committee’s further inquiries has surprised me. | found examples such as:

*  $141,450 to China to study swine manure.

*  $305,849 to the Science and Technology center in the Ukraine to re-train former Newly
Independent States (NIS) weapons scientists.

*  $180,000 to train Polish municipalities on landfill gas.

*  Over $400,000 to indonesia for the “Breathe Easy Jakarta” program supporting urban air quality
management.

+  $1,226,841 for the United Nations to promote clean fuels.

A May 2011 Congressional Research Service study reported on the amount of U.S. foreign assistance
given in Fiscal Year 2010, by sector, to countries holding more than $10.0 billion in U.S. debt. These
countries included China, Brazil, and Russia.

According to CRS, these countries collectively received millions of dollars in foreign assistance in 2010
from U.8. agencies for the environmental sector alone. At the same time, these countries are some of our
largest creditors. As of June of this year, China alone holds more than $1.1 trillion in U.S. treasury
securities. This data is concerning, especially when considering that the United States national debt now
exceeds $16 trillion and is spiraling out of control.

We can't maintain our roads, bridges and domestic programs, but yet we have money to give China to
study swine manure. Something doesn’t smell right in this situation.

To be fair, this type of spending wasn't started by President Obama, but President Obama has
exacerbated the problem. { have records going back as far as 2001, supplied o the committee by EPA,
showing that since that time the EPA has spent approximately $140 million in its foreign grant programs.
Of this amount, nearly $50 million was awarded in Fiscal Years 2010 and 2011 alone.

I'm sure that the other side is going to say that this bill guts the Clean Air Act, that this money creates
jobs, or that curbing foreign EPA grants will do nothing to solve our debt problems. But | would argue that
we have to start somewhere if we intend to dig ourselves out of the mountain of debt we currently have.



4

| might also add that even if you don’t want to limit EPA’'s foreign authority, | hope we can all agree that
this money would be better spent building a new bridge, finishing a dam, or directly improving
environmental quality with projects right here in the United States, so that we can grow our economy here

at home rather than overseas.

The American people sent us to Washington to clean things up and this is just one example of where we
can all agree -- that this money should be spent here at home rather than in China or Indonesia.

Hitt
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To prohibit the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency from

awarding any grant, contract, cooperative agreement, or other finaneial
assistance under section 103 of the Clean Air Aect for any program,
project, or activity to oceur outside the United States and its territories
and possessions.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
MarcH 22, 2012

Mr, WHITFIELD {for himself, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. BARROW, Mr. SuL-

LIVAN, Mr. CoBLE, Mr. CARTER, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. HARRIS,
Mrs. LuMMis, Mr. LoNg, Mr. CRAVAACK, Mr. LiaTTa, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mrs, CaPITO, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
Pompro, Mr. WESTMORELAND, and Mr., BROOKS) introduced the fol-
lowing bill; which was referred to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on Seience, Space, and Tech-
nology, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdie-
tion of the committee concerned

A BILL

To prohibit the Administrator of the Environmental Protec-

1

tion Agency from awarding any grant, contract, eoopera-
tive agreement, or other financial assistance under sec-
tion 103 of the Clean Air Act for any program, project,
or activity to occur outside the United States and its
territories and possessions.

Be 1t enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Accountability in
Grants Act of 2012”.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION AGAINST FUNDING CERTAIN FOR-
EIGN PROGRAMS, PROJECTS, AND ACTIVI-
TIES.

Section 103 of the Clean Air Act is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

“(1) PROHIBITION AGAINST FUNDING FOREIGN PRO-
GRAMS, PROJECTS, AND ACTIVITIES.—The Administrator
shall not award any grant, contract, cooperative agree-
ment, or other financial assistance under this section for
any program, project, or activity to occur outside the

United States and its territories and possessions.”.

O
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OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BOBBY L. RUSH, A REP-
RESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Mr. RusH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Well, I tell you, Mr. Chairman, in my 20 years in this Congress,
I have never seen nor heard of anything that is so shallow, any leg-
islation that appeared before any committee in the Congress that
is so shallow, so ill-informed, so misplaced than this piece of legis-
lation that we are wasting the taxpayers’ money on right now by
even considering this headline-grabbing attempt by your side to,
one more time, cast the Obama administration in an ugly light.

Mr. Chairman, we have been having hearings and you seem to
know we are presiding again as one of the most ineffective and un-
productive sessions of this subcommittee in recent years, and I
thought that maybe over the summer, especially when we are
under a new decorum here, I thought that at least we would have
a different kind of attitude after the summer recess.

But Mr. Chairman, I want to remind you that it has been a year
now and Republicans on this subcommittee have passed message
vote after message vote and they have brought up a variety of use-
less deals expressing some kind of dislike over the EPA, the Clean
Air Act, and again the Obama administration. And this bill, I must
remind you or predict that it is headed straight to the legislative
scrap pile, a scrap heap where all legislation like this usually ends
up. And this bill is not aimed at producing not one job for the
American people or it is not aimed at moving our country’s energy
policy forward not even one iota, one scintilla.

Today, we are having this hearing and trying to keep the EPA
from awarding grants or contracts or partnerships in foreign coun-
tries that could be used to address global issues, not just issues
that we are not affected by. These are global issues that most of
this money goes toward, issues like climate change. Mr. Chairman,
climate change doesn’t just affect your constituents in Kentucky or
my constituents in Illinois. We are living in a global environment
and climate change affects all of us. Mercury emissions and things,
all of us, they don’t have any kind of consideration for national wa-
ters.

Mr. Chairman, again, we are trying to embarrass the administra-
tion and we are going about this absolutely wrong. There are some
facts—you might not want to hear them—but there are some facts.
You know, the data provided by the EPA to this subcommittee
shows that under President Obama, the EPA grants have resulted
in less spending abroad than in the last year of the Bush adminis-
tration. Foreign expenditures covered by the EPA grants total $8.5
million in 2008 and declined to $6 million in 2011. Mr. Chairman,
you might not want the American people to know, but I am going
to tell them that most of this money of these grants, they don’t go
outside of the shores of this Nation. This money is spent right here
at home at our universities, our research centers. These grants
help keep American scientists and American students busy, keep
them working. This is certainly not a boondoggle for some foreign
government.

Mr. Chairman, I think that we are really way off base with this.
This would be laughable if it was not so serious in that we are
wasting precious taxpayer dollars on this shallow non-productive
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hearing on this bill that I guarantee you will not see the light of

day.

I yield back.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you very much, Mr. Rush.

At this time, I recognize the gentleman from Michigan, Mr.
Upton, for 5 minutes.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. FRED UPTON, A REPRESENTA-
TIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

Mr. UpTON. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Today, as we know, we are going to be discussing H.R. 4255, the
Accountability in Grants Act of 2012, which prohibits EPA from
awarding grants to foreign countries under the Clean Air Act.

Over the past 18 months, this committee has held numerous
hearings on various actions taken by the EPA, and one recurring
theme throughout our oversight is that the Agency has strayed
away from its core mission. In fact, EPA is pursuing a wide-rang-
ing agenda that is neither specified nor required under the Clean
Air Act. One example is the Agency’s war on coal. EPA has no stat-
utory authority to set America’s energy policy, yet the Agency has
embarked on a multi-pronged agenda to regulate coal out of exist-
ence. We will continue to push back hard against this anti-coal ef-
fort to protect jobs and ensure Americans continue to have access
to affordable electricity.

But today, we are addressing another one of the Agency’s ques-
tionable activities—the sending of millions of dollars in grants
overseas, particularly those grants awarded under Section 103 of
the Clean Air Act. There is nothing in the Clean Air Act directing
the EPA to send tax dollars abroad, and the American people
would not be pleased to know we are subsidizing foreign projects
at a time when millions of Americans are out of work and the na-
tional debt has now eclipsed $16 trillion.

While the practice of awarding such grants to foreign recipients
did not begin with this EPA, it is under this administration that
foreign grant spending has nearly doubled. The Agency doled out
nearly $12 million in foreign grants in 09, $22 million in 2010, $28
million in 2011. It is a disturbing trend that won’t stop unless we
do something about it.

It is not merely an issue of money. In fact, many of these foreign
grants raise questions for reasons that go well beyond the dollars
and cents. Some of the grants go to countries like China, Russia,
Brazil who rank among the largest foreign holders of U.S. treasury
securities. In the case of China, we are talking about a country
that holds more than a trillion dollars in U.S. debt, so we have the
odd situation of borrowing money from a country and then giving
back some of it in grants.

Several grants go to foreign countries to help their industries
deal with various pollution issues, but many of these foreign energy
producers and manufacturers are in direct competition with their
American counterparts. The fact that the very same EPA that is
strangling our domestic industry with regulatory red tape is also
sending checks that assist foreign competitors raises questions as
well. In addition, many of these grants seem downright out-
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landish—$450,000 for the “Breathe Easy, Jakarta” initiative.
Somehow this spending has got to come to an end.

The Accountability in Grants Act would prohibit any more Amer-
ican tax dollars from being used under Section 103 of the Clean Air
Act for purposes outside of the U.S. In doing so, the bill will save
taxpayer dollars and force the administration to focus on actual re-
sponsibilities here at home.

And I yield back to Mr. Barton.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Upton follows:]



10

Opening Statement of the Honorable Fred Upton
Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Hearing on “The American Energy lnitiative: A Focus on
H.R. 4255, the ‘Accountability in Grants Act of 2012"”
September 11, 2012
(As Prepared for Delivery)

Today, we will be discussing H.R. 4255, the “Accountability in Grants Act of 2012,” which prohibits EPA
from awarding grants to foreign countries under the Clean Air Act.

Over the past 18 months, this committee has held numerous hearings on various actions taken by
President Obama's EPA, and the one recurring theme throughout our oversight is that the agency has
strayed away from its core mission. in fact, EPA is pursuing a wide-ranging agenda that is neither
specified nor required under the Clean Air Act. One example is the agency’s war on coal. EPA has no
statutory authority to set America’s energy policy, yet the agency has embarked on a multi-pronged
agenda to regulate coal use out of existence. We will continue to push back hard against the Obama
administration's anti-coal efforts to protect jobs and ensure Americans continue to have access to
affordable electricity.

But today, we will address another one of the agency’s questionable activities — the sending of millions of
dollars in grants overseas, particularly those grants awarded under Section 103 of the Clean Air Act.
There is nothing in the Clean Air Act directing the EPA to send tax dollars abroad, and the American
people would not be pleased to know we are subsidizing foreign projects at a time when millions of
Americans are out of work and the national debt just eclipsed $16 triliion.

While the practice of awarding such grants to foreign recipients did not begin with the Obama EPA, itis
under this administration that foreign grant spending has nearly doubled. The agency doled out nearly
$12 miltion dollars in foreign grants in 2009, nearly $22 million in 2010, and $28 million in 2011. Thisis a
disturbing trend that won't stop unless we do something about it.

This is not merely an issue of money. In fact, many of these foreign grants raise questions for reasons
that go well beyond the dollars and cents.

Some of these grants go to countries like China, Russia and Brazil who rank among the largest foreign
holders of U.S. treasury securities. In the case of China, we are talking about a country that holds more
than a trillion dolars in U.S. debt. So we have the odd situation of borrowing money from a country and
then giving some of it back in grants.

Several grants go to foreign countries to help their industries deal with various pollution issues. But many
of these foreign energy producers and manufacturers are in direct competition with their American
counterparts. The fact that the very same EPA that is strangling our domestic industries with regulatory
red tape is also sending checks that may assist foreign competitors raises questions as well.

in addition, many of these grants seem downright outlandish. The Obama administration’s answer to
soaring unemployment and skyrocketing debt? $450,000 for the “Breath Easy, Jakarta” initiative. This
kind of spending must come to an end.

The Accountability in Grants Act would prohibit any more American tax dollars from being used under
Section 103 of the Clean Air Act for purposes outside the U.S. In doing so, this bill will save taxpayer
dollars and force the Obama administration to focus on its actual responsibilities here at home.

H#itH
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OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOE BARTON, A
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF TEXAS

Mr. BARTON. Well, thank you, Chairman Upton, and thank you,
Chairman Whitfield, for scheduling a legislative hearing on H.R.
4255.

During the EPA budget hearing back last spring, we asked a
number of questions which were related to how the EPA was
spending taxpayer monies at what would appear to be breakneck
speeds. The economy is still struggling, although it is somewhat
better, this Congress is facing some of the most difficult spending
decisions in our history. As we all know, very soon, we are going
to have to take up a bill to determine whether we want to allow
the sequester to go forward or if we want to change it in some way.

The Clean Air Act does allow EPA to issue grants to projects
both here in the United States and around the world. Sub-
committee staff have discovered that over 300 grants have been
given to projects around the world in the last number of years.
Since 2009, for example, we had almost $1 million that was given
to China to study air pollution in that country, $200,000 to study
something called “clean cooking” in Ethiopia, and $300,000 went
towards methane recovery in Ecuador, just for example. We even
sent almost $8 million for something called “technical assistance”
in Russia. Several million dollars have gone to international groups
such as United Nations. It is no wonder that the EPA’s budget has
gone up almost 34 percent during the Obama administration and
is now over $10 billion per year.

I don’t believe, Mr. Chairman, that this type of spending reflects
the priorities of the average American voter that vote for us to
come to Washington. I just finished almost a dozen town hall meet-
ings in my district down in Texas during August. Not once did I
have a constituent stand up and tell me to spend more money for
EPA grants overseas.

So I am very glad, Mr. Chairman, that you put this bill forward
and I hope on a bipartisan basis we can move it very expeditiously
to full committee and then to the floor.

With that, I yield back.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you very much.

At this time, I recognize the gentleman from California, Mr.
Waxman, for 5 minutes.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN, A REP-
RESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALI-
FORNIA

Mr. WaxMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I note that the committee Republicans launched an investigation
into EPA’s long-standing practice of awarding grants for work
abroad. This investigation was commenced last summer and the
Republicans released a staff report saying that President Obama
had doled out millions of dollars to foreign recipients. But this re-
port was seriously flawed. Half of the grants they criticized Presi-
dent Obama for awarding actually started under the George W.
Bush administration.

So I wrote to Chairman Upton and Chairman Whitfield and ex-
plained that their report was incorrect, asked them to retract that
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report until they reviewed the facts more carefully. What do they
do? They ignore the letter, just as they have been ignoring a lot of
letters. EPA then provided the committee with a comprehensive
list of 500 grants awarded in the last 10 years for projects with an
international component. Republicans have used this data to argue
the Obama administration has increased grant funding for foreign
projects. In fact, almost half of these grants went to U.S.-based uni-
versity organizations, not foreign recipients, and many had only
the most minor international connection.

EPA calls a grant “international” if the grantee spends any
money abroad at all, even if it is just to fly to a conference in a
different country to get the perspectives of international experts.
One grant on the list went to the University of Pittsburgh for re-
search into air pollution in New York City. EPA Administrator
Jackson explained this to the committee last February. She testi-
fied that very little of the money categorized as international actu-
ally went abroad.

Well, after that hearing, we sent another letter to Chairman
Whitfield raising concerns about how the committee Republicans
were portraying EPA’s international grant-making activities.
Again, we didn’t get a response. So we decided to ask EPA to tell
us how much money the grantees actually spent abroad. And based
on that data, we found that EPA grantees have spent less abroad
on average in the Obama administration than they did during the
last year of the Bush administration.

And I would like to introduce into the record a supplemental
memo that explains the reality of EPA’s international grants pro-
gram. And I hope, Mr. Chairman, without objection you will take
that into the record.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Without objection.

[The information follows:]



13

FRED UPTON, MICHIGAN HENRY A. WAXMAN, CALIFORNIA
CHAIRMAN RANKING MEMBER

ONE HUNDRED TWELFTH CONGRESS

Congress of the United States

IBousge of Repregentatibes

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE
2125 Raysusn House Orrice BuiLoing
WaswingTon, DC 20515-6115

Majority {202} 225-2927
Minority (202} 226-3641

MEMORANDUM

September 11, 2012
To:  Subcommittee on Energy and Power Democratic Members and Staff
Fr:  Committee on Energy and Commerce Democratic Staff
Re:  Supplemental Information on EPA’s International Grantmaking

On September 11, 2012, the Subcommittee on Energy and Power will hold a legislative
hearing on H.R. 4255, a bill sponsored by Chairman Ed Whitfield that would block EPA from
awarding “any grant, contract, cooperative agreement, or other financial assistance™ under
section 103 of the Clean Air Act for any program, project, or activity that will occur outside of
the United States. For more than a year, the majority has misstated the facts about EPA’s
grantmaking for environmental work abroad and made unsubstantiated allegations about the
Obama Administration’s track record in this regard. This memo clarifies the scope of EPA’s
grantmaking practices and highlights the type of work these grants support.

L SUMMARY

Since June 2011, Committee Republicans have been investigating EPA’s long-standing
practice of awarding grants and entering into cooperative agreements for international
environmental work. This investigation—and Chairman Whitfield’s legislation that flows from
it—appears to be based on two fundamental premises. First, the Republicans have claimed
repeatedly that EPA under the Obama Administration has “ramped up” grants to foreign
recipients and done so “at an alarming rate.” Second, they have characterized these grants as a
waste of taxpayer money and of dubious benefit to the American people. Both are wrong.

At the majority’s request, EPA provided the Committee with data and documents on
more than 500 grants awarded under the Clinton, Bush, and Obama Administrations that have
international components. The Committee’s Democratic staff then requested additional
information from EPA on whether grantees spent this grant money in the United States or
abroad. This information makes it clear that the majority’s assertion that the Obama
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Administration has been awarding more grants to foreign recipients for environmental work is
simply incorrect. Specifically, a review of the EPA information reveals the following:

*

In FY2011, EPA grantees spent less grant money abroad than they did
during the last year of the Bush Administration. Many EPA grants support
U.S.~based organizations and universities that in turn conduct environmental
research and outreach abroad. These grantees often spend the majority of their
grant money in the United States. The amount of international grant funding
actually spent abroad has fallen since the last year of the Bush Administration.
Foreign expenditures covered by EPA grants totaled $8.5 million in FY2008; in
FY2011, foreign expenditures totaled $6 million.

Most of the funding for international grants is spent in the United States.
Between FY2008 and FY2011, only one-third of the money awarded for
international grants was spent outside of the United States. For EPA’s
competitive research grants, most of which go to U.S. universities, only 8% of the
funding was spent abroad, often for travel to international conferences to share
research and exchange data.

The Obama Administration has initiated fewer grants on average to foreign
governments and institutions than the Bush Administration. During the eight
years of the Bush Administration, EPA initiated an average of 24 grants each year
to entities based outside of the United States, such as foreign governments,
foreign organizations, and international bodies. During the first three years of the
Obama Administration, EPA initiated an average of 17 grants each year to foreign
entities.

Committee Republicans also have suggested that these grants are of questionable benefit
to the American people because the work occurs beyond U.S. borders. In fact, many of the
grants are designed to cut air pollution, which is not contained by geopolitical boundaries; reduce
greenhouse gas emissions that are fueling climate change; and provide much-needed assistance
in countries suffering from tremendous poverty and health impacts from air pollution.

I BACKGROUND ON EPA’S GRANTS DATA

On June 27, 2011, Chairmen Upton, Whitfield, Shimkus, and Stearns sent a letter to EPA
requesting a list of all grants awarded by EPA for work conducted outside of the United States.'
In response, EPA provided the Committee with a list of 506 grants awarded since FY2001 that
the agency tagged as having a foreign component. EPA did not include grants awarded for
international projects related to the U.S.-Mexico border or the Great Lakes. The recipients of
these 506 international grants include universities, non-profit organizations, and international
governing bodies. Almost half—228—were awarded to applicants based in the United States.

! Letter from Chairman Fred Upton, Chairman Ed Whitfield, Chairman John Shimkus,
and Chairman CHff Stearns, Committee on Energy and Commerce, to the Honorable Lisa
Jackson, Administrator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (June 27, 2011).
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EPA’s international grants support U,S.-based organizations and universities that in turn
conduct environmental research and outreach abroad. The amount of time and money actually
spent in a different country varies grantee to grantee. Some of these U.S.-based grantees may
conduct the majority of their work abroad. Other U.S.-based grantees may spend very little time
or money abroad. For example, a U.S. organization conducting domestic public health research
may consult with a renowned international expert on the topic. For tracking purposes, EPA tags
these grants as “international” even if the majority of the grant money is spent in the United
States. This system treats a grant to a U.S. university the same as a grant to a foreign
government or organization.

In order to get an accurate picture of how much EPA grant money is actually going
abroad, the Committee’s Democratic staff requested that EPA break down how much each
grantee spent in a foreign country. EPA compiled this information for 232 projects funded
between FY2008 and FY2011.2

The Committee’s Democratic staff analyzed all data and documents provided by EPA.
As detailed below, this data does not support the majority’s assertions that the Obama
Administration has intensified grantmaking for international activities that do not benefit the
American people.

HI. KEY FINDINGS

In June 2011, Committee Republicans wrote that EPA has “ramped up” its grantmaking
to foreign entities “at an alarming rate.”” In February 2012, at a hearing about EPA’s budget,
Chairman Whitfield cited a “rise in spending for grants going to other countries.”* At the same
hearing, Rep. David McKinley stated during his questioning of Administrator Lisa Jackson that
EPA gave $28 million to foreign governments last year.” In the memo distributed to Committee
staff in advance of the subcommittee hearing on September 11, 2012, Committee Republicans
wrote “spending on foreign grants has substantially increased” since 2001 .5 The facts do not
support this narrative.

2 At the time of our request, EPA was unable to provide Committee Democratic staff with
this breakdown for years before FY2008.

3 Committee on Energy and Commerce, Committee Discovers EPA Sending Millions of
Taxpayer Dollars Overseas for Programs Like “Breathe Easy, Jakarta” (June 27, 2011).

* Opening Statement of the Honorable Ed Whitfield, Subcommittee on Energy and Power
and Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint Hearing on The FY 2013 EPA
Budget, 112th Cong. (Feb. 28, 2012).

3 Statement of the Honorable David McKinley, Subcommittee on Energy and Power and
Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint Hearing on The FY 2013 EPA Budget,
112th Cong. (Feb. 28, 2012).

 Memorandum from Energy and Commerce Committee Majority Staff to Members of
the Subcommittee on Energy and Power, Legislative Hearing on H.R. 4255, the “Accountability
in Grants et of 20127 (Sept. 6, 2012).
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A, Under the Obama Administration, EPA grantees have spent less abroad on
average than under the last year of the Bush Administration.

Not all of the money awarded to a grantee for international work is spent abroad. In fact,
the percentage of international grant funding spent abroad has fallen since the last year of the
Bush Administration. In FY2008, 51% of EPA’s international grant funding was spent abroad.
In FY2011, under the Obama Administration, only 21% of the EPA grant money awarded for
international work was spent abroad. The amount spent abroad has fallen in real terms as well.
Foreign expenditures covered by these grants totaled $8.5 million in FY2008; in FY2011,
foreign expenditures totaled $6 million (Table 1).

Table 1. EPA International Grant Payments, FY2008-FY2011

% of Grant
Total Meoney
Fiscal | Amount | International Spent
Year | Awarded | Expenditures | Abroad
2008 | $16,528,786 | $8,510,853 51%
2009 | $11,910445 | $6,108,808 51%
2010 | $22,278.692 |  $5,725,957 26%
2011 | $28,141,702 | $6,003,979 21%
Total | $78,859,625 | $26,349,597 33%

Source; U.S. EPA

Grant payments over this four year period totaled $78.8 million. Only one-third—$26.3
million—was actually spent outside of the United States. This means that in FY2011, grant
funding spent outside of the United States comprised only 0.2% of EPA’s budget and a mere
0.0007% of total federal spending.”

At first glance, Table 1 appears to show an increase in the amount of money awarded for
foreign grants, reaching $28 million in FY2011. In fact, this apparent increase is due almost
entirely to a rise in grants awarded by EPA’s Office of Research and Development (ORD) for
research projects that have a small international component. In FY2011, ORD grants accounted
for more than $21 million (75%) of the grants EPA tagged as having an international component,
but only 4% of that money was actually spent abroad (Table 2).

7 Based on an FY2011 EPA budget of $10.3 billion and federal outlays of $3.6 trillion.



17

Table 2. EPA Office of Research and Development (ORD) International Grant Payments,

FY2008-FY2011
% of Grant

Total Money
Fiscal Amount | International Spent
Year | Awarded Component Abroad
2008 | $6,509,741 $296,026 5%
2009 | $5,696,418 | $1,344,320 24%
2010 | $15,470,560 | 81,227,732 8%
2011 | $21,128,773 $844,985 4%
Total | $48,805,492 | $3,713,063 8%

Source: U.S. EPA

Several ORD grants that EPA counts as international in fact have a tiny, if not tangential,
international component. For example:

L]

In 2009, EPA awarded the Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium a
grant to identify potential health effects in pregnant women and infants in
southwestern Alaska from exposure to mercury and persistent organic
pollutants (POPs) in their subsistence-based diet.® Through FY2011, EPA
had paid the consortium almost $950,000 for this work, only $7,000 of
which was spent outside of the United States.” Consortium staff traveled
to Denmark to meet with representatives of other nations who also are
monitoring pollution in Arctic populations.’

In 2009, EPA awarded a grant to UC-Berkeley’s Center for Environmental
Research and Children’s Health to study the extent to which Mexican
immigrant farm-worker women and their children living in California’s
Salinas Valley are exposed to several endocrine disrupting and neurotoxic
chemicals.'! Through FY2011, EPA had paid UC-Berkeley $2.1 million

8 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, An Epidemiologic Study of Time Trends and
Health Effects of Persistent Organic Pollutants, Mercury and Micronutrients, EPA Grant No.

R833705 (online at

http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncer_abstracts/index.cfm/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/9137),
® EPA data provided to Committee Democratic staff.

1% Communication between Committee Democratic staff and Dr. Jim Berner, Senior
Director for Science, Alaska Native Tribe Health Consortium (Feb. 16, 2012).

"'U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Center for Environmental Research and

Children’s Health, EPA Grant No. R834513 (online at
http://cfpub.epa.govincer_abstracts/index.cfm/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/9220/rep

ort/0).
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for this work, only $14,700 of which was spent outside of the United
States.'? The center paid the world’s preeminent environmental dentist,
who is based in Sydney, Australia, to analyze teeth as part of the
research.

. In 2011, EPA awarded the Harvard School of Public Health Clean Air
Research Center a grant to investigate the acute and chronic health effects
of exposure to different mixtures of air pollution, ' Through FY2011,
EPA had paid the Harvard School of Public Health $3 million for this
work, only $10,000 of which was spent outside of the United States. '’
Harvard researchers traveled to Spain for a conference in 201 1.

. In 2008, EPA awarded the University of Kentuckg a grant to examine the
effects of engineered nanomaterials on the brain.! Through FY2011,
EPA had paid the University of Kentucky $2 million for this work, only
$7,O()()l é’f which was spent outside of the United States for foreign
travel.

. In 2011, EPA awarded the University of Pittsburgh a grant to examine
how exposure to air pollution and community stressors interact to
exacerbate childhood asthma in New York City.'? Through FY2011, EPA
had paid the University of Pittsburgh $1.2 million for this work, only

2 EPA data provided to Committee Democratic staff.

13 Communication between Committee Democratic staff and Dr. Brenda Eskenazi,
Director, Center for Environmental Research and Children’s Health (Feb. 185, 2012).

4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air Pollution Mixtures: Health Effects Across
Life Stages, EPA Grant No. R834798 (online at
http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncer_abstracts/index.cfin/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/9283).

S EPA data provided to Committee Democratic staff.

18 communication between Committee Democratic staff and Alice Smythe, Coordinator,
Harvard Clean Air Research Center (Feb. 24, 2012).

174.8. Environmental Protection Agency, Safety/Toxicity Assessment of Ceria (A Model
Engineered NP) to the Brain, EPA Grant No. R833772 (online at
http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncer_abstracts/index.cfim/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/8800).

¥ EPA data provided to Committee Democratic staff; Communication between
Committee Democratic staff and Professor Robert A. Yokel, University of Kentucky (Feb. 15,
2012).

19U 8. Environmental Protection Agency, Community Stressors and Susceptibility to Air
Pollution in Urban Asthma, Grant No. R834576 (online at
hitp://cfpub.epa.gov/ncer_abstracts/index.cfm/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/9279/rep
ort/0).
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$3,400 of which was spent outside of the United States.”® University
researchers traveled to Spain for a conference in 201 1.2

B. The Obama Administration has approved fewer grants to organizations
based outside the United States.

The analysis above focuses on the amount paid to grantees to cover international
expenses. Because many grants span several years, some of the payments made in 2011, for
example, are fulfilling grant commitments approved by and initiated under the previous
administration. It is informative, therefore, to examine the number of grants approved by and
initiated under each administration for institutions based outside of the United States, including
foreign non-profit organizations, international governing bodies, and foreign governments.

This data shows that the Obama Administration has not intensified the pace of its grant-
making to foreign governments and institutions.

On average, EPA under the Obama Administration has approved fewer grants to foreign
entities than EPA under the Bush Administration (Table 3). During the eight years of the Bush
Administration, EPA initiated 190 grants to entities based outside of the United States, an
average of 24 each year. 2 During the first three years of the Obama Administration, EPA has
approved 47 grants to entities based outside of the United States, an average of 17 each year,”

Between FY2001 and FY2011, EPA paid out $45 million to foreign entities for grants
initiated under the Bush Administration and $9 million for such grants initiated under the Obama
Administration. Even though EPA has yet to finish paying out grants started under the Obama
Administration, it is impossible to conclude that EPA has intensified its grantmaking to foreign
entities in the last three years.

20 EPA data provided to Committee Democratic staff.

1 Communication between Committes Democratic staff and Jane Clougherty, Assistant
Professor of Environmental and Occupational Health, University of Pittsburgh (Feb. 15, 2012).

22 This includes grants with a start date after January 20, 2001 (President Bush’s
inauguration) through January 19, 2009 (the end of his term). To calculate the average, we
divided by 8 years.

23 This includes grants with a start date of January 20, 2009 (President Obama’s

inauguration) through September 30, 2011 (the end of FY2011). To calculate the average, we
divided by 2.75 years.
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Table 3. Number of Grants Approved and Initiated Under the Bush and Obama
Administrations: 2001-2011

Number of Total Amount Paid
Grants Initiated | Average for Grants
President | to Entitics Based | Number of | Awarded to Non-
Initiating Outside of the | Grants Per U.S. Entities

the Grants U.S. Year (through FY2011)
Bush 190 24 $45,199,880
Obama 47 17 $9,081,683

Source: Democratic Staff Analysis of U.S. EPA Data

The greater number of grants to foreign entities during the Bush Administration than the
Obama Administration does not mean that the Bush Administration grants were ill-advised.
Many of the Bush Administration grants appear to support important initiatives that benefit the
global environment and facilitate international cooperation. The comparison between the
administrations does show, however, that the majority has misstated the facts when asserting that
the Obama administration has “ramped up” grants to foreign governments and organizations.

IV. EPA’S INTERNATIONAL GRANTMAKING SUPPORTS WORK CRITICAL
FOR PUBLIC HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT

Committee Republicans have questioned the merits of the grantees” work on international
environmental issues. In a 2011 staff report, they wrote that “millions of taxpayer dollars are
being arbitrarily doled out to obscure projects conducted by overseas interests with questionable
benefit for the American people.”** In another majority document, the grants are described as
“‘feel good’ environmental projects.”® During the February 28, 2012 hearing on the FY2013
budget for EPA, Chairman Whitfield called EPA’s international grantmaking an “example of
EPA mission creep and abuse of discretion,”**

The Obama Administration is hardly the first administration to award grants for
international environmental work. In fact, the agency has been awarding international grants at
least since 1972.27 Moreover, these international grants, which constitute a small percentage of

2 Committee on Energy and Commerce, Memorandum to Energy and Commerce
Committee Members from Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations Majority Staff, EPA4’s
Foreign Grant Program (June 27, 2011).

# Committee on Energy and Commerce, Second Quarter Report (July 6,2011) at 7.

% Opening Statement of the Honorable Ed Whitfield, Subcommittee on Energy and
Power and Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint Hearing on The FY 2013
EPA Budget, 112th Cong. (Feb. 28, 2012).

27 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Clearance of Foreign Grant and Contract
Awards, Order 4540.1 (Dec. 29, 1972).
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EPA’s grants program and an even smaller percentage of EPA’s budget, support work that
advances America’s interests at home and abroad. The Global Methane Initiative and EPA’s
work to support clean cookstoves are two examples.

A, Global Methane Initiative

Methane is a potent greenhouse gas and a precursor to ground-level ozone, exposure to
which can cause respiratory illness and aggravated asthma attacks. On July 28, 2004, President
George W. Bush announced that the United States and 13 other countries had formed the
Methane to Markets (M2M) Partnership, an initiative to work with the private sector to capture
methane emissions from mines, landfills, agriculture, and other sources. President Bush stated
that the international partnership would generate many benefits, including “improved energy
security and air quality from the use of clean-burning methane as natural gas; improved coal
mine safety; enhanced economic growth; and reduced greenhouse gas emissions of methane.”*

The United States committed $53 million over five years to the M2M program.”’ In
2007, EPA announced that it had awarded $2 million in grants to organizations and
governmental agencies in Argentina, Brazil, China, India, Korea, Mexico, Nigeria, Russia, and
Ukraine to help reduce methane emissions.

On October 1, 2010, the U.S. government joined with 36 other countries to launch the
Global Methane Initiative (GMI), building on the success of the M2M Partnership and expanding
efforts to deploy methane-reducing technology around the globe. The U.S. government pledged
$50 million over five years to support the initiative, and in 2010, EPA awarded more than $4
million in grant funding for methane reduction projects.’’ U.S. government funding is essential
to leverage additional funding from other sources. Between FY2005 and FY2010, the U.S.
government’s contribution of $59 million generated almost $400 million in additional funding
from other sources.”

In addition to reducing methane emissions, the M2M Partnership and GMI have
generated new market opportunities for U.S. businesses with expertise in methane recovery. The
Director of the Appalachian Energy Center at Appalachian State University, which received
funding for a project to convert landfill methane into energy in Brazil, said that EPA-funded
projects such as his “support the development of relations and economic cooperation in the

28 The White House, Office of the Press Secretary, President Bush Announces Methane to
Markets Partnership (July 28, 2004).

29 Id

30,8, Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Targets $2 Million to Fight Climate
Change with Projects in China, Russia, Seven Other Countries (Sept. 18, 2007) (press release).

3! Global Methane Initiative, The U.S. Government’s Global Methane Initiative
Accomplishments: Annual Report (Oct. 2011) (online at www.cpa.gov/globalmethane/pdf/2011-
accomplish-report/usg_report_2011_full.pdf))

32 }2
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environmental technologies industry between U.S. organizations and our Brazilian counterparts,
thereby facilitating increased opportunities for American businesses to benefit by exporting to
Brazil, one of the world’s largest environmental technology markets.”* Similarly, the Jackson
Hole Center for Global Affairs received a grant in 2008 to explore opportunities for recovery of
coal mine methane in China. The center convened a four-day conference in China to bring
together technical experts, Chinese officials, and representatives of the U.S. private sector to
identify opportunities for partnership. The center’s director said that China’s massive share of
coal mine methane emissions “opens business opportunities for U.S. companies with relevant
technologies and know-how.”**

A good example is Caterpillar’s experiénce in China’s coal mine methane market. In
2006, Caterpillar secured a $58 million contract from China to provide power generation
equipment for a new power plant fueled by methane from coal mines. According to EPA, the
M2M Partnership facilitated this project by maintaining a coal mine methane clearinghouse in
China, which provides information to potential investors and promotes development of coal mine
methane projects.”®

Grant funding for international work also directly benefits U.S.-based engineering firms
that have expertise in capturing methane emissions. The Director of the Appalachian Energy
Center at Appalachian State University, for example, said that he used a portion of EPA’s grant
funding to pay for U.S.-based engineering consultants to help a municipality in Brazil plan and
design a landfill gas-to-energy fat.:ility.36 The Virginia Center for Coal and Energy at Virginia
Tech, which received a grant in 2008 to develop and evaluate techniques for recovering coal
mine methane in China, subcontracted with Marshall Miller & Associates (MM&A), an
engineering firm based in Bluefield, VA. The center reported that MM&A “was able to leverage
the EPA project experience into multiple subsequent projects in China.”*’ Other U.S.-based
firms that have benefitted from this type of subcontracting include Ruby Canyon Engineering
based in Grand Junction, CO; Raven Ridge Resources, also based in Grand Junction, CO; SCS
Engineers, based in Long Beach, CA; and others.®

33 Letter from David A. Wendt, Jackson Hole Center for Global Affairs, to Rep. Henry A.
Waxman (Apr. 18, 2012).

34 L etter from Dr. Jeff Ramsdell, Professor and Director, Appalachian Energy Center,
Appalachian State University, to Rep. Henry A. Waxman (Apr. 23, 2012).

3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Power Plant to be Largest Run on Coal Mine
Methane (May 18, 2006) (press release).

3 1 etter from Dr. Jeff Ramsdell, Professor and Director, Appalachian Energy Center,
Appalachian State University, to Rep. Henry A, Waxman (Apr. 25, 2012).

37 Virginia Center for Coal and Energy, Virginia Tech, Project Benefits to the U.S.:
Development of Guidelines and Evaluation of Techniques for Degassing Coal Mine Methane in
Advance of Mining to Reduce Methane Emissions in the Southern Shanxi Province of China
(July 1, 2011).

3% E-mail correspondence between Committee Democratic staff and U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (Mar. 21, 2012).

10
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B. Clean Cookstoves

Around the world, approximately three billion people cook their food and heat their
homes by burning coal, wood, dung, and crop residues in open fires or rudimentary stoves, often
indoors. Chronic exposure to indoor air pollution from these cooking practices causes severe
health problems, including childhood pneumonia, lung cancer, and other respiratory diseases.
The World Health Organization (WHO) estimates that exposure to cookstove stoke causes
almost two million premature deaths per year, more than deaths from malaria or tuberculosis.
Exposure to cookstove smoke also can cause cataracts, the leading cause of blindness in
developing countries. Women and children are most vulnerable to these health effects, as they
spend more time near the stoves or flames.*

1n 2002, EPA launched an initiative called the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air (PCIA) to
coordinate and provide assistance to hundreds of public and private organizations working
worldwide to help households adopt cleaner cooking and heating practices. In 2010, these
partners distributed more than 2.5 million clean cookstoves to households, reducing harmful
indoor air pollution for 14 million people.** Beginning in 2003, the Bush Administration
awarded Winrock International, a non-profit organization, approximately $2 million in grants to
help coordinate PCIA’s work.

PCIA is now part of the Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves, led by the United Nations
Foundation, which has set the goal of placing clean cookstoves in 100 million households by
2020.*" In September 2010, EPA pledged $6 million—as part of an overall U.S. commitment of
$53 million over five years—to design, test, and evaluate cleaner cookstoves. 2

As part of its ongoing support for clean cookstoves, EPA has supported small projects to
develop new cookstove designs and deploy them in the developing world. For example, EPA
awarded the Rochester Institute of Technology $10,000 to design, build, and test a clean
cookstove for use in Haiti and $10,000 to Fort Lewis College to develop an anaerobic digester
system for three Quechua villages in Ecuador.®® In 2007, EPA awarded $198,000 to the Center
for Development with Solar Energy to produce and distribute cleaner-burning stoves in

% Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves, The Issues: Health (online at
www.cleancookstoves.org/our-work/the-issues/health-impacts.html)

40 1 etter from Elisa Derby, Senior Program Officer at Winrock International and Co-
Coordinator, Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, to Rep. Henry Waxman (Apr. 25, 2012).

# Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves, The Alliance (online at
www.cleancookstoves.org/the-alliance/).

2 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, EPA to Contribute $6 Million to Life-Saving
International Project for Clean Cookstoves (Sept. 21, 2010) (press release).

43118, Environmental Protection Agency, Improved Cook Stoves for Haiti Using
Thermoelectrics to Reduce Deforestation and Improve Quality of Life, Grant No. 81834291

(online at
http://cfpub.epa.gov/ncer_abstracts/index.cfm/fuseaction/display.abstractDetail/abstract/8986).

11
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Bolivia.* In 2004, EPA awarded $150,000 to Solar Household Energy (SHE) to distribute and
evaluate the effectiveness of solar ovens in Mexico. The co-founder of the organization said that
this project would not have been possible without EPA’s support, which “allowed SHE to
become one of the pioneers in clean cook stove design and implementation.”*

The issue of clean cookstoves is one that has garnered bipartisan support. In May 2012,
Senator Susan Collins (R-ME) introduced a bill to formally authorize funding for U.S. agencies
that are part of the effort, including EPA, the State Department, Department of Energy, Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention, and the National Institutes of Health. Senator Collins stated
that this bill, by helping to replace primitive stoves with modern versions that emit far less soot,
“would directly benefit some of the world’s poorest people and reduce harmful pollution that
affects us all.”

V. CONCLUSION: A PATTERN OF MISREPRESENTATION

From the beginning of the Committee Republicans’ investigation into EPA’s grant-
making for international environmental work, they have consistently misrepresented EPA’s data
to fit a narrative about rising payments to foreign countries. Committee Democratic staff have
raised concerns about the majority’s approach on more than one occasion.

After Committee Republicans released a staff report in June 2011, Ranking Member
Waxman sent a letter to Chairman Upton identifying several factual errors in the report and
asking him to retract it pending a more careful review of EPA’s grant-making history.*® The
report remains on the majority’s website.

In February 2012, before the Committee’s hearing about EPA’s 2013 budget, Committee
Democratic staff alerted Republican staff that several of the grants EPA had identified as
international appeared to have a tiny international component. At the hearing itself, EPA
Administrator Lisa Jackson also made this point, saying that “very little” of the money awarded
for international work actually went abroad, citing the FY2011 figure as $844,985.*7 She also
said that it is “not true” that EPA gave $28 million to foreign governments in FY2011, as Rep.
McKinley asserted during the hearing.®®

4 CEDESOL, Newsletter: Partnership for Clean Indoor Air with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (Feb. 10, 2008).

45 L etter from Louise Meyer, co-founder, Solar Household Energy, to Rep. Henry
Waxman (Apr. 13, 2012).

% Letter from Ranking Member Henry Waxman to Chairman Fred Upton, Committee on
Energy and Commerce (July 11, 2011).

47 Statement of Lisa Jackson, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator,
Subcommittee on Energy and Power and Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint
Hearing on The FY 2013 EPA Budget, 112th Cong. (Feb. 28, 2012).

481(1.
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At the hearing, Chairman Whitfield asked the EPA Administrator to justify awarding
grants to China to reduce emissions of persistent organic pollutants and a grant to Thailand to
reduce methane emissions from swine farms. After the hearing, Ranking Member Waxman sent
a letter to Chairman Whitfield, clarifying that Administrator Jackson and the Obama
Administration had not approved the grants he flagged as problematic; in fact, they began under
the Bush Administration. The letter again noted that several of the EPA grantees appeared to be
spending the majority of their funding within the United States.*

Despite these repeated attempts by Committee Democratic staff and the EPA
Administrator to clarify the record, Committee Republicans have continued to misuse and
misrepresent EPA’s data in order to make unsubstantiated claims about the Obama
Administration’s fiscal record.

 Letter from Ranking Member Henry Waxman to Chairman Ed Whitfield,
Subcommittee on Energy and Power, Committee on Energy and Commerce (Mar. 12, 2012).
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Stitute
Aerosol Ressarch o0 osith
10737900 0771908 Rand Corporatian 05 Foasibiity Study On The Use Of Marel
Mechanisms To Achieve Sulfur Diaxide
Emissions tn Ching.
12/8/2000 12/15/1997 597,300 TR o~ Envionmant Canaga {Canada Enhancement Of Witdiife Contaminants
Exposura Model (WCER)
EAI008 ER672500 TH302061 $T6550 G- Tor Ecanaiic Goop. aad Dov,  {France TransAllantc Cooperatan on Urban
Environ:
5901 ZHE 20T 553400 Forschungs. Fur Arbell, Und et [Germany Molecuiar Epideniolgy in Renal
[Cancer Patients Expased To
Trichiorostens
52837301 AR GO SF0I2003 $55,060 [Archc Morstoring and Assessment . [Norway Contaminants and Indgences Pecpies
Programme lin Russian Barents Region
Bt 32001 ZRR503 SE5%0 Winght Siate Unersity U Davelopment of Fiunian Biomarkers or
Cyanobacteriat Toxins - Gyanoioxins
Braiy
RRART 959 B $136.650 China Coal Information InsHiAe China [Ghiria Coal Mine Nethans Markel
Development Project
132001 gy 63073001 L) Tria Conter for Demacracy iy The Environmental SHuaion in Russa
Probigms and Prospacts
82885801 261202001 10/2/2000 10742001 1$55,600 Environmental Defense s Independent Review and International
Fresentation of the Geasnhouse Gas
Ermission {Russia)
104171964 S/317200% 1$326,081 Govermment of Bangladesh E 1 3 Sountry Study On Climats
Change
411071598 492002 123,030 isract Ministry of Health sraat [Chiorine Dioxide Disinfection By~
Products in Drinking Water
= TEIE080 27,038 PR Communiy Dovelopmant Finance  {US Frometing Sustanabie Ceveopment
Com Trrough Grean Commaniies Approsch
in Ropublic Of South Africe
41200 47172001 12/3172001 350,200 Kukuikan Foundation Guatemata Clean Air Warkshaps
SEEsT 55T 32002 $TER00 Copariment o Cherical and &, [Spain NATORCES Bion Sty Meetng
jeoginesno
16/7/2001 5/1/2001 473012004 599,783 PWiisan intemationat Center for Scholars {US Energy and Environmental Financing in
Crina
3774501 S2aZ50 G TR0 550,050 Grg.fos Economic Goop. and Dev.  fFranca Srmait Grat - Economic incentve
Measures For Environmental Protection
32848401 5/30£2001 10/472000 12/31/2002 5107 550 Ewisscantact Indanesiz iLead Poisoning Prey. . Bivod Lead
Soreening, Edus. & Public Ouireach
|Actvites in Indonssia
99506601 162112001 191171688 1273172001 1$60,000 r@msw of Env, Protection Reglonal Latvia Latvien Ministry of Environmantal
Davaiopment Protection and Regionat Development
{8/2112001 47172001 213172003 315,000 sieaner Production Centre Russia iCleaner Production Programme:
Analysis and Sslection Environmental
Projects for invesiments
E2872001 SAS00T ERTIR0E 86,775 Ransas State University 3 [8lence And Tradiional KAOWISAg
(Russia)
52593501 71372001 127441997 12/31/2002 1$75,000 Unitedt Nations Environmant Programmejamaica {Conroling Land-Based Sources Of
warine Follution - Devalopment Of
National Plans
ERETEN) 72001 677165 5172001 $35000 Aiautian/ribiof [9ands Associanon [0S (SAALL GRANT— Alatt Fiomatonal
Association (A1) Arciic Gounci
Participation Grant
{Russial
82900701 7110/2001 16/17200% 5/3162002 $5,000 Fraunhofer Institute of Toxicology and  {Gemany 18t internationat inhalation Symposium
| Agrosol Research

Page



27

Endlosure No. 2

08126/2011

kiken Foundaton Guaiemata ater and Wasiowater Laboraiory
Workshop
229601 7001 THIZ000 TR0 The Natonal Acaderies Natonal s Trproving e ERecivensss of
Research Counci Eriranmentat Non-goveramentst Orgs
in Russia
BER50T 772001 3317002 REC for Genieal and Easiem Eutops  {Buigana Soiid Vaste Management and Lesd
Phase-Out Activities in Syigaria
EEEE rEa0a1 57607 531603 50500 T&iwacd Cener [ Intsrmatonal Uroan Waisrshad
Management Exchange (US and
Gamany
3845307 7167007 RIEO00 PR SEEED Trssteos of TuRs Urversty 3 [Cacperalive Approaches fo Producer
Responsibiity (Austraia)
572001 BTN Wortd Wids Fund for Naturs Rissia Bev. of Marine Protected Aroas &nS
Legal Mechanisms for Matine
Conservation in the Russian Far East
S3601 T Z00L Gosans Bios Foundation Canada Eiue and Green Meotings: WWab-ased
ioteractive Tool
R80T 273172053 iversity of Norhem Britsh Calumbia fCanada [Asian Dusi Canference
e 57113608 National Tachnical Universiy of Ahens [Greece 7% Natural Radiation Envronment
Symposium
SRGaT 5172003 Sophia Griidren s HOSPRE) Hetheriands Effects of Prenial Epvironmenial
Exposure o POB and Dioxing on Healln
and Dev. of Duteh Children
532001 GTEST TG SERRED) [itarian Wmisiy of Envionment  {Litaca Caoperaiive Agreement On echical
|Assistance fn The Fiaid Of
Environments) Monitorin
GE00T TOAEE TR TRReT $178650 Litivaanian Sinisiry of Erviconmant  JUINGeRa thuanian Ministry of Eevironment
SRR ToR12861 RIS 520,000 \Watariror Regensration Trust Canada Transforming the Landscape: 3 design
workshog for Wilsts Point, NY
875012007 REREIE) 550,000 itar Switzeriand Erirormental Law Program and
Correspondence Course snd
Workshops
STEFREGT 573072001 GIEE73004 5750.000 infernatonal Science and Technology . |Russia Ernvirormenial Capaaly-Sugng,
Contar Studios,
SZ7E0T e TTa700 Cinited Nalions Chidrens Fund iy Chiidrert's Environmental Hearh
Outreach and Education
(Kenys)
[TR7GET ar000 127312001 Sava e Chilgren s Honduras Honduras Expermental Project on Saniay
Regsarch and Evaluation
472001 K anEnez Centro De Gaston ecrioiogica £ Costa Rica Ciesner Production Pt Project
atormatica industrial
1RE200 000 32172001 Agua Para Bl Pughio Hoaduras l§§ma Survey Pt Brozect
1285001 37171850 1073112002 Mexican Sustainabio Devalopment  [Mexicn axico Caoperative Agreemant Gn
Network Climats Chan
RGO ey RS ST a5 [Amor. Seciaty for Tosting & Marerars [0S Davelopment Of fotematanal Siandands
For Alr Fotistion,
(Canada)
1272172001 (e 22672007 705,524 Griversiy of Kantucky s CRROMIC ARSENIC ERFOSURE
FROM DRINKING WATER AND
REPRODUCTIVE EFFECTS (Chile)
TRIRGE 13772001 0004 $250.600 iversiy of Victona Carada ethods for Diagnaung Thyrois s
Disruption in Anurans Species
EP) 3067 ERYE) AT0r7608 $75.000 Banon Arcic Science Consorium [0S Faciiats Soience Eduaaton Though
the Chukolia (Russia) and Alaska
"Mercury in Sriow” Project
73817002 ERREE 5312002 eI Fedatal Contor | Hussia ssistance To Siale Commites OF T
Isystems On Envir esticn
TR TTRE02 325,006 Canier for Russian Environmental Bolcy|Russi Farial Support of e AF RUESIE
Canferance on Envirnmentat Security
PRI 3302502 $465.000 Uriied Natons Development Gicaine Estabiisting New Regional
Programeme Environmental Center For Ukeaine in
iiey (Rec-Kiew)
57351 2293000 $T50000 (G5rg. Tor Ecanbroic Coop. and Osv,  [France improving Env., Managarent. Systems
Appiisation for Public Patiny Through
‘Stakenalder tnvalvement

Page 2
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.
Hungary Local Enviconmental Act
(Leap}
ATEEO0E 5347 500 Ervironmontal Law Insticts [ Eav. Mgt Sys. Deman. Froj, For
Mun. In Mexico
1472812002 57472002 4/30/2003 Cloaner Production Centre Russia [Cieansr Production Programme at
Arsiic Region
1412972002 19/1/2000 5/31/2005 REC-Kyiv Ukraine Environmental Impact Assessment
|5/472002 5/1/2602 41302005 {ERDA Senegal nformation for Africa Climate
Technology Transisr
513/2002 6712000 3174,203 'Center for Clean Alr Policy US {Capacity Builkding on UNFCCC Activities]
{Ukraine)
002 $506283 S Engieening Research Foundaton {US Business Linkages for Refiney
Conversians (South Atrica)
D02 L Caboratory of InGustial Hygiens China Training and Gomparisan of
vechnologies for Radiation Protsction
5/12002 515,000 The Institute of Environmentat Lithuania NATOICOMS Pilot Study Meating
Eaginceri
63589101 HEESH Erre) 5000 G SAR 2007 Taneaa TGiR [ntermatanal WorKSROp on
Quantitative Stucture Activty
Retatonships
82977501 11042002 1612372002 $15.000 nstitute of Occupational Health ttafy T6th internatonal Symposien on
Mo
52898401 71242002 16/172001 1813172002 $74,240  Texas ASM Research Foundation US Field Survey of Endangersd Whats
Poputation Ofisiors of Saknalin island,
in Ryssia
TR0 O751200% G Canads TGEA - imamational Sooety for [Canada Suppor for the 2002 Vieeting o1 e
Exposure Aniysis Itemationat Sociaty for Exposure.
| Anaiysis.
6/1/2002 [S/30/2004 1$26.000 Pacific Enviconment and Resources = fater ing of the
Center Amut River: A RussiaiChina Inifiative
{7R9/2002 771720062 1273172005 1$106,000 international Livestock Research Kenya Managing Greennouse Gas Emissions
Institute Hrom Ruminant Livestock Systems in thsy
Developing Workt
BSiE0E2 811472003 1550,080 Regional Erronmental Conirs Mordoval MooV Bubiic Paricipation in Local
Agtion Plan Ux
and Implementation
11/1/1689 1073112003 110,600 m;\(vers«(a & Torna taty DETERMINATION OF POLAR
DRINKING WATER DISINFECTION 8Y-
PRODUCTS BY DERIVATIZATION
WITH CHLOROFORMATES
TA52001 10/30/2003 $77,508 Ministry of Env. Protection Regionat Latvia MINISTRY OF ENVIRON,
Development PROTECTION & REGIONAL DEV. OF
REPUBLIC LATVIA
10/111808 124312002 indusirial Technology Research institute] Tawan iDsmo Project For Tha Abatement O
NOx Emission Using Reburning Fesh
for Co-Gon Plaots in Tatwan
BA3E002 GGgeT BR7E003 ONER Chemicals (RPTC) Switzerand Treaty impiamentation Project an
Chemicats information Exchange
8/33/2002 51142002 572312003 Liniversity of Tennsssee S Tochnotogqy Transter of Advanced Air
Quality Modeling and Emission
imventory Tools {Tawan)
811402007 672072002 192008 575,000 tntern. indep. Univ, of Eaviron. & Pol. Russia Tonit
Sciences of Mercury Contamination In & Large
Urban Area
83062501 /1472002 8/1/2002 773172004 Environmental Defense Ine US hrproving the SconomicERvironmental
Protoction Poficy (Ukraine and Russia)
{8/1512002 Q3002007 161172003  The College of the Bahamas Bahamas inventory of Polychiodnated Biphenyls i
EREGIGRY I GiT772005 Enronment Ganada Careda NAGA - SOLE
2000 AND SOLEC 2000 PROJECT.
Gr8/2502 EREGTR) A0 57195500 Centoo s Gashon Tecralogica & Cowra Fica Chemicals information Exchange and
informatioa industial Networking Project in Centeat Amarica
and Mexico
5752002 77200 1273172002 $55.650 Rocky Mouniain st U [Rssessment and EXchangs on Green
uidings Practices in OECD-Member
Countrias
83055801 872112002 81172002 |3/1/2005 547,000 Danish Environmental Protection Denmark iReduction of Atmospheric Meroury
lAgency Emissicns in the Russian Faderation
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S

L
.

i AeniGentNane
Assac of Bay Area Govermments

| Hazardous industrial Waste information
Package (Taiwan)

18/1/2002 1273172003 560,000 internationat Aluminum institule United Kingdom PFC Measurement and Emissions
Reduction Demonsteation Project

§T56101 SRROEE 72507 185585 The Foliaion Probe Foundaton Canada WANAGING GHARED Wi
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE

182896201 \§/9/2002 Si1/2001 §$78,535 Agian Productivity Drganizaton Japar Green Enerngy and Green Productivity
Workshop

F505401 77002 SIS 106,000 Jagan incus, Conference for Ozone  |Jpan Voiiary Approaches ta Reduce

Layer Prot Emissions of High Giobal Waning
Potenial Gases

3053701 SEE00E 572002 35553 Gosans Bius Foundation Canada Commnncation Stategy and NG
Education Program

57577502 572712007 {57001 576,500 Erironmont Canada Conada TEGRATED ATMUSFHERIC
DEPOSITION NETWORK QUALITY
| ASSURANCE AND QUALITY
CONTROL PROGRAM

ety 107172060 23VA00 75936 Présient and Feliows of Harvard 08 icroeniranmental Morionn i Taips!

ofiage. Tawan,

5772062 ERNEE TR1E002 750,550 REC tor Contral and Eastor Burgpo  Fungary Gapaciy For Ghmats in Cental And
Eastern Europe

1072472002 01171999 143072002 $35,000 institute of Zoology & Botany Eau Estonia Monituring Nutrient Loads And
Responses I River And Estuary

sstems in The Baitic Rey

T7TS02002 SHERG0T SFarao0s 50,000 Wiacauans Unversity Fustraia hotal Emissions rom Mot Ve
Exhaust

3081567 271072002 Tori7062 57 564,937 oard of Regants UCCSN U5 india Sourcs ApporIGRmer Traming
and Demonstration

7583001 1RFEB2002 iB/15/2001 1073/200% 819,500 Voru County Eavironmental DepanimentjEsionia FORU COUNTY ENVIROMMENTAL
DEPARTMENT Frojort

3085501 1373573603 13725/2003 3124/2008 530,000 University of Waterioo Canada Natwork for Environmental Risk

and

BIEEAAGT SR G998 [EEIE Word Healh Organization Switzedand [ntermatianal Frograms o Ghemical
Safety-Risks to Human Health and the

82857001 1412003 10111993 51,108,044 Word Heaith Organization Swigertand Cooperative Agraement Propasal For
Collaborative Activities Between WHO-
PEH and the US EPA

83553607 A0S 06 $120.000 China Gaal information stits Thina Commercializing Coal ine Wethens
Projects i China

8236030% 4102003 101171284 $888.000 Qeg, for Economic Coop. and Dav. France TWaste Minization sod Management

52851901 (5182003 10:172000 13263059 National Safety Councit S iLead Foisoning Preventian: Blood
Soreening, Education & Fublic Activitles
in Afrita and indonesia

GRS Eriarstas 77007 1782003 ETZ5 600 Ching Coal information MSthite China Flarnning & Ganduciing the nd
ntemational tethane & Nirous Oxide
Mitigation Conference

83102701 54152002 131142003 33172004 $16,060 Instituie of Research for Mambrane italy Pitot Study on Cleener Pradusts and

Technclogy |Processes-2003 Annual Meeting

53085301 511512002 11142003 1213172004 550,308 South Afncan Medical Research Councif South Africa Childhood Bicod Lead Manganess
Lsvels in South Africe.

{EF738101 ST2012063 7171555 367068 $117.060 TRATEGnversidads of Grasika  [Brezi impacts Of Land Uss Ghange On
Nutrient, Carbon Cycles and Tracs Gas.
£xenange in Saits OF Savannas

33003801 6/25/2003 7172003 813072004 515,000 Univarsidad Autonoma de Baja Mexicn 1307120 ratios of n-hydrocabons,

California PAH'S and LAB's from point sources o
iho So, California Signt
TGOS OrZ068 TR3172004 §79.000 Gral Lakes Commissian 05 THE GREAT LAKES GOOFERATIVE
AGREEMENT ON BALTIC SEA
FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM
81472003 114172000 1213172003 1$760,000 TREE Tor Contral and Eastem Europe Hungary Regionat Environmertal Reconstiuction
rogram For South Eastem Europs
8/6/2003 16172003 (9730/2006 3125000 KPBE-Joint Committee o7 Leadad indonesia Lead Poisening Prevertion
Gasoling Phass-out
8112/2003 /2003 1672312004 74,000 Commission for Environmental Canada 10th Regular Session of the Counaif of
[ (Cooperation the CEC
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Tha Chinese
(Ching)
8152002 10112001 /30/2005 Bedford institute of Ceeanagraphy [Canads Biniogical and Chamical Treatment of
e indiana Herbor Canat
EHE2008 /1573003 77875005 Uriversity of fha Pogpines Briipeines FFaxic and Hazardous Waste,
Management Certificate Program
/AT 57172003 TE172004 tjs‘ooc Universiy of Caps Towit South Aca Geveloping South Airica GP MARKAL
18/25/2003 8/1/2003 91302004 Environmentat Justice Net. Forum South Africa Lead Poisoning Prevention
187282003 57172001 47302008 694,951  University pf Catifornia Riverside U nternationat Vehicis Emissions Modet
H{Multipie Countries fo inclide but not
fmited ! Civie, Konya, india &
Kazaknstan)
/32003 1611972003 6719/2004 510,008 University of Dartmund Gemmany | Suppont for Student Symposium at the
ih Mesting of the Internationat
i Association
87372003 9/1/2003 6/30/200% Natural Resources Defenss Councit S Himplementation of Byilding Enesgy
Codes in Russia
9/5/2002 8/1572003 971472008 Regional Environmental Center for Republic of Environmental Management i Central
nteat Asi }&zakhsmn Asia
SEE0HS o603 73072004 573,000 Rorjamin E. ays Natons B4 Res,  [US [Doveiop G T
Cir. Technology Centers in Senegal, Ghana,
Benin, South Atrica
9/1672003 10172003 S/30/200! 574,363 Environmental Defense LS Human Heaith Risk Assessment and
Risk Management Transition Economios
(Russia & Ukaine}
SAREEE G008 6712004 $45.508 {Emvranment Canada Canada Envionmenia) Valuation Reterenca
invertor
Q/23/2003 1171152003 3/30/2004 Nationat University of Singapore i Singapore Haralthy Builtings Conferance 2003
002008 EA00] Gy, o Econarie Gogp,and Dav,_[France Cremical
0202003 51112000 Patnersiip for Energy & Environmental [US Ukraine G hane Emiamions
Reform IControl and Develapment {Ukraine)
57SE50AT T30 57060 173372004 Cerier for Emvronmantal FoRoy e CENTER FOR ENVIRONWMENTAL
POLICY
U05RII0T 121312003 197172002 813172004 540,000 University of Windser Canada UNIVERSITY OF WINDSO!
B3118507 112202004 107142003 12/312004 $25,000 int] Commissian on Radiofogical Swedean of Up-to-Date
Protaction Protection Standards for Man and the.

82882301 271972004 21172001 /3172008 15200,000 [Bourgas Universily Prof As.Ziatarov Bulgaria Methods for Identifying Chemicals That
iicit Adverse Siclogical Effects

SEGT5607 (a7Tarzaea G787 556 RGOS $75.600 RE Tapt of Env Gualiy O RCRABOAT - AZMeod ematons!
Green Onganization (AMIGO)

52952401 412872004 1215012001 (6/3062004 1$220,000 Assoc of Oceupational and S Peniatic Env. Heaith Specialty Unitin

Fw—anmem&l Chinics.  MRicD

82927001 15/19/2004 18/1/2001 12/5412004 550,000 {5 Unuguay jation of Methane Emissions by
Rumipants in Unigus)

82699101 18/972004 711572002 7412007 502,525 Ermissions Marketing Association US To Promate the Use of Market Based
Mechanisms to Address Envirenmentat
issues
{Russia and {kraine)

02781301 ETEIG08 TGRS 21272005 $356.634 i Eaunal for Local Env. ntatves [0S Ciies For Cimate Profection Campaign
in Mexico and the Phifippines

83169101 IB/26/2004 6/1/2004 12/31/2006 $132,762 Trees Water & People S | Parthership of Clean Indoer Air

j(Honduras

82626201 7I8I2004 87172001 G730/2005 $50,000 Empresa Brasileirg de Pesquisa Bras inventory Improvements for Mathans

\agropecuaria Erissions from Rurinants in Beazi

35451 TR0 57572007 TR0 SEE Resourcas faf e Fubute I, s 7o Value of Martaliy RISk Redustions
in Six Countries (US, Cansta, UK,
France, Spain, taly)

83173401 {5/1/2004 $75.000 Assoc of Oceupational and US

THORGA

7515008

Sovionmental Clinics

s

STAALL GRANT -Pediatic
Environmental Healih Speciatty Linitin

Page 5
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1/22/200% Technt
Bioremediation And Phyloremediation
iRasearch in Kazakhstan

83176701 (8172004 intemationai Pedlatric Association uS intemational Pediatis Assaciation
Workshop on Chiidren’s Environmentat
iHealth

{iMexico)

62180701 B/412004 101172004 $180,000 Water for Peopie s Community Based Liroan and Pari-
\irban drinking waler capacity building
project in Africa {Kenya, Malawi,
Tanzania, Uganda and Zambia)

| CESECH RETA0A G005 G006 E3E FalCants - Folutian Control Friaiiand Cican Air T raining Network for ASTan
Deparimant Cities {CATNet-Asla) Canrdinator

BIGESIOT 8/8/2004 4/4/2003 373412008 i$180,000 Org. for Econamic Coop. and Dev. France Chemical Accidents Programmee.

832123071 18/2/2004 27172004 71342006 1§42 500 Arctic Monitorng and Assessment Norway Archc Monitoring &ng Assessment

programme rarm

3177 18/1072004 411572004 123172008 355,000 fiternstional Maritime Crganization United Kingdorn IMO Technicat Assistance

B/10/2004 19/30/2001 Glubai Environmment & Tecinatogy Fdn. {US imtemational Center for Environmental
Finance Development (Russia)
53574401 00 TEAEG0 Rorih Amorican Commrssion for Canada Support for Acitas Relaied fo e
peration of e NACEC
16/16/2004 117171988 10/3072008 inner Mongolia Ctr for Endemic Disease {China Arsenic Exposure and Health Effects in
Cii & Res. innar Mongalia, China.
6/24/2004 71152004 1573012007 Unitad Nations Foodd and Agriculture italy Reduction of Risks fom Obsolate
COrgy n Pesticide Stockpiles
Gi26/2004 7/4/2004 18/30/2005 Arena Austia Workshop on understanding sustainable]
development: Models, Data, and Policy.
81302004 97172004 12/31/2006 Center tor Housshold Energy end higena {Partnership for Clean indoor Air Pilot
Fﬂ»wmnment
rizi0e 571572004 /3002005 Gonzaga Uriversity 105 SRALL GRANT ey
212004 6/172002 Ukrainian Land and Resource Likrasng. Dnipro Estusary Water Quality
Management Center Managemert Profect
34152004 6/1/2004 City University of Hong Kong China Eight imternationai Symposium on Fish
Prysiclogy, Toxicology, and Water
Quaity
t 31152004 (B/1/2004 742142008 Org. for Economis Coop. and Dav, France Environmental Pedommance Review for
Non-OECD Members - Ghife
SRR G200 GRGE005 CHRSEPA - China Stata Env. Protecion{Chna China-\IS Fanership i industrial
iAdministration Poliution Pravantion and Enargy
Eticiency
1 19/18/2G04 3172003 {Consiglio Nazionale deile Ricerche taty Study of Atmasphenc Mercury Cycling
in the North Pole at My-Alesund
32217901 9/24/2004 107172004 9/30/2005 Environmental Justice Net. Foriam South Africa Load Poisoning Preverntion
83105001 13/2802004 107172004 943012008 international Society of Doc for the  Switzeriand Business Leaders’ iniiafive on
Enviconment Children's Heaith #nd Envisonmant

830660 S/20/2004 7172003 BI3DF2005 15150000 {0 For Economic Coap. and Dev. France Managing Econontic Growth gt the
Environmernt

83200801 /2072004 81472004 713172008 540,000 Imesnationai Saciety fur Ervmoti Us The 15th and 17th Aanual Conferences

Epidemioiogy of the International Snciaty for
Eavironmantal Epidemiclogy
(South Africa)

193167501 0N 32004 37172004 573112008 $20.000 Convirus Uiniversily of Budapest HCEC fHungary INATOICCMS Piiot Study Mesting in
Bugapest, Hungary - May 2008

53806701 51572008 7172005 57020 Gleen's Unversiy Canada Fulmanary Toxicly of TGHIOrostyions

§3TIR707 73064 SRI2003 55000 instiite for Markat Trangtammation U8 i plementalon of BUng Energy
‘Cades in Russia

B3132301 BT005 P00 0055 356 560 US Crina Assoo, for Envviron. Education [ Educatonal oot
Protection System-nformation Paciage
(Tatwary)

83221701 1/7/2005 114172004 Corana Foundation india USAndia Asthma Project on Children's

i Hoalth

T0/3112005 $25.000

Page s



LLPn
1571472005

32

Enclosure Mo. 2

08/26/2011

L Ly
FORGAN TDES IN
THE AMBIENT AIR OF MEXICO

372572085

STEEE08

GATZ007

SE2650

iniversity of Glamergan

Unfted ongdom

[Cefiiar Avtomata Modeing of
Population Oynamics of Genetically
Modified Plants.

31162005

167172000

3720285

Univarsity of Sursy

Urited Kingdom

(Viral Analysis of hatlow ARican
i<l

rcwatsrs

T57iz00z

5130.000

s Canter for Transbouniary
Cooperstion

Estonia

PEIFS! - ADDRESSING WATER
EUTROPHICATION IN THE BALTIC
SEA BASIN

BASTE001

G005

$54.55%

Conservation Technotagy informatior:
Canter

[y

IGTIC - LOCAL WATERSHED
MANAGEMENT CAPAGITY &
PARTNERSHIF BUILDING IN THE
GREAT LAKES/BALTIC

4672005

012008

925,000

[GIoRAT Vitage of Bojing

Crina

Eduoational foat for
Protction System in Ghing

47672005

1T858

(513072606

5400.000

insiitute for Gavernarice and
Sustainebla Develop

05

[Support for te 71 intemational
Conference for Environmental
iCompliance and Enforcarment
(Morocaol

33538501

005

TDR12800

TGIR00S

82731607

ATTIEG05

RYREEY

1272172008

5477,500

Worid Feaih Organizaton

Swizerand

Feduting Child Biness and Ghild
£ xposure to Environmentat Tobasco
Smoke.

Caunterpart intematonal mc.

US

Envitar, £0., 1ring, Apd 18Ch, Resist
i 84S (Russis)

83133301

AIEHE0E

TEAIE000

173072608

1Giabal Emvironmant & Toannoiogy Fan

s

Climate, Gioan Alr ang ENergy NStwork
{US for techaatgy transfer via web ta
devetoping countrlas}

§3103701

1572275005

JUSEY

G73612005

Unitar

Twitzenand

Implomantation of & PRTR Design and
Capacity Building Project in Chile

FTSIE005

(SFIER004

373072008

Ching Goal formation nstbe

China

Ventiation Air MethanaiCodal Mine
sethans Recovery and Uilization in
Ching

BI1a/2008

37112605

Fiorwegian University of Science and
Technology

Rorway

ilot Study on Clean Progucis ang
Processes

7172005

TGAZ002

Trg. for Econamic Coop. and Doy,

France

[Chikdren's Environmental Heal: and
Environmentst Poticy ang Firn Leve!
ansgement Project

53245501

S

TGRT2005

6712006

fowa Siate Universiy

S

Diinking Watar DIsinfecton Using &
UviPhotocatalyst (Uganda}

CEFRYIATS

(87812065

A0S

EPEru

e University Depatment of
Buiding Science

China

oot A 2008

EIRASE01

(G7i272005

57172605

SRS

Gonzaga University

108

el Grant - Manufaciuring £ ecity for
Activated Carbon and Ceramic Water

Filters (Senin)

(E3745201

SITAE005

5712005

B TE006

Massachiseits st of 1 SehAoIogy

FOF, Scale-Up imprerentation of &
Sustainable Arsenic ang Miorobial
Remaval Fitar in Nepal

F304570

$12372505

E50/002

ER1/2006

Fiorid Resources Instias

[ssessing Mexico s interest and
Patential for Cap and Trade of
Emissions

571172005

[SH3G7E068

STETI008

$17.000

edical Researdh Coundh

[Bolith Atica

Praveniing Lead Expusure i Chigren in
Afica

7071772008

7372005

SIRHTZAGTY

$5.95%

Engineers Wihout Borders UC

(53

% Green Wind: A Sustainabie, Sooar
Growth Plan for Muramba, Rwanda

771873005

Tor008

BEESH

§35 00

Passamacuoddy Trbe dian Township

S

Scierdiic and Techvical Work on US-
(Ganada St Groix River Water Quafity
ot Watorshed Ecosystem

(Conade)

3008

TH7A00E

1213172008

$25.000

University of Briish Columbia

Canada

Rinih iteratoral Sympsstim on FIh
Physiciogy, Toxicology, and Water
Quaii

83246507

T2H 4005

SIE005

77316006

510,000

Uriversity of 1 oronto

Canada

FLUORGS: Intsmatonal Sympasiim on
Fluorinated Alkyl Organics in the

83338801

2162006

STR2005

F7/2008

$180.600

Fan Amencan Healh Organizaton

7S

IMproving EmVEoHMEntal FUBRE Health
in the Americas
{hulliple areas with Latin Amarica and
the Caribbean)
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i
Intemational Cangress on the
Developmentat Qrigins of Heaith and
Disoase (Canada)
Environmental Law institlte Capacity Buiiding for Morpccan
hosgovermmental Organizations
83122601 9/19/2003 412072008 $501.858 \Winrock international {5 Cloan ingoor Aif Parinership
Coosdination-
{Giobat Puslic-Frivete Partnership with
$., Europe, Africa,
\asia, Latin America)
63056601 441712008 51172003 |4/30/2007 Giobal Water Ressarch Coalition Nethertands EPA and GWRG Cooperative
|Agresment for Collaboration on Water
Research issues
83165201 41282008 4712004 1213142008 inferdisapiinary Cir for Bin diversity &  {Mexico bexico City Diesel Retrofit Pilot
Envir Program
CHEEN /372506 STE6H OTR008 FECPS T ERRATIONAL TNC. 108 Farership for Glean indoar Ay Pt
Project (Guatemala)
82926801 671572008 18/112001 12/2172006 13425,000 international Agency for Research on  iFrance. {Davaicpmant of the IARC Monographs
Cancar of the Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks
ito Hiumans
8296780 7/5/2008 47412002 /32008 $130.000 ntermational Martime Organization United Kingdom Techiical Assistance Project o
impiement the London Convention 1972}
83318301 22006 2/1/2008 B/30/2007 Wiadie East Teahnical University Turkey Priot Study on Clesner Products and
7512006 S7502008 CIATEC A G Riaxico [idanual and Workshap on Cleaner
Production for Central America Leather
Processing Industries
TRYZ008 513608 R TX AGH Univ Sysier Health Saence {08 ISP Evaluaton of Models for
Ctr Research Fdn Exposure Assessiment in Humans.
{Azerbajan and China)
200§ SIIQI2C07 $10.000 University of Hinois at Urbana- [0 F0P- Solar Light Emitting Riods
Champaign Lantems for the Replacement of
Kerosene in the Develaping World
india)
10/172008 /3072007 110,600 University of Hinois at Urbana- us FDP. Sofar Light Emitting Dods
Champaiga anterns for the Replacemant of
Kerpsene in the Deveioping Word
(ingia)
10/122000 31312007 Org. for Economic Coop. antd Dev. France HOECD Chemicat Controf Program
151412006 40012006 1013142007 Org. for Economic Coop. and Dev. France Policy lnstrument Mixes 1o Address
Meroury Emissions
3101 181472008 /1/2004 $180,400 Organization of American States taly Sustainable Trade:
Crganization Nationa Ervronmental Assesstent of
Freo Trade
GHaFG08 07608 460 568 Institute for Gavermanc and g Secratariat Servicas for (MemAtOnAl
Sustainable Davelop Network for Envirenmentsl Compliance
ang Enforcement (INECE)
S04 BENR Aptrapriais Rural TThnciogy Insttite g Parinership for Clean Indoot Al Fot
erojoct
BGIE04 717007 T§e88a0 Saciaty for Develapment Allomatves i@ Loveraging Stakshoier Rosoufces for
Cioan indoor Al in Bundeikhsnd
18/8/2005 1G/30/2008 310,000 University of Florida {5 FDP- Sustainable Dasign and
tmplsmentation of @ Solld Waste
Management System in Kravoto,
MECEdon(a
[Bi2142005 19/1/2008 /32007 $10.000 Ohio State University Research S Dev. of a Sus. and Approp. Drinking
Foundation Water Sys. for Mantana de Lz and
Nueva Esperanza, Honduras
SSRGS (G008 $AT500 Erironmental Defense iy Environmantal Gapacity Bardng m
Newly independent States (Ukraine and:
Russia)
STE008 573172007 £16.600 (Carmall Universiy s FOP. AquaCiare, Clean Water for Smal
[Communities (Honduras)
67212008 9/30/2006 525,000 nstitute de Engenhana Mecanica - Polo jPartugal Heaithy Suiidings 2008 - Intemationat
FEUR Conference on Indoor Air Quaity
172506 52008 BT G500 ke Universty 3 FES5 - TA Broven Mschanioal Asrator
(Indonesia)
83321901 918/2006 6/1/2006 573172008 326.000 Comrmission for Environmsntat Canada Hospitals for Healthy Eavironmant in
y tseico
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-

o

.

1142042006 71172008 American Society of Civil Englnesrs US Ciean Water for Sustainable Cities in
Ghina
11/22/2005 6/13/2008 Org. for Economic Coop, and Dev. France Environmental Performance Review for
Non-OECD MemberChina
83126401 127112008 SDABR2003 8112007 $75,000 Org. for Econamic Coop, and Dev. France Policy: Decoupling and
rechnclogy Changa
83176901 12/72006 7/15/2004 1212872008 $150,000 inst. for Envitd. Health & Related Crina Partnership for Clean Indaor Alr Piot
Product Saet Project
1311412007 71152003 157302907 $49,988 Fundacion Dr. Manusl Galiardo Ei Satvador Proparation and Dissemination of the
Environmental Law Textbook for Centa
America
SRR SI5073008 BGATET 510.000 Gonzaga Univarsity s Decantaized Waste Iroatment an

Energy Recovery in Kigali, Rwanda

SRSEEGT 57152002 THAT2008 223053 tits for Warkat Transormation  JUS TBevelopment and iMpIeMEntaion of
nesgy Codas for Buidings in
azakhsten

4722087 /152004 1273172008 5165.900 insiiute for Market Fransiormation Energy-Efficient Buiding Codes Project

(Russia)
7301 SaESaT 107172604 SAEE007 $100,000 Gnion for B8 IMPROVING AGRICUL URAL
of Nature. PRACTICES, AS IDENTIFIED IN THE

1S, CHILE FREE TRADE
AGREEMENT

5772007 SHT00T 1073172007 536,000 Universidads 4o Forio Portugal Filo! Study Mestng on Ciean Froduds
and Processes

BHIZ007 87172004 12312007 5150.068 The Nature Conservancy IS [An Atemaiive Energy Frog far 108007

ir Qty dmprove, Sustain Dev, and
Biodiversity Conservation (Chine)

ST172007 R0 $145.000 Coilaborative Labeling & Appiance  {US Cinveloping Siandards a0 Labsing
Standards Prog initiative to Reduca Enargy Waste &
Grasnhouse Gas Emissians.
indin)
T7EATa007 107172004 SRGH007 EERES T Asa Foundation TS (Taiwan Envirormenta) Study 1008
TR0F2007 TA5R067 2172008 513406 o Environiental Protection BureaChing Fossiniity Sy of Soud yvaste

Treatment in Thanfin, China

8372007 7000 173112006 15608 830 Advisary Gommities on Frofection of thef Unied Ringdom Stppor for Protecion of 1he ATcc
Sea tarine Envicansment

SHameaT 57175005 [TR008 1§350,500 Sutiwasi Resaarch instiute S Being Ciesel Retort Piot Frogram

52005 TTBGIE507 $746,559 Canadian Insvtute of Crid Healn Canada Bliiding Chidrens Envronmental
Health Capscity among Heath Care
Professionals
72507 973073008, $35.000 Solic Wasts Assowanon  [Denmark Landl inventory for Nigena
E3355507 072057 61572007 BIEAGT $TIT.000 Carmision Gontroamencans 46 E{ Sanvador Frowds Technies) ASSIStanceie]
Amblente y Desatrallo Saivador on Al Monitering

Prged
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G

T
Rapublic of Korea  [FeasibiliyMethans Recavery/andiis
i Korea
SRIZ0G7 SA7007 172008 Glizhon i Coaparaton Contsr for  [CRna E5al Nina Methans Recovery ang
v, Protection Utiization iniiative
S7I72007 577472007 TESA008 517,000 CIEAL Afanta e i Best FraciicasiLandil Gas-Energy
Frojects
(Argenting, Brazil, Colombdia & Eevador);
151132007 37172003 51,200,000 Lintted Nations Eavironment Programmg Switzedand iPromote Emirenmentat Sound
Wordwide
91712067 107472005 $10.000 Eastern jHlinots University US increased Dnviking Watss Supply
Through improved Cistern Design (Hait]
051 8/2007 /372007 913012610 $100,000 China Coal tnformation Institite. Cnina Pawer Genaration Using Low Quality
Coal Methane
3563001 13012007 /73007 2608 TSy Fullaion Ausiiary Seraces Cor [0S Erergy Recovery and Exission
Recuction (China)
83372201 0/2512007 B/31/2067 Canter for Development with Stiar Botivia Bolivian Scale up of improved Rocket
Energ Stoves
183338401 10/1/2007 6712007 Org. for Ecancmic Coop. and Dev. France Envirormantal Compliance Assurance
iSystems; A Cross-Country Analysis
F159701 67772007 003 vy, for Ecanomic Goop, and Dev.  [Franca Ervironmentally Sound Vanagement of
Waste
2545581 O EAGGT Envronment Ganada Taracs Canada Amospnenc Lispesiter
Measursment and Database Activties
182354901 1072972007 873042007 1$10,000 Tifiors instote of Technology S [Water Supply and Distribution Sysiem
(et
83350701 Q302007 B/50/2007 96,082 James Madison University LS Sustainable Water Extraction and
Distribution System
[(Kenya)
3072007 B/30/2007 $9.894 Marquette - Margquette University m iSustainable Water Supply-Las Garmcha:
(Guatemaia)
§3372607 TOR 007 SHR72007 THIZ008 $55500 Ehina Blogas Soviety CHina FWorkahopitiogas TSchiaiogy, Polcy
Development
EEREEE TiRREGT 0007 572612008 [ TORwersity of fnols Bt Urbana- S FOF- Water Doveloprent Program for
Ghampaign Rurat Nigeria
183454101 11812007 151172507 B/31/2008 $10,000 Gonzaga University S \West African Technology
{Benin)
14/8/2007 97172007 510,000 Tha Coopar Union for the Adv of US ‘Sear Lighting for Remaote Rural
Science and Art Communities
(Ghans)
TIREG0T 57372007 8500 Ciemson Unersty i Wasia Tiros on 1 (S8R of Dominca
(Domirica Republis)
83350801 1172002007 SII2007 159,598 :Onio State Univarsity Research S iHarvesting Roofiop Runoff from South
Foundation African Homes
{South Aftica)
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Shath i
Community Cevelopment - SI

081262011

e f‘é\\\‘

Wster Filtration
(Guatemala)
27612007 ATa/2508 Commrication for the Sarvice of Ty Bartnership for Clearn indaor AG POt
Deveiapment Project
83217101 1213172007 121172004 16/30/2008 \Worid Haalth Organization Oenmark IAddressing the Environmental Burden
of Disease and injury in Childrert in the
WHO Europe Region
183228601 171472008 91112006 Interrationat Maritime Qrganization United Kingdom Technical Cooperation and Assistance
Support o the 181G far Prevention of
Maring Poliution
833180071 171502008 107172006 510,000 Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute US Resnsselear Polytechnic instiute
(hepal)
53352801 77572008 G007 $76508 Trusieas of Conmbia Unwersty I3 FOF - Sustainabie Micro Hydropower
iFlant for Rurgl India
{india}
23355101 /1572008 9172007 1873172008 510,900 | The Cooper Union for e Adv of s Development of an Indigenous Fluoride
Science and Fitfer
{Ghang)
83178001 /2112008 07172004 /3012003 $205,000 United Nations Ectmomic Commission  {Switzertand Development of Coal Mine Methane
for Europe Projects in Europe an the
Commonwesith of Independant States
SRETEoT 008 67772008 Bl 557,000 Ervronment Ganada Sanada Evironmontal Pokcy ARGIYSS &
Valuation-Canada
82348601 541972008 8/1/2007 EEE 15412500 Institute for Gavesnance and S The 8th Intemational Confersnce for
Sustainatla Develop
{South &fica)
R G008 ZIHETTE) TOTIEOTE $700500 Grg. for Ecanomio Gaop. and Dav.  JFrance Sustamabie Firancng for AToTanis
Accass to Water and Sasiation
83060201 (841212008 8172002 1543172008 $527.127 LS Mexico Faundation for Stiance - Mexico Globai Climate Changs: Economic
MEC odeling in Mexico
8255201 16/16/2008 15H/2006 7131:2008 5415890 Tinrock intematonsl us Partnership for Clean indoor Air
Outreach
{(3tobal Public-Private parinarship with
memberstip from U.S., Eurape, Affica,
Asia, Latin Amsrica)
82268701 |5/23/2008 101172005 1$400,000 World Resources Institute. S iDosign and implement GHG Reduction
Progra in india
83126601 7182008 7742003 1673042009 51,575,862 United Nations Environment ProgrammeiKenys Partiership for Ciean Fuets
53175501 FAGE008 TRB054 STSGE008 $EIB 0 Fan Amarican Hoai Organization U8 Endronmanial Health i Lain Amenica
and the Caribbean (LAC)
133368501 FI1SR2008 19/112007 531008 15100,000 i Texas A&M Research Foundatien S Convetting Landlil Gas/Fusling Trucks
in india
183325601 712902008 51172006 713112009 $230,000 ‘Canadian Department of Fisheries and [Canada IAssessment of Risk to Fish from Distary}
Ocsans and Waterboma Exposire 0 Metals
and Arsenic
kR TIRSI008 P GRS $754.200 CENTRO DEL AGUA DEL TROPIC  [Parama Development dnd Management of
£D0 Regional Environmantal Information
database for CAFTA-DR Countries
ST FRR008 SF7057 FrTR008 156600 Wity of Agrouiture PR G e Capacy BaTana/Rora Energy i Ghina
ERREYERY SHI0E BEA008 ERERi) ST650 Urnversily of Cinannat o Evhanced PROICAANTG Soiar DRI
of H20
(tretand and Moxico}
185392101 8/13/72008 8/152008 8/14:2009 $10,000 Appatachian Stats University ] [Efhanot: Fuel from Gofine Waste.
{(Nicaragua)
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o

182072008 Uniiversity
iJapan}
B125/2008 STiz007 I 772008 {585,000 Cshire for Panpie B EAVIrOOMBRL Tigena Pre-foasioiity Study on EIGCALRY
Generation
8/25/2008 9112008 11/30/2008 $100,000 hstytut Nafty | Gazu Patand Landil Gas in Poland: Capabiliies &
Awarenass of its Potentist for Energy
Generaton
SHRGET HET SR TSauharn Bois Univarsty ol [ Fethans Emission/ Two Coal Mres in
Carbondaie india
§T573008 43068 $70.000 [ afayetie Colegs [ CODEFS1 15 Promats Sustamabie
Systems-Honduras
91412008 18/1/2004 16120,000 FoiContD - Potlution Coritrol Thailand ‘Bangkok Diesel Retrafit Demonstration
Department Project
/862008 121172007 15100,000 'The Energy and Resources Institute india mmsheWonirc: of Methane
Emissions/ninals
83396401 Q192008 10412008 192,600 M 1 Munivipalided De Guayaquil Ecuador Advance Methane Uss-Claan Energy
Source-Ecuador
53381801 iS008 G15/2008 671472005 $70.000 Cofiribia Umversity 25 T ancion ERGTgY FIATOr AT F)
Piiot
(uganda)
{BIEETE0T 571172008 G007 5312008 535,500 Ecoiogical Ragiona Cente issia Caridfil inventory Jor Russia
S3306G0T 19118/2008 11712008 14/30/2008 $250,012 Fundacao - Fundacae Promar Brazil Hastar Plan-Landfill Managament in
Espitta Santo Brazt
23368701 81202008 5/29/2009 §10.000 Arena AuStTIE | Trans-Atantic RRE
interchangeiSustainability
ELTT 81412005 5,558 Ciiversiy of Pitisburgh TS Removal of ATSenic from AGUISFS
(ongoia)
153008 §77472008 $70.000 Gonzaga University s Ciraan Enargy for a Dom i Kitale
anya
10/20/2008 /4512008 10/31/2008 1$25,000 Technicat University of Denmark-Dapt off Denmark international Conference-ndoor At
Manufactuing Engineering Quallty & Ciate
152008 B/14/2009 150,000 The Regents of the University of US intograted Carbon Gredit Program -
Michigan Macagascar
EERRCAY] /3042008 10/172003 1273142002 153,263,705 Forld Health Organization Switzeriand Protection of the Human Environmant
93105701 19/30/2008 107442003 12/31/2009 $1,504,248 IWorld Health Organization Switzartand intemational Programme on Chemical
Sataty
83354701 10/1012G08 9/12007 2262009 510,006 Witliam Marsh Rice University rU—S Water Treatment and Education in

Vitanermossa, dexico

57857861 07252008 o000 575012006 Sa7a000 REC-Caucasns Goorga R ronmantal ASSISNGE, Iormatan,
and Training Programs
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vi“xx; .
Sl
Auslsidisiho o L
0 Motetary Action) & | Projact s
1073072008 Mathane Capturs & Uss

1172002006 rizzd07 Gniversily of Louisiana at Lafayette. The Process Cptmization Review o
9

include Methen
(Brazil

FINATECRInvarsioads of Brasiia Brazi {Efecs of Land Use Changas on e
Funetioning of Soils and Watarsheds of
Central Brazd Savannas

27472008 TZATI003

E373507 1277 12008 ERREASY FEFDAI $745.565 {riversity of North Carolina &t Chapet [US, FOF - Biomaners Of Haatlh RIsKs
Associated With Envisonmentat
Exposure To Arsenie (Mexico)
EEEERE) 272008 53008 TS 560,000 Unitod Nations mdustial Deveiopment [Gina UNICOTTRO: Feasibiily Study o) Fig
Organization iMenure Biogas Power Ganetation in
Kiangtan, Huran Province

83255201 5005 G008 TERERCS $150,060 nternational Pedimiic ASSOCaton 0S Pediiic Emironmantal Healih
Leadorship Insitute: Thinking Glovaty,
Practiing Logally

(Ndfiple Countrias to inciude it not
himited to: India, Hal, Kenya & Greeve)

R5345307 SO0 ATR2007 6,505 Fiational Pofution Praventon o Fechniosl Assisiancs for Txdio
Roundtatle indusiry Potuion Preventian (Morocco)
§574637 08 577565 GrF ntermational Sience and 1 echnalogy  RUsSE Tprovement of Envionmental
Conter Hanagemant in the Newy independent
[States
EEEF EORTA) SARo0Y 52270000 Science and Techology Cemterm | {Uktains iroproving Environmental MaRagement
Ukraine Under the Nanproffesation Program in

the New independent States

53343501 3308 S National Paliution Pravantion us Poliution Prevention and Gleaner
Roundtatie Proguction Networking
(Middie East & Narth African countries)
B386001 TGS 7172007 572008 inst for Strat Falicy on Nat Resand | vist Nam Racoveryiivesiack Wasie-Reaucs
Environment Methane Gas [Vistham)
83371601 3710/2000 SiizonT §64,350 CNPMLTA Colombia Tmplemeniation Melhans Usage
Systems-Cafombia
B3570601 372302008 G0 §75.000 aiayene Cotege U8 [Commanity Orientad Dasign and
Evaluason Process for Sustainable
ECEEETh 3RIE008 302007 §r30i009 550,000 Cy of MoAien US
E335ET01 47372008 57172008 ER0T0 igwny frstytal Gorvcwe-Cental Forand Characrstos-Vantiat Av Methene

Insiitate Emissions

[Aiaska Natve THoa Heallh Consariam jUS AR Epidamioiogic Stady Of Trne rends
and Haalth Effacts of Parsistont Organic|
Patiutants, Mercury.

53370507 ATED508 SI172065 51013

(Denmark)
EERHEN] BREEE argaT R ot insfeuic for Enengy Conservation Productive Use of Mothaneindian Dairy
Industry
iy
51272008 [11/15/2005 12/3172010 5496,000 1AZ Board of Regents ~ Univ. of Arizena {US [EPM SPECIAL APPROPRIATION ~
FELLOWSHIPS, SPEQIALIZED
IWORKSHOPS & MEETINGS
Maxicoy
83368201 15/28/2009 (71772007 71812010 575,000 Board of Trustess University of liincis  fUS System for Bioremediation/Sgricuttural
(Chemcals
(india)
05T 57172007 SO0 FTZE00 Rsociacion Fara EI Eatgio delos | [rgentna Srall Seale Direct Usization, LandHl
Residuous Gas
6/15/2008 9/1/2007 3312010 15150,460 RusDem - RUSDEM - EE Russia [Clean Energy Technotogy information
Canter
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Rt
international Network
Sustainable Develop Camphance and Enforcement
(Ghana, Kenya, Tanzania, €1 Saivador,
Honduras, Nicarague, Guatemala,
United Kingdom, Nethertands, Canada,
Ching, Jordan, Oman, Baheain, Qatar.
Morocco, and France)
EEETl) 71712008 SABE0E EAR0T0 STEG00 Fart Lewis Colioge U5 SUstamaple ANREFONC
DigesteriCookstove Design
(Eouador)
lEr2aizo08 877577004 EFAR0T0 SZERE NFO UGLEMETAN RusSiE [ﬁamya; Gas System Eissions
Reduction Opportunity Assessment
GAEGSY Si72007 ST §775.000 Renewabis Enargy Agency Uiraing infrarod Hoater- Landil i5at i the
Uicaine
i TRR50 SASEEE 10T S5 A06.650 riversity of North Carcina &t Chapel [US EDF - Carciing Center for
i Computational Toxicotogy
(Beigium, Htaly, and Finlang)
53361507 TGS ST 6T $740.000 (ELE Loat Governmants for o el Methane Parnerships for
Sustalnabiity Emissions Reduction (Brazity
jCEEn 7012008 ERE608 [EESELsE 750,650 Mongatan Nature and Emvionmant | |MongoRe Skidy” Motans Recoverys Use In
Consorium Mongota
FEEI 6182008 BT SN THiassachusetts INSTAAS of § ohnogy (U8 Sofar Power Gansration System
}LL_esoma)
20008 SATEEGT [TRTROTS 305,152 Commonwaaith SCRAIC & (Rausal  [Ausiraie Mitigating and Utizing (iated Wine
Research Org Methane
TIREIR008 81512007 BAEETY 5165158 Aga Kban Foundaton USA £ Fromation of Matket Based
Mechanisms for Energy Effciency
(Pakistan)
772372008 GATEEEE ERES SHEC [Jackson Hola Genter (o Globa) ARARS JUS ITha Wethane Connacion Caal Mg
Safety and Glaan Power Production in
Ctiina
772873065 EREBTY 642010 Weiiesicy Cologs ) ueal Energy Opimizaton in Himaiayan
Region
/372608 512008 BTam0T A% Board of Regants - Uy, of Arizona [0S Doveloping SusENEbIE AGUaciG
Systems
{iexico)
S0 STEE008 §1472090 Rochester ITSHAS of T8aHnoiogy U8 ook Stoves for Fiaib Using
Thesmoelectrics
(riait)
TS BASIEE0S &A1 Coturmbia University S N Inclion Energy Fiatonn PHol
Ugands,
B3AZI00T 008 152008 E142070 $10.000 Tha Rogenis of the Universily of GA -~ US Community £d to Reduce Waierbome
oy
ERREEER BIT5/2008 51172004 EETEGT0 600,600 TBourgas Univarshy Prof As aterov  [BUIGANa Develapment of a Mstabalc Simuator
Computer Progeam
GEITEGT ETEE00E 7172668 BSOS 556,656 Earivs for Faopie & Evronment Fgerns Sty Landiii Recovery & Uss i
Nigeia
AEER0T G008 SA13005 TATEE0E 5145881 Forineasiem OF Universiies Conegs of Us. igd. On A Decade of Ressarch SKis
Mecticine Training Te Enhancs Pediatic
[Environmental Health (Five countiies &
e satected in Central and Eastem.
Europe)
E3A3560T STER08 672009 G013 ST resident and FRiows o Harvard S Frodicting Regional Alengy Hopots-
Coltag: Future Climatas
(ireland)
5AEE08 ERIEGTE SZEREY Flindacion Guanapats Producs. Hieico Deveiopment-16hToal BENTaGs-
|anaerobic Digesters
CRERGH STOROeY 3500 ERRESEY RN [Board of Trusiees Unvarsy Of oIS {US Sustainabis Bidg Design & LW System
in Nigeria
63445201 R 07172069 673672010 E84760 RusDiam - RUSDEM - EE Russia Fra-feasibly StUGyRaratl LomMmercal
Gas Use-Russia
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L
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T

o L
N \?\M
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patle

ra £ Estudio de fos Residuous [Argening
s Operans
o005 1EREReTE 5,060 Giobal Watar Ressarch Goakion Nefherands EFAIGWRG Coop Agresment Fag
Research issues
83445807 /112009 /172010 $110.000 Station of Agricultursl Environment China Procurement-3 Blogas Pawer
Protection Generators China
83444201 10/8/2009 GIA0290% 9302010 CSU Futierton Auxitiary Services Corp jUS Methane Recovery & Uss Clean
Resourcs - Ching
23444401 10582009 9/30/200¢ S/302010 556,99 Internationat City/Courty Mg, Assoc, JUS Advance Methane Recovery & Usa-
Clean Energy (China)
[Eaaasios 10/20/2008 101172008 Q302011 $125.000 CNPMLTA Colombia Methane Capture & Use Projects in
Calombia
10/22/2008 114172006 11/30/2010 530,000 EnEifet- Canter for Energy Efficiency  {Buigana IAssessment-Landiilt GasRecvry & Use-
Bulgaria
10/22/2008 10/1/2008 332G 320,761 Aleneo De Manila University Philippines Estabish Baseiine Data-Methans
Reduction Potential
10{26/200% 8/15/2008 81472010 830,000 {The Johns Hupkins Univarsity us Sustainable Ram Pump in South Atrica
1072612009 8/16/2008 BHARCID 510,500 {The Johns Hopkins University US Sustainabie Ram Pump in South Afics
07772008 S SREZ0T0 57295 Evironmental Souety of Gman Grman Cogstal Maragamen Flan
DaymaniyatNature Reserve-Oman
183450101 1072812009 11742509 11302010 $31.000 Energy & Environmentat Development  {China \Anatyze Qbstacles-Xstng Biogas
Research Gt Projects-China
CeEe] B EgYE) Rt $T50,057 o WSS o Emeray Gormervation 105 Empansion AgSiar nda HoTane
Capire-Winery Waste
132003 SAT26T AT 543,757 Wichigan Stae University S (BNALL BRANT- Balamng 8 MARK w1
Cria
11/18/2009 0F1/2007 RI312610 75,000 Lenigh University UsS [rsenic-laden Spent Regenerant on
odian Subant
iMexica, Bangladesh, and Cambodia)
1112472009 127112008 1173002012 1$870.209 Princeton University LS Framework for GeoSequestration of
Carbor:
{(Norway}
CEIERSEY s EIIER) Gig. for Ecancmic Cobp. and Dev.  |France Erwronmental Complanca ASSUrance
Systems
12/30/2008 121172009 11/30/2010 inatitio Internacicnal de Recursos Maico IRR1-Advancs Methans Recovery &
Rencuables use a5 Clean Ar
TR0 R 3312008 rshiuts for Ecoibgy of Industal Areas |Porand Forand Melhane-1a-LNG Froject2on
(IETUY Cost Mine
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]
EELIES]
implemmata-URraine
1/25/2010 51172008 S/30/2010 Ching Coal Information institiute Cring 1Coat Mine Methans to Markets
Partnership in Ching
F3T92107 7RG 72004 EEHERE) 15778.660 CRinAEFA - China Slats Env. Frotechon Jorna IManaging Pollation from Parsisent
Adminisration Crganic Pollutants (POPS) snd Other
Toric Substences in China
EERETERT {a20T0 CEEGTET SAETG 3,700 Cafigh Ursversity 08 OR-DISOpRary Pratiom for Water G
Honduras
CRERRYG 612872004 1597 528 Bt of Horocca - Depl o Eavironment [Moreecs [0 Motocco Froe Trade Agresment
Capacity Buiding Training
3357501 G008 5706,000 Thatand - Miristcy of Thanand Thatand Development Asst Raducs Methane
From Swine Fams
83386501 9/1/2008 i3 199,860 Renewabla Ensrgy Agency Ukratne Faasibilty Study-Flare instaiiation-Rivne|
Kraing
B335730 13111/2018 [9/112008 57317201 598,502 Nat! Insttute of Agriculturat Science &  {Fepublic of Karea isthane Caplure Agricultural Wastes
ki Korea
83433901 /1412010 B/15/200% 8142011 1§2.962 Ohio State University Research US Rooftop Rain Harvesting Tow! for South
Foundation Africs
83377001 3182010 3172008 1§/3172010 §150.000 Practical Action {i Federal Gemocratic  jScalingi/Smoke Alieviating
&pub!fc of Nepal | Technology in Neps!
Gy SATE010 r1ar008 GEOTT §73.555 TFe Regents of the Univered U3 Erecirochemical Arsshic Romadiation [
Berkeley fanglaesn
83322101 32272010 37152067 3142011 5584, 472 Univarsity of Delaware. s T Future of Harmal Algal Blooma
(Ching)
83306301 471201 31112008 /3142011 1$550,000 VA Pelytechnic InsyState University US| Degassing Coal Mine Methans in
1Shanst Ching
98020601 4472018 57112008 1273172010 19120631 [CRERMS Romania iStrengthening the Links Between USA
ond Central and Eastern Europe oa
Environmental Heaith lssues.
B545TI00 e BAEGE ARG70TT §15.550 T&ordan Researen Canferences g 3515 GRG: Hiogenic Hydrocarbons &
ihe Atmosshere
(Switzeniand)
83366201 4/28/2010 8/1/2007 13172011 18230,000 iChina Assec. of Rurat Energy Industy  $Ching Scale-up of Biomass Stoves in Wastem
3
83375801 51262010 16112007 1273172010 574,003 Norfwestem University s FOP- Solar Priotovoltaic & Wastewater
[Troatment SysiPanama
52010 HB/1/2008 3172011 1$175,000 ‘Ching Urban Const Design and China Landfll Gas Uiifization Feasibility
Research Academy Studies-Ching
6/15/2010 6/1/2008 2071 1$149,998 Practical Action Henya Sustaining Clean & Healthy
Correny SEIE6TE SF0T2000 ST 50 WAt Environ Enginesring Rasearch | findia Wiotising ToohEstmate Methans
instituts Nagpur Geperation
S 652010 42077 Rowan Uriv, ~ Rowan Unverstty 108 Foanut Shel Fuel for Bha GaNIbIE
B0 EHEE5T0 E71472072 575,000 The Universiy of North Carobra ot {08 Chitosan Coaguiation for ater
[Chapet Hill Treatment
(tnajtend)
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Hospitals (Mexica and Brazil)
83397201 6/23/2010 [8/1/2008 123172010 $150,000 inistitute for Environmental ManagementiUs tmproving Landiill Methane Enecgy
e, Recovery from Devaloping Countries
Lardfits
(ngia)
83305801 1812472010 5/ 12008 8/31/2011 $489,251 Research Triangle Instifute US Advance Mathane Recovery & Use
Clean Air Source {Chira)
83470801 6/28/2015 37152010 314201 59,988 Columbia R2 - Columbia University in {US Latine TechiHuman Waste
e City of Mew York ManagemenyRurat Ghana
8347160 71172010 BHER01D B/1472011 310,000 University of Toleda =] Deinking Water Purication for Hondurag,
83474901 THIZ0T0 51972010 I5/18/2012 574,999 Humbld! State Unly Foundation us iSmart Qutiets to Reduce Brownouts
(Bhitan)
53457401 (77772610 7712010 873072014 $2.000,000 Univ of KY Research Fun. us  Transatiantic |nitiative-Nanotachnigy &
Environment
{United Kingdom)
RT9R01 TG0 ) CIFENiES 575500 Fiarvard Bahoal of PUBIG Heallh o FRGral Enargy in FiTaaya Region
82475401 17/802018 8/1572010 871472012 @‘75‘000 Board of Trustees University of lliingis  {US Vinus Ramoval with Sand Filters
(Guateraia
185A7TEET iSRG B8/16/2010 31472011 310,000 TBoard of Trosiaes. University of ilmois {US fWater Catchment Protactian- Cameroor]
83474001 71132010 8715/2010 B/14/2011 510,000 | The Pennsylvania State University = Harvesting Polable & Btorable H20
(moraccol
83477101 THBR0H 81572010 8/1472011 510,600 New Jersey insitute of Technology = Sustainable Sanitation for a Haiian
spita
(Haiti)
193458301 IR0 (87172010 BrgH 13200,000 Uiniversity of Utah US Quartitative Assessment-Mercury Influxd
iSait Laks
(Canads)
182367101 71202010 9/1/2007 1$150.016 Faderats of indian Chambers of india Nachanisms for Advancing Methane
Commerce & tndust Recovery
[B3EETIOY 71202010 19/25/2008 51,436,387 The Regents of the University of CA - LS ntegrity Research-Chitdhoad Leukamia
Borksley & Environmant
{Brszit and United Kingdoms)
83475801 7/20/2010 5/15:2010 671472012 575,000 North Carolina A&T State University s IE‘(}‘haﬂcmg Urban Sustainabifily w/
Pemacutture
(Costa Rica)
E5288101 TG0 EARGIC gErn 7250000 T Fioaith Science Center al Houston  [US Hypeniension, Dispariies in Al
Poliution Risks
(Faiwan)
o) BAE010 72605 | 360,060 Rogents of the Universiy of Colorade  JUS, isihans Emissions from Abandoned
Coal Minas in Ghina
LR 57372010 SARTS TT720TE $235.000 Envonmental Law instiate S ESTabish Logal Arthonty-ndio-
Environmantal Govamiance
(india)
8732010 B/1572010 8142071 59,983 North Carolina State Unival Us Harvesting Trees - Maximizing Carbon
Sequesttion
BERGTS TI72505 ERTIZIG §T0a 225 Findacion Guanajuata Froduca Riexico 5 Tigastars Livestook Busnss-
Mexict
83474301 8/5/2010 91872010 Q1472011 E@Bﬂ«’} Manhattan Co - Marhatian College US Natural Water Fifters for the Phillppines
ErEy 553010 TAS008 SriER0TT $TR6.560 Thina Coal Tnfarmaton ishite Ghina Tochmical Assessmant of Goal 1o
Gas Recovery & Utiization in Cfina
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| A .
Universily of iowa
[Airborme Matter
(Canada)
93476501 18272010 8/15/2010 8/14/2011 YS—Q‘Q&Q University of Georgia Research S l‘—N‘SISY Harvesting in Rural Uganda
Foundation Ing
33374001 72010 12008 120282012 181,199,500 Regents of the University of Michigan  US DR - Cardiovasculay Effacts/Coarse.
Particuiate Matter
(Canada)
53475201 BATI20G 81152010 1B14/2012 1$75,000 Comell Uriversity S iAguaCtarz Drinking Water Purfication
{Honthiras}
83401301 131842010 8714/2008 /132071 $75,000 University of lowa [ iElectolyic Chionne Generator for
Disinfection
{Haiti and Mexico)
33448801 18/18/2010 1/1/2010 124312014 $290,000 MNS(W of Env. Prot, Pzople Republic  {China Sino-US Cooperation an Environmental
ot China Pretection
83415501 8232010 51112009 712018 $240,000 University of Massachusalts Lowelt S TA for Mercury Reduction-Hospitais.
{Other Countries (Maxico and Ecuador)
83460201 872472010 191172010 831202 150,000 Criminal Paiice. rancy INTERPOL Environmaentat Crime
o progrsm
83458707 (83012030 9/1/2010 813172014 13505850 and Technology  {Russia f!r—nam\emanx - Envronmanital
Center Mansgoement in NIS-Russis
3487301 873012010 91112010 8131/2014 $305.844 [Scienue and Technoiogy Cewter in Ukising Environmentat Management-hiewly
Likraing independent States
83712701 61312010 (12/1/2008 1213172014 1$190,800 Org, for Econumic Conp. and Dev. France Environmentally Effective &
Eqanomically Eficient Managemant of
Materials & Waste
83457501 193472010 19/1/2010 873172074 82,000,000 PWithamn Marsh Rice Univarsity S Consortium For Menufactured nano
BEE
(United Kingdom
ERREFR 9272010 104142008 1813072011 5150000 Liniversidad Nacional de & Provingia LArgening LFG Used as Pyrofisis Fumate Fuel-
Acgentina
63448801 191212010 112010 l2r25i2011 106,800 Fhifipping Councit Industry & Energy Philippines. Capacily Bldg/Methane Recovery & Use;
Phiippinas
83445007 07212010 10172000 12/31/2010 1$370,000 nstytlut Nafty § Gazu Potand HandbookiTrg & Capacity 8idg-LFG
Utitzation-Potand
19/14/2010 161172008 Q/30/201% $21,100 Centra for Peopie & Enviranment. Nigeria tudy Towr & Visite-Landfills in US
{914£2010 10/1/2010 BI302012 $410,000 Battelie Memorial Institute US Emdronmental Technofogy Verificatian,
Advanoed Monitoring Systems Center
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Kenya Russian Fod Sups
Action for Protection of the Arctic

L
O\‘ -

0772008 SRG515 5489300 TWlorid Heasith Organizaton Swizerand G R PROGRAM ON CHEMICAL
SAFETY(PCS)
ERTGTIY 172067 Zns SR Cala - Gala Association Tewiopis [—ﬂisrke( BevelopmanvEana Fust Cook]
Stove
E7172605 TeRaT EGENED Niational Envianmental Engnearng  [ind Support far Envronmenial Pratecton
fas Instturs Inctiviies in india
SRz 372009 (IR ST {ited Nallons Environtant ProgrammeiKanya ORER  Cioanng House P amhersiip-
Ciean Fuels
33432751 ERECITE) BAEET] 55720 Tha Permsylvara State Unversty  JUS BEaiGn 2 Engie-Gonerator for e
Rural Poor
licenya)
{FaBG06T (HEGHH BEEET0 SRS 1838311 Regants of the Unersiy 6f Michgan U8 Fronata) Exposuros Obasty & Sexual
aturation
(htoxico)
FRATRO0T BRI e SIET2076 T8370.006 inited Nations Universiy Geonany CoebaratonElacbanics & Sustamable
Froduction
1237010 171572008 PR 750500 Solar Coawors imamatonal (€, Arca) |Kenya ifarket Acopss Ciean Coonng
[Technatogy in Kenya
TG 57172008 A0 $5554%8 Eiciueia Superior Poitechica Dl | |Ecuador Advance Wetiane Recovery & Use-O1
itaral Eapol 2 Gas Industry
3360401 TEE000 §7172608 TRiEbTE 570,00 Urited Nations & Sound NGt
azardous Waste
{g3TEr01 {EER010 772608 FErR0E014 1558560 e Nations Environment Frogrammekenya Frimaing Evironmentaly Sound Mg
Wortdwide
E5476801 3010 ARG RE1R0TS SRS Emory Universiy ey Emory/GA Toch Calabaranve
Assessmnt-Heaith Effacts
E_(§gam)
3415801 EERRATO 3508 ARG 5367000 ForaniinEny - Kingdor of Jordan  jdordan TiA for Jordan WoEny Support US
Ministry of Envirorment orsan Free Trade

GoaEEAT R0t GRS T3A0R011 360,250 Ervironmant Canada Canods Sabsh Sea Research

G0 G008 EREvTLY 1,165,000 TWioria Fiealth Grganization Siiizedand FUBLIC HEALTH AND 1HE
ENVIRONMENT {PHE)
RS 812008 173072012 7,055,080 FESF Intemaiional iy ET Wator Quaiity Profection Canter
AQPC) (Canada)
83343507 2i2ER 472005 1212011 3310.736 Guiizhoy int Coaoperation Cemer for  jGhina Chint Recovery & Utthzation inifigtive-
Env. Protection Guizhou China
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xpasure of PesBuorinated Compounds
(Canada)
ST [Regents of fie Universily of Mictigan [0S Transtormation & FALE of Fresh & AGed
CeQ2 Nanaparts
(Canada)
GAAZ670F R §TT8000 RoGkEAG - Rocksfeler PRIAnTopy  [US Carbon Disciosire Froje-mmproving
Advisors Data Qualiy
(india and China)
ERBYIE] FIGFT) ZAHE0TE 700,000 ol Vb, - ntemanonal Water Cinfied Kingdom [ Water Salsly Plans£ast AAcH
Association
SR0TT ST ERIGTIFY $4EE DG TiFarshat Ad Commamoraton Unitad Kingdom  {Co-operatve Marshal Scnoiars
Commission Programme
EREVEI) 3572011 TG 73172011 505,660 nstitute for Govemanss and 0% WECES B Comoronce -
Sustainable Develop Environmentat Gompliance.
(Canada)
EREE) ST G PEGITE 15373340 5 of Regents Universty of NE-LINGan {08 Eiffaraniating Retevant IMmene
fons in
(ngia and flaly)
{E3aaaTST SER0TY SEEAG0E 57307201 720,560 Aopataciian Siate Unversiy g LFGE Community Based Broj Dov
razi - ASU
5477001 1708 [ [ (G DEAS - University of Flonids 118, Recutad Festode Use for Bemisia
tabaci
(New Zeslang)
ERGH I ZREE0TE $T55.008 Grivarsity of BISbUTGH S Suscaptibiity 10 A Eoliuion i Urban
Areas
{Spain)
83449801 QAT TR 53018 F35500 1Gicwny Insyil Gorichwa-Gental  [Potand Hiethane Dagassing in POIand durng
Mining Insiitute Coal Mining
EenEnn) AT TG 673572014 57760066 rivarsity of Sowtam Cantoriia g ot USAIK Researan Brogearm.
RAMNUC
{United Kingdom)
53350501 TG THTROST EEEH 20560 Tianin Enviranrartal Protection BureauGring The Claan Wator for SUstanasis Gites
Project
jcaznen T TAI05S 30072 '5755,865 i Uriverstly of Petroioum Bejing  {China Cavacty Bidg-COMCHM Devalopmant
2 Utiization
EER TR0 4008 ESPEH 3375000 [iWafid Resources instuss 0§ Frodud Liecycis, SUPBIY CHain
Standards & Emissions Management
Toals for Climats Frotection
india)
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= T = S ‘&x)» -
. e
"%W?\\\Le; e . %ﬁ: ;;i i\\ 0

e S
L dbpleantNae s T NADpicat Seiaty LU C L o
(PB5-Joint Committee for Lead aiho fasy, dakarta” Stak:

Gasoline Phase-out 5

Sk
eholders

Ba3EEAT 201 52008 171572012 $7.007.028 United Natons INstlie for Training & [ewizenand Deveioping Froduat mventones and a
Research Pollutant Refease and Transter Register]
far Mercury

8350040 1 SIS ENTONE 7507012 3726000 Siate University s TGiokal Methane imiiatve- anti Gas
Use in Brazil

G3ABER0T FEEGGEEY RO ABI0TE 7785 508 Hiail Assos Stats Dapt Agrculture Reon 1US Erheng Potoiie Sy Prarms mprid
Fan Eimmnt,

Geniral America)

EREEREr) ARG SARETS e SET AT Toxas Toch Unversiy S Nanopartcie Toxicly T Zebransh

(Canada)

51272011 57112011 413012012 13138,150 Winrack international LS Capacity Buiiding of Dairy Faoms In
Pakisan

SATI20H (413012012 575,000 Appalachian State University US [Affordable Bioshelters Project:
Demanstrating tha Economic Viabiity of
innovative Solar Grsanhousa
(Canada)

83368301 57172011 AIB0/2012 575,000 Sppalachian State University £5 [Atfordable Bioshalters Project:
Demonstating the Ecanomic Viabitly of
innavative Solar Greenhouse
{Canada)

22503101 5/19/2011 5/142011 11/30/20% 1 574,524 [Community Devalopmant Ressarch S E&\iwi@n Agricuttural Methiane Capture
{mprovemant
(sthiopiz)

E3387201 SEr] ST 151678 350,505 Urivarsiy of Conneciicct Al Campuses (s Fotatle Reuse-WasteH20-Forwasd

smosis
(Nethertande)
61172011 53172012 $100.000 CSU Fullerton Auxitiary Seraces Corp, {US Training Ssssions-Landfitis & Landiil
Gas in Criiva
183377201 51 | 2/1/2008 152,000,000 Liniy of KY Research Fdn. = Satety/Toxicity Assessment of Caria to

rais

e
ity and Ching),

15/112008 5508 484 Woods Hole Oceanograghic Institutien {US Fiber Optic Array System for Detection
and Enumeration of Potentialy Toxio
Cyanobacteria
(Grescs)
SARE0T $500.008 nivereity of Caffomia Lo ARgaies U FOP- Daveiopment of Exposire and
Hesith Quicome
{(Spai}
183344701 5/172011 5142007 120342011 13810000 Org. fos Economic Coap, and Day, Feance [OECO Environment, Heaith and Safety
(EHS) Projects
BrnRbt BHIZD 1T TG 855,650 Commanity Development Reseacch [0S Tethiopian Landii Slady and Capacty
Buitding Project (Ethiopia)
BA2011 £/122011 5/31/2013 $150.000 Tsinghua University Department of Ching Landfll ang Greenhouse gas recovery
Buiding Science prograr in People’s Repubic of Ghina
87702011 10712009 313172012 8150028 Natl Assoc of Regulatory Utiity US INARLC Reg Partnership to Pramote
Commissianers LFGE-Brazil
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Wexico
Regian

53444101 51132011 107172009 1273172012 590,000 Ruigers University US Analysis Landill Gas Recovery System:
in Nigeria
R327A20t Szt 107172005 [BRTIE0TE $2.832,000 Eafaiie Memonial nstiute 3 Ferfonmancs Veriitation Tastng of

Monitoring Systema for Afr, Water and
Soite

33499801 6/2072011 74102011 173172014 1$100,000 Siperian State Industrial University Russia Training Canter & Demo Project-Landt
SibSts Gas Recovery-Siteria
83502301 1672202011 71172611 1213172012 $180,000 Instytud Nafty 1 Gazu Foland Pre-Foasibiity Study-Creating Compister
Support System
53468461 AT THIRETT PR $755, 000 Filippine Gounel industy & Enelgy  {PRIppinas Capscity Bidg Energy Production-

Lanatiis-Philippines

53505701 YN TR0 573172012 HE Asoc Fara £l Estudio de 108 Resuous [AFgentng Sralocaenect Use-Landil Gae-On
Sofidos site Enesgy Noeds
B3E05E0T ErBIza TR0 8hR0z012 §154565 insiiiuto intemacions) 46 Recursas  {Mexico Fromate ANGSTOBIC DIgastoin

Technology for Manure Management in
Mexico

#3500351 B0t TRIEOT RAEGTS 580,660 Uagos Wasie Management Autharly | [Nigena Lanafil Gas Assessment & Edueatona:
orkshop-Nigeria

EREGLEAY) TG BAGZE13 §130,050 Rongwabla Enrgy Agency Uiceine Risthane Fecovery Patsniial-Sotd
Waste-Likeaine

83500801 4112011 SRR 1530 VA Poiechnic Insi/State University us Reduce Methane Emissions-Turkish
Coat fines
| §3489401 TR0t F2011 16/30/2013 S300,000 Prasident and Fetiows of Harvard S aur Paliution and Life Expactancy i the
Coliage U
(Spain and United Kingdom)
83395401 71562011 47112009 33472014 19428,801 Environmental Council of tha States LS Omnibus Agreement-ECOS
Cooperstive Werk EPA
{China}
E575801 gz TERTEGT0 T e oA~ Urvarsfty of Wasrrgion  {US Cirrversty of Wasingion Camerfor
GCioan air Ressarch
{Spain)
8360190 7/572011 /1572091 81412012 514,882 The University of North Cacolina at S Copper & Zinc a8 Drinking Water
Chape Fill oishtectants
{ndia)
0T ot aR0TS EE 50 iongoian Nats and Envronment  |Mongoa G Erviswions nvertiory Dovelopmiatt
(Consartium in Mongotia
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?’Kﬁ -

Ressarch

67172068 BRTRGT 5753695 Souihern Hinois University at s Assassmant of Seslod OFf Arsas in

s

Carbondatn toonidin Min, India
71182011 8/1/2011 7312014 $140,000 China Coal Information institute. China Further Promotr-M2M-Coal Sector of
China
7/1872011 3/12011 713172018 1§141.450 st of Env. and Sust, Dev in Agriculun {Ching Monitoring Methods-Quantifying
CAAS Greenhouse Gas-Chins
EEAT 701 FEC 82010 et 5,660 L ohigh Urivarsty s Arsanic Removal & Contammant of
Waste in Cambodia
|pagasant 72001 ST011 TGS §770.143 NFO UCLEMETAN Russia VAN ai Russian Coal Mings.

53398901 71001 87142008 173172012 51,032,520 Winrogk internationat US Fvineook Intemnational Quireach
[Communications & Education,

(Globat Public-private partnership with
imembsrship from LS., Europs, Africa,
Asia, Lain America)

GTRYZ011 GT0T72011 GE7302012 350,500 Facully of 1 echrical S66nCes Sertia (Seting.ip Landhi Database for se i
Serbia
e 8172077 |CREEE Ty TGroen Ermpowennant o Tatwork Hloigestars Latin ATenca &
Canboean
B3EETTOY TR0 €rE2017 BT RG] Furdus Uriiversity Main Campus i T8Ainging Clear FZO 1o Hait
E3367E01 TR0 SAZ008 TS Battsie Momorial ST G Tirban Alr Quality Progra in Cantral

|america (Dominican Repubiic)

§3aaZT01 TR0 513605 PG Environments) Detense Fuad Inc. g Wathane Racovery It RUGsian Gas
Sectar
E3507801 TR0 EEEat) EXPERS STR00 Griversity f Connecicin 3 ErGaicn Contol It DEveiopng Countes
(Nicacagua)
) GG CEE=IE ETIESTS 570 600 Fbrelp Rssosiasas Brasiora Bo Sraen mthans AURS Enoray Coar. i Bromian
Empres De Limp Pub Landfils
3503601 EAGGT TR 67572514 | S 553 of Fegents Univ of Wisconsin i Bevaiapment of a Guantiative
Accounting Framework
(Crina)
PR EETITS BTRETE S50 61 Aierican Associaton Advancement of |US Eov.. Science & Engiesring Felowshp
Science Program
dtaly and Mexico)
8472071 GRS 7201 (riversity of Caforia Borkawy S UCEedeloy-Chilgrens Envhanmental
Heatth Research
(Austraiia)
T EZEE) DT T2RIR0TE Fiarvard Schoot of PUbIG Hoalth 53 is Pofiution Mishutes: Health Efects-
Life Stages
(Spain)
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-

B . A fyleat Start i i Date It pplican & N .
83811401 B/8201 8/1/201% 7i3172013 $100.000 EnEffact. Center for Energy Ef ey {Bulgaria Landfill Cas Recovery & Uss throughou!]
SE Europe
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Enclosure No. 2 Supplement 03: Yearly Breakout of Funding by Grant Number and Fiscal

Year {Qct 1, 2000 to Sep 30, 2008}

et 1, 2000 19 Sep 30, 2001 | Oat 1, 2001 1o Sep 30, 2002 | Oct 1, 2002 fo Sep 39, 2003 | Oct 1, 2003 1o Sep 30, 2004 | Vet 1, 2004 fo Sep 30, 2005 | Oct 1. 2005 10 Sep 30, 2008 ¢

$0.00

Q17112

Page No. 1

$130,000.00 $0.00
47900000 3000, 200 3000
$40.00000° 5000 50.00 3000
$127,000.00 $140,000.00 $10,000.00. $0.00 000
§7eBsTO0 3000 $000 $0.00 $0000
$199,000.00. 88490200 S 5080
$705,736.00 $418.250.00 _§000; 3000 50.00
$540,000.00, $535,000.00 30,00 3000 L soool
$337.874.00 $289,550.00° $0.00 8000 8000
$0.00 $900,000.00 5000 3000 3000,
$20000.00 $13.000.00 $9.000.00 $0.00 8000
$465,000.00 $444,000.00 $260,000.00: 000 50,00
. $140,000.00 . 80.00 $0.00; $85,884.00 30,00
. §76,000.00 3000 $0.00. 5000 $000
$199,542,00 $0.00 $0,00: 30,00 30.00
$0.00 30.00 $7203,500.00 $173,470.00 $0.00
W 52500000 5000 8900 3000
$0.00° $5000000. 5000 $0.00 5000
$70,000.00 3000, $0.00; 80.00 $000
$50,000.00: 3000 $0000 $0.00 $0.00
$40,000.00 $0.000 $100,000.00 . §94,000.00 $10500000.
$61,590.00 $0.00, $7,485.00 $0.00 $0.00
$80,000.00 $49,000.00, $40,000.00 $0.00 $0.00;
$24,885.00 50,00 30,00, $0.00 $0.00 30.00
$5,000.00 50,00 30.00 50,00 so00 $0.00
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85000000 _$275,000.00 _$110,000.00 $81,300.00] $180,000.00 $90,000,00
$56,000.00 $35,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 40, oo 3000,
- - - B— 5000 00, 000
150, . §50,000.00° 30,00 $0.00 8000 $0.00
$750,000.00 30.00° $40,000.00 $0.00 3000, 8000,
. $50,000.00 000, $0.00: 000 $0.00° 3000
$55,600.00° $0.00! $0.00. 30.00 30.00 $0.00
$75,000.00° $75,000. $0.00. 8000 $000. s0.00
$6,51800 $0.00 $0,00 5000 000 30.00.
$125,000.00 $0.00. $0.00. $25,000.00
568,535.00 31000000 $0.00 000,
$50,200.00 5000 $0.00 $0.00.
$74,440.00 $0.00, 8000 $0.00
o0 . $0.00 $0.09 e SO0
50,00 341600000 $249,518.00 323800700
$1600000, 000 5000 000
$17999100 $200,000.00: | $225,000.00¢ 30.00 }
$99.78300 $0,00¢ 3000, 3000
_B00000 L5000 L3000 so00
$15.000.00: 80,000 $0.00, $0.000
. $50,000.00 $000 i 3000 30.00
$50,000,00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
$32,50000 000 $0.00 30000
85000, $0.00: 8000 $0.00) 80,00 $0.00
. §55,32900¢ 30,00, 30.00 30,00 500 $0.00
812000000 30.00 $0,00 000 80000 $6.00.
$50.000.00° $0.00. $0.00 3000 20,000 $0.000
850,000.00 $0.00 8000 5000 $0.00. 30,00
| $25000.00, $0.00 $25,000.00 $50,000000  $25000.00 3000

Page No. 2
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Page No. 3

w71z
935,000.00 30,00 5000 8000 $0.00
$30,000.00 0,00 5000 3000 80,00
$28.000.00 30,00 30,00 3000 $0.00
370750.00 8000 5000 $0.00 50.00;
$60,000.00 3000 8000 30,00 50,00
5000 $168,02300 3000  $50,000.00 000
$122,000.00 $135,000.00° $681,000.00. 30,00 $0.00.
$150,000.00 000 $100,000.00 S0 §0.00
$20000.00 $0.00 s0.00 ..3000 $0.00.
$50,000.00 $10,000.00¢ $0.00 3000 $0.00
$200,000.00 3805,000.00 $520,000.00. $626,000.00 $0.00
$50,000.00 5000 30000 8000 $0.00
. §80,000.00 3000 $0,00 3000 2000
15500000 $65,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00]
$730,00000 $0.00 30000 so00 8000
_$0.00; $200,000.00 $0.00. 000 $0.00;
$0.00. $300,253.00 $0.00) 30.00 50,00
3000 $50,000.00. 360,000 $0.00 $0.00,
L3080 BEB000.00, $0.00; $089
3000 $40,000,00 840,000,900 50,00
3000 $206,000.00 8000, 30,00
$0.00 $130.000.00 _$000! 3600
$0.00; _.$25.000,00 5000 5000
80,00 §75,90000 000 $0.00. 80.000
5000 $10,000.00 5000 $0.00 50.00°
30.00 $15,000.00 5000 8000 8000
3000 $15,000.00 30,00 $0.00, $0.00¢
$0.00 33800000 3000 $0.00 85,00
80.00° $149,952.00! $148,946.00° $0.00 i
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$100.000,00

V172

Page No. 4

$0.00°
5000 __$17.000.00. 5000
U $100.090.00 $0.00.
$0.00 $75,000.00¢ $0.00
L3000 . 36000000 sooe
3000 $105,000.00 5000
0,00 $100.000.00 §000:
$0.00 $49,881.00 $0.00
$0.00 $50,000.00° .
$0.00. $60,000.00°
$0.00 $35,000.00
sao0 $114,92200 S201ST1L00
30.00. $100,000.00 $0.00: 8000
30,00 $53,382.00° $0.00; $0.00
00 $92,841.00 3000, . $0.00
80,00 $29,500.00 $0.00 s000
$0.00° $47,000.00° .. 3000 8000
3000 $63,164.00 $60,000.00; $89,869.00:

8000 $0.00° $126,000.00 §55,000.00 o BO0D 0
$0.00 $0.00 529838700 $267,281.00. $334,779.00] $334000°
5000 $195,000.00° $150,000.00 $182,127.00. $0.00 $0.00

000 8000, $09,057.00, L0 3000 . 3060,

8000 $0.00 $50,309.001 5000 $0.00 $000.
$000; 5000 $30,000.00; 30.00, $000. 8000,

_50.00 $000  $410,000.00 $167,600.00, $306,000.00, $115,000.00.
3000 $0.00 $15,000,00, $0.00, $0.00; $0.00
$0.00 5000, $50,00000: $45,000.00. $0.00. $0.00
$0.00 50000 $144,000 00 $50,000.00 8000 $0.00
$0.00; $0.00 $7500000 §75,000.00, §0.00. $0.00
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VNPT
5000 $73,600.00 $000: 3000 5000
50,00 $16,00000 8000 $0.00 5000
$0.00. 3743,045.00 $865,910.00° 50.00 $1,440.450.00:
8000 325000000 30.00 3000 5000
30.00! $365,748.00, $433,000.00 $000 $530,500,00
8000 _s0.00 $58,920.00 §7,220.00. $48,752.00
50,00 $126,000.00 $0.00 50,00,
30.00 7.4 $143.998.00 5000
3000 $40,000.00 30,00, 3000 %00
5000 574,000.00 E $0.00, 8000
000 $1000000 %000 000 $000
$0.00 8000 5000 _s000 5000
5000 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $200,000.00° 30.00
$0.00 $61,00000 __80.00 3090 $0.00
$0.00. 66,000.00 3000 3000 3000
o soon 57436300 3000 50001 200
8000 $0.00. 25,000,00 $0.00! $0,00
$0.00, $0.00 80.00° s0.00
$0.00 000.0¢ 30.00 $0.00 3000
3000 $40,000.00 _$51,450.00 50.00 800
50.00 $60,000.00 3000 5000 50.00
$0.00! $49,989.00° $0.00, _$0.00 30,00
$0.00 $601,856.001 3000 $0.00 5000
5000 _ $46,000.00 5000, 3000 3000
5000 $25,00090 5000000 e 00 000
$0.00 $295,000.00° $610,000.00° $100,000.00, 523586
5000 $200,000.00° 5000 30,00 %000
s0.00 50,00 $65,000.00: 82000000, 50,00,
3000, 25,0000, 5000 3000 $000
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$0.00 5000 $25,000,00 $0.00 . $0.00, $0.00

$2.00 $0.00¢ $530,000.00 3000 $1,300,000.00 $340,000.00:
2000 $000 ... 200000000 3137000000, e $231827400. e $900,000.00.
$0.00 . 5000 80000 3150000000 $0.00. $70,000.00
$0.00; Lso00 $0.06; $60,000.00 $6000000: 8000
3000 30.00 000 $000000 $000 . 1500000
30.00 L8000 3000 389888000 $80.000.00
000 R $0.00 $20,000.00
30.00: 000 §0.00. . $20,000.00°
30,00 o %oo $0.000  $92,080.00
5000 $0.00 3000 $132,762.000
RIS -2 W .. .$180,400,00
. 80.00 § 30.00 30.00. 87500000
L5000 8000 ..30.00 $149,400.00°
30,00 $0.00 L8000 $2000000
3800 3008 e 3200 $150,800.00
s 80000 $0.00 $95,900.00
5200, ... 3000 $000 $7500000 ... 30800000,
$000 N ...%000 L $133,710.00 $0.00°
$0.00° $0.00 ...%000 _ $98,840,00 $0.00 30.00¢
30,00 S000. 000 . $250,00000 30,00 $140,204 00,
$0.00 $0.00¢ $0.00 . $10,000.00 ! os $0.00.
$e.00 $0.00. W00 HIB0E00O 3008 e 3000
$0000 s000  §000 $225,000.00 $238,000.00; 511000000,
$0.00° 30.00 80000 $175000000  $225,000.00 ;
L8000 8000 8000 $1800000 . S7S0000
30.00 ..50.00 e BREO 82000000 .. 3000,
$0.00, $0.00. _g000 $120,00000, $0.00¢
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o112

3000 5000 $6240000

$0.00 $0.00 $180,000.00,

8000 8200 . $24000000 $50,000.00
5000 d $200,000.00 $180,000,000

$0.00 30,00, 33000000 000
$0.00° 3000 $40,000.00 $0.00:
$0.00 3000, $15,00000, $0.00;
0,00 3000 $42,500.00 . 3000
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00: ...$7000000°
50,00 $0.00 $65,000.00 5000 _..$000:
30.00 $0.00 $94,998,00 $79,249.00 $120,753.00;
3000 20,00 50.00 . §52,920.00

$0.001 $0.00 $0.00

$0.00 8000 5000

$0.00 80,00 3600

50.00 $0.00; $0.00

30.00° 3000

s000. 5090 §10,00090.
$0.00; 8000 $10,00000 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $10,000,00 $0.00
3000 $0.00: $10,000,00) 3000
$0.00: $0.00 802, OD' .. 50.00;
0.0 3000, 000 589900
090 9000 300000 B0
$0.00 $0.00; $25,000.00; $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $200,00000 $150,000,00
30,00 $0.00: $044,100.00" $0.00
30.00 SD,CJO; $150,000.00 $0.00°
$0.00 $0c0 $149,881.00, 30.00
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0117M2
000! $6.00 5000 $2.00 $143,995.00. 30,00
50,00 $0.00 30.00 $000: L $25.000.00
30.00 50.00; $0.00. $0.00 $100,000.00:_ $100,000.00
5000 5000 50,00 9000 000 $1200000
8000 $0.00 $0,00 5000 0,00 $749.963.00
9000 5000 $0.00: 30.00 $249,500,00 $400,000.00
$000 3000 $0.00 3000 $0.00 $9.953.00.
3000 $0.00 $000 $0.00 $0.00, $25,000.00:
3000 $0.00 00
$000 2000 §25,000.00:
50.00 $0.00. 80,00 $10,000.00
$0.00° 5000 $0.00 £10,000.00,
50,00 3000 $0.00° $0.00 $10000.00
5000 $000 2000 $0.00 $10,000.00:
5000 3000 $0.00. $000: . §10,000.00
30.00 $0.00 50.00 . $10,000,00
$0.00 $000° $0.00 $10000.00
$0.000 $0.00 $0.00°
$0.00; $0,00¢ 30.00. 5,000,00
8000 8000, 50.00 $25,00000
$0.00 $0.00 3000 $0.00 332450000
30.00 000 $0001 $0.00 $300,000.00
$0.00 $0.00° $0.00 5000, | $50,000.00,
$0.00 $0.00 3000 8000 $95,851,00.
0,00, $0.00° 3000 $100,000.00° s000
$0.00 $0.00° 3000 $0.00 $496,000.00¢
$70.00000,  $6,500.00 0,00 30,00 800!
$120,288.00 §72,500.00 5000 $0.00 80,00
126,600.00 §15,00000; 30 03‘ 30,00 ..$0.00
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1500000
3000

$58,300.00
$19,500.00
$0.00

S12,8681.00

_ $28.508.00

$40,000.00
$35,954.00;
$0.00

$5,000.00°

5000

58

000
50,00
3000

$0.00
30.00

8000

Fage No. &

1712
$0.00. 0,00 5000
3000 $0.00 $0.00)
L8008 ! 300
$000 $0.00 $0.00
L8000 $000 3000
$0.00; $0.00 $0.00:
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Enclosure No. 3

08/26/2011

Statutory Authority for All Foreign Recipient Grants - 17 Feb 2009 to Present

5/17/2009

thry A
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)1)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001
Clesn Water Act: Sec, 104
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442(b}
Toxic Substances Control Act: See. 10
Clean Air Act; Sec. 103

=
National Pofiution Prevention Rounsdtable

83146301

3711/2008

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec, 104
Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(b)(2)

FIFRA: Sec. 20, National Environmental Educ. Act: Sec. 6
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

Toxic Substances Controt Act: Sec. 10

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Nationat Environmental Poficy Act. Sec. 102(2)(F)

international Science and Technology Center

TRussia

83142001

3/14/2008

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

Water Quality Act of 1987 (PL 100-4}

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442

National Environmental Policy Act of 1989: Sec. 102
Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104(b}2)

Science and Technology Center in Ukraine

Ukraing

53343201

[3/112008

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(f}
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442(0)

Toxio Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

Clean Air Act: Se. 103

National Poliution Prevention Roundtatie

US

8366001

371772009

Clean Air Act of 1983 Bec. 103 as amended (PL 85-85)
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)F;

tnst for Strat Policy on Nat Res and
Environment

Vit Nam

83371901

3119720089

Ciean Air Act of 1863: Sec. 103 as amendad (PL 95-85)
Natjonat Environmental Palicy Act: See, 102(2)(F)

CNPMLTA

Colombia

83320601

3123/2000

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Lafayette Coliege

S

96659801

312312009

Nationat Environmental Palicy Act: Sec. T02(2){f)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec, 8001

Clean Water Act Sec. 104

Safe Drinking Water Act Sec. 1442(b)

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

Cily of McAlien

Us

83305701

4/9/2009

Clean Alr Act of 1983: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-05)
National Environmental Poficy Act; Sec, 102(2%(F)

Glowny Instytut Gomictwa-Central Mining
Institute

Potand

83370501

471672009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

FIFRA: Sec. 21

Nationat Environmental Policy Act; Sec. 102(2)F)
Toxic Control Aot: Sec. 10

Alaska Native Tribal Heatth Consortium

US

1172009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)(f)

intt Institute for Energy Conservation

Us

52712009

Clearn Alr Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Poficy Act Sec. 102(2)(f}
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

AZ Board of Regents - Univ. of Arizona

S

33368201

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Naticnat Environmental Policy Act: See. 102(2)(F)

Board of Trustees University of Hiinois

LS

83305601

6/1/2009

Clean Alr Act of 1983: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)
Nationat Environmental Polioy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Asociacion Para £ Estudio de los Residuous

Argenting

53368101

6/15/2009

Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

RusDem - RUSDEM - EE

Iﬁussia

Nationat Enviconmental Poticy Act: Sec. T02(2)(F)
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Enclosurs No. 3

08/26/2011

Statutory Authority for All Foreign Recipient Grants - 17 Feb 2008 to Present

GrantNg
83322901

a0
6/16/2008

Nationaf Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)f)
FIFRA: Sec. 20

Sofid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

 Toxic Substances Controf Act: Sec. 10

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

Develop

83392001

6/17/2009

Clean Al Act: Bes. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Fort Lewrs College

S

83167201

6/24/2009

Clean Air Act: 8sc. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2){F}

INPO UGLEMETAN

IRussa

83388001

8124/2009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Renewablo Eneray Agency

Ukraine

83382501

1512008

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Toxic Substances Controf Act: Sec. 10

University of North Carolina at Chapel Hift

US

53361501

71912009

Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended {PL 95-95)
Nationat Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

ICLERLocal Governments for Sustainability

LS

83397001

711072008

Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-98)
Nationat Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)F)

Nature and

Worgora

53436701

711872009

Clean Air Act Sec. 103

Nationat Environmental Policy Act Sse, 102(2)(F)

Massachusetts institute of Technology

s

83361401

712212009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
hiational Environmental Poticy Act: See. 102(2F)

Commonwealth Scientific & Indusirial Research

Austraiia

83366101

712812008

Clean A Act: Sec. 103
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sea. 102(2)(F)

Oy
Aga Khan Foundation USA

Us

83306201

71282000

Claan Air Act: See. 103
National Environmental Palicy Act: Sec. 102(2)()

Jackson Hole Center for Global Affairs

us

83429201

71282009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
Nationa Enviranmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Wellesiey Coflege

us

53436801

B8/4/2009

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Poicy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

[AZ Board of Regents - Univ. of Arizona

Us

83429101

8/10/2009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Environmenta! Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Rochester institute of Technoiogy

Us

33430201

8110/2008

Clean Afr Act: Sec. 103
National Eovironmental Policy Act Set. 102(2)(F)

Columbia University

S

83428001

3/13/2009

National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 102(2){(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442

The Regents of the University of CA - LA

Us

83198501

871972008

National Envirenmental Palicy At S6C. 102(2NF)
Toxic Substances Control Act; Bec. 10

Bourgas University Frof As. Zlatarov

Buigaria

83387601 8/19/2009 Clean Alr Act of 1963; Bec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)

National Environmental Potlcy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Centre for People & Environment

Nigera

83265401

8/19/2009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103(b)(3)

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(b)(3)

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442{b)

Toxic Controt Act: Sec. 10(a)

Northeastern OH Universities College of
Medicine

U

183435801

4212008

Clean Air Act: Ssc. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)(F)

President and Feflows of Harvard College

9/8/2008

Clean Ar Act of 1963: See. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Fundacion Guanajuete Produce

Mexico

3/10/2009

National Environmental Policy Act 860, 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442

Board of Trustees University of fiiinols

us

972472009

Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)

National Environmentat Policy Act: Seo, 10(2)(F)

FusDem < RUSDEM - EE

Fussxa
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Enclosure No. 3

0872672011

Statutory Authority for All Foreign Recipient Granis -- 17 Feb 2009 to Present

oy

Ciean Aif Act of 1963: Sac. 103 &% amen

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2KF)

 Argenting

83430501

812812009

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(bY(2)
Nationat Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442

Global Water Research Coalition

Netherlands

53445901

10/7/2009

Ciean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Station of Agricutfural Environment Protection

Ching

53444201

10812009

Clean Alr Act of 1962 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85.98)
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

CSU Fullerton Auxiliary Services Corp

Us

83444401

HBFR008

Clean Air Act of 1963; Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-98)
National Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

intemnationat City/County Mgmt. Assoc,

s

83440101

102072008

Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)
Nationat Environmental Policy Act Sec. 102{2)F)

GNPMLTA

Colombla

1072212008

Clean Air Act of 19683: Sec. 103 as amended (Pl 95-85)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

EnEffect- Center for Energy Efficiency

Botgana

10/22/2008

Clean Air Act of 1963. Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85}
National Environmentat Palicy Act: Sec. 102{2)(F)

Ateneo De Manila University

Bhippines

10/26/2009

Clean Al Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F

The Johns Hopking University

Us

10/26/2009

Clean A Act: See. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F"

The Johns Hopkins University

Us

W2T/2009

Clean Water Act Sec. 104(b)(2)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

{Environmental Society of Oman

Oman

1072812008

Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-05}

Nationsl Environmental Policy Act; Sec, 102()(F,

Energy & Environmental Development
Rasearch Cir

China

1162008

Ciean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85}
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

Intl institute for Energy Conservation

s

83389101

11/13/2009

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Envirenmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Michigan State University

83375901

11718/2009

Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Lehigh University

LG

83438501

1172472008

Clean Water Act Sec. 104
National Environmental Poliey Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Ses, 1442

Erincaton Universty

LS

43430401

12/3/2009

Clean Air Act: $ec. 103

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442(b)

Federal insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act: Sec, 20
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10 &s amanded by Public Law]

106-74

Marine Protection, Research , and Sancluaries Act: Sec. 203

National Environmental Poficy Act: Ses. 102

Srg. for Econormic Coop. and Dev.

France

83448001

1271072009

Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 102 as amended (PL 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2F

institute infernacional de Recursos Renovables

Mexico

83396101

1772010

Clean Alr Act of 1983 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-85)
National Environmental Poticy Act: See. 102(2)(F)

institute for Ecology of Industrial Areas (IETU}

Poland

33450801

1142010

Clean Ajr Act of 1983: Sec. 103 a8 amendad (PL 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Energy Agency

Ukraine

83299401

1252010

Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95)
Nationat Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

China Coal information nstitute

Ching
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Toxic Substances Contral Act: Sec. 16
Nationat Envi Policy Act: Sec. 102()(F}

Administration

83394301
83173701

12010

2/22/2010

National Environmental Policy Act. Sec. 108(2)F)

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Lehigh University

[Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Clean Water Act: Sec. 104{0)(2)

Solid Waste Disposaf Act: Sec, 8001

Toxie Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

National Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

Govt of Morocce - Dept of Environment

Moracco

83397901

322010

Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-05)

National Environmental Policy Act. Sec. 102(2)(F}

Thailand - Ministry of Thailand

Thattand

33306501

352010

Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL. 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Renewable Energy Agency

Ukraine

83397301

3112010

Ciean Alr Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F

Nat! Institute of Agricuitural Science & Tech
RDA

Republic of Korea

53433801

371172010

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F

Ohio State University Research Foundation

S

83377001

3/1672010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Practical Action i

Federal Democratic
Repubiic of Nepal

83401701

31712010

Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

The Regents of the University of CA - Berkeley

LS

83322101

J2272010

Clean Water Act Sec. 104

University of Delawarg

US

53396301

4172010

Ciean Alr Act of 1963: Ses. 103 as amended (PL 95-98)
National Environmenial Poficy Act Sec. 102(2)(F)

VA Polytechnic Inst/State University

[

4/0/2010

National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 102(2)(F}
Sofic Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

CRERMS

[Romania

4/18/2010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

Gordon Research Conferences

LS

83386201

412802010

Clean Alr Act Sec. 103(b)(3)
National Environmental Educ, Act: Sec. &
National Environmental Policy Act Sec, 10202)(F}

Ching Assoc. of Rural Energy industry

China

83375801

5/25/2010

Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Northwestern University

US

83397501

8/8/2010

Clean Air Act of 1863: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)

China Urban Const Design and Research
Academ

China

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83398501

67152010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Aot Bec. 104

National Envirconmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Practical Action

Kenya

83445101

B/15/2010

Clean Air Act of 1883 Sec. 103 as amended (PL §5-85)

Nationatl Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Natl. Environ Enginesring Research Institute
Nagpur

india

83470201

612172010

Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Bafe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Rowan Univ, - Rowan University

US

83475301

/2172010

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Ack Sec. 1442

Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hilf

53414201

8/2212010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Envirenmenta) Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

Health Care Without Harm

83397201

8/23/2010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Institute for Environmentat Managemsnt inc.

83396801

Natonal Folicy AGt Se0. 102N

Safs Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Triangie Institute

us
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83470801 #29/2010
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442 of New York

83471801 7112010 National Environmental Policy Act: Sea. 102(2)(F) University of Toledo us
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442

83474501 7010 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103 Humboldt State Uniy Foundation US
Nationat Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83457401 7772010 National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) Univ of KY Research Fdn. us
Toxic Substances Controt Ach: Sec. 10

83474801 718/2010 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103 Harvard School of Public Health Us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

1B34754G1 TRIZ0T0 National Environmemal Policy Act Sec. 1022 )(F) Board of Trustees University of fnots us
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83477801 7/8/2010 Nationaf Environmantal Poficy Act Sec. 102(2)F) Roard of Trustees University of ilinois US
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83474001 711312010 Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) The Pennsylvania State University Us
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83477101 711572010 Clean Air Act: Sac. 103 New Jersey institute of Technoiogy US
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

R3458301 711562010 Clean Alr Act; Sec. 103 {University of Utah s
Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Policy Act of 1869: Sec. 102

83367101 7720/2010 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104 Federatn of indian Chambers of Commerce & india
National Environmental Policy Act, Sec. 102(2)(F) Indust,

83451101 71202010 National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) The Regents of the University of CA - Berkeley {US
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

33475801 71202010 Cisan Water Act: Sec. 104 [Nk Cardlina A&T Staie University [&3
FIFRA: Sec. 20
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83458101 7/26i2010 Clean Air Act: Sec. 103 UT Heaith Science Center at Housion us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}
[Toxic Substances Controf Act: Sec, 10

83444501 B/3/2010 Clean Air Act of 1983: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Eegenis of the University of Colorado Us
Nationat Enviranmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83458101 BI312010 National Environmental Poticy Act: Ssc. 102{2)(f) Environmental Law Institute Us
FIFRA: 8ec, 20
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 800t
Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442(b)
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sgc. 10
Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

83473501 87372040 Ciean Air Act: Sec, 103 North Carolina State University US
Miational Environmental Policy Act Sec. t0X(2){F)

33450201 8/5/2010 Clean Alr Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85) Fundacion Guanajualo Produce Mexica
Nationat Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83474301 (67672670 INationa Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F} Manhattan Co - Manhattan College s
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83443901 8/6/2010 Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 25-05) China Coal Information Institule Ching
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

33386501 8/9/2010 Clean Air Act: Sec. 103 University of lowa Us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2¢F)

83476501 8372010 Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 University of Georgia Research Foundation ing {US
National Enviropmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83374001 8/17/2010 Clean Air Act: Sec. 103 Regents of the University of Michigan Us
Nationat Environmental Policy Ack: Sec. 102(2)(F)
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5/17/2010

National Environmental Policy Act; Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Waler Act: Sec, 1442

8/18/2010

National Environmental Bolicy Ak, Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Universiy of lowa

Us

8/19/2010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(0}(2)

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2¢F)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 2001

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Toxic Substances Controi Act: Sec. 10

Ministry of Env. Prot, Peopie Republic of China

China

83415801

8/23/2010

National Environmental Polcy At Sec. 102(2)(F
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

University of Massachusetis Lowell

s

83450201

8/24/2010

Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104(b)(2)

FIFRA; Sec, 20, National Environmental Educ. Act: Sec. &
Nationat Environmental Poticy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}

Sofid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

intemnational Criminal Police Organization

France

83459701

8/30/2010

Ciean Alr Act; Sec. 103, Clean Waler At Sec. 104
Ciean Water Ast: Sec. 104{0)(2)

Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

 Taxic Controt Act: Sec. 10

international Sclence and Technology Center

Russia

83457301

873072010

Clean Alr Act: Sec, 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Clean Water Act; See. 104(b)}2)

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

Science end Technology Center in Ukraine

Ukraine

Toxic Cuntrof Act: Sec, 10

83412701

8/31/2010

National Environmental Policy AGt Sec. 102(2)(F)
Sofid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

Qrg. for Economic Coop. and Dev.

France

83457501

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}
Toxic Control Act: Sec. 10

Viliam Marsh Rice University

US

8335770

Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85)
National Envirenmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Universidad Nacional de la Frovincia

Argentina

53448801

97272010

Clean Alr Act of 1962 Sec. 103 a3 amended (PL 95-95)
National Environmentat Poticy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Philippine Council iIndustry & Energy

IPriippines

83449001

922010

Clean Air Act of 1953: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95)
Nationaj Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 1022)(F)

Trstyan Natty | Gazu

Patand

83445301

911472010

Clean Air Act of 1983; Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Cantre for People & Environmment

Nigeria

83467901

83379801

9/14/2010

9/28/2010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
Nationai Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)()
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442
Solid Wasts Disposal Act: Sec_8001

Battells Mermorial Institvte

Us

National Environmental Policy Act: 866, 102(2)(F)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001(2)

United Nations Environment Programme

Iienya

{B3401207

912072010

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Ssc. 104

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104{b}2)

FiFRA: Sec. 20, Netional Environmentat Bdue. Act: Sec. 6
National Environmentat Rolicy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F}

Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

Solid Waste Disposat Act: Sec. 8001

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

[World Heaith Organization

Switzerland

83365601

302010

Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 a5 amended (PL 95-95)

|Gaia - Gaia Association

['ETmopsa
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lean Air Act: Sec. 103 National Environmental Engineering Res ngia
Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 nstitute
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: See, 1442
Toxio Control Act: Sec, 10
82415201 9/30/2010 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act; Sec. 104 United Nations Environment Pragramme Kenya
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)F)
83432701 /3072010 Clean Alr Act: Sac. 103 The Pennsylvania State University US
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}
83430001 1071372010 National Environmental Policy Act; Sec. 102(2)(F) @egems of the University of Michigan Us
 Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10
23478001 10/27/2010 National Environmenta Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) United Nations University Gemany
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 800t
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10
33398501 1423i2010 Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 Solar Cockers Intemationat (E. Alvica) Kenya
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102()(F)
53367101 1172812010 Clean Alr Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Escuela Superior Politechnica Del Litoral Espol {Ecuador
National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 102(2)(F}
83380401 010 National Enviranmental Bolicy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) inited Nations Envs g
[ Toxic Substances Controt Act Sec. 10
83416701 1201672010 Cigan Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 United Nations Environment Programme Renya
FIFRA: Sec. 20, National Environmental Educ. Act: Sec. 6
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001
| Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10
83479901 1212002010 [Clean Al Act: Sec. 103 Emory University us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
33415801 12/22f2010 [Clean Air Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 JordanMnEny - Kingdom of Jordan Ministry of  {Jordan
Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104(){(2) Environment
FIFRA: Sec. 20, National Environmental Educ. Act Sec.
sNational Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442(b)
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10
00432301 1432011 Clean Water Act: Ses. 104(b)(3), National Environmental Edug.  [Environment Canada Canada
Act: Sec. &
83422301 1/18/2011 Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 NSF international Us
National Environmentat Policy Act Sec. 102(2){f)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442
83442907 2022011 Clean Air Act of 1883 Sac. 103 as amsnded (PL 95-85) Guizhoy intt Cooperation Center for Env. Ching
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) Protection
183345001 72011 National Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) The Liteline Group Inc us
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10
33436001 2/28/2011 Clean Air Act: Sec. 103 l’F%egems of the University of Michigan US
National Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102()(F}
Toxic Controf Act: See. 10
33420701 3/2/2011 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103 RockPAd - Rackefeller Philanthropy Advisors  (US
National Environmerttal Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) (India and China)
33432701 3/10/2011 Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(b){2) Inth WA - International Water Assoclation United Kingdom
Nationai Environmental Palicy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442
83372001 3/14/2011 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act Sec. 104 Marshall Aid Commermoration Commission United Kingdom
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83472101 3/15/2011 Naticnat Environmental Palicy Act: Sec. 102(2)(f) institute for Governance and Sustainable S
FIFRA: Sec. 20 Develop
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001
Ciean Water Act: Sec. 104
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442(b)
Toxic Substances Control Act: Ses. 10
Clean Alr Act: Sece. 103

83408301 311712011 FIFRA! Sec. 20 Bd of Regents University of NE-Lincoln LS
National Environmental Policy Act: See. 102(2)(F)

{53337 311872011 Clean Alr Act of 1062: Sec, 103 as amended (PL 95-85) Appatachian State University us
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83411001 372572011 FIFRA: Sec. 20 UnivFt DFAS - University of Florida S
Nationial Environmentat Policy Aot Sec. 102{2)(F)

[B3a57601 3/28/2011 Clean Alr Act Sec. 103 University of Piltsburgh Uus
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

83449801 41472091 Clean Air Act of 1963; Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-85) Glowny instytut Gomictwa-Central Mining Polend
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec, T02(2)(F} institute

63469302 41512011 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103 University of Southern California Us
Clean Water Act: Ssc, 104
Nationat Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Toxic Controf Act: Sec, 10

83350501 4/7/2011 Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(b}2) Tianjin Environmental Protection Bureau China
Nationat Environmental Pelicy Act Sec, 10(2){F)

83446401 4/7/2011 Clear Alr Act of 1983 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95) Ching University of Petroleurn Befling China
Nationat Environmental Paticy Act: Sec. 102{2)(F}

83420801 4/7/2011 Cisan A Act: Sec. 103 Worid Resources nstitis oy
National Envirenmental Pelicy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83451801 4/8/2011 Clean Air Act; Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 KPBB-Joint Committee for Leaded Gasoline indonesia
Nationat Environmental Poticy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) Phase-out

{85335457 4/8/2011 Nationat Environmental Policy Act Sec. 10202)(F) Linited Nations Institute for Training & Research {Switzerland
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

83500201 471312011 Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) [Appalachian State University US
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

$3456201 4/19/2011 FIFRA Sec. 20 Nati Assoc Btate Dept Agriculture Rsch Fdn s
National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 102(2)(F}

83333902 42172011 Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 Texas Tech University Us
Mational Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(21(F)
Toxic Control Act: Sec, 10

83503201 &M1212071 Clean Alr Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Winrock Intermnational us
National Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83368301 511712011 Clean Alr Act Sec. 103 Appalachian State University US
National Envirenmental Poficy Act: See. 102(2)(F)
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83368301 51712011 Ciean Alr Act: Sec. 103 Appalachian State University s
Nationat Environreentat Policy Act Sec. 102(2){F}

83503101 571972011 Clean Alr Act of 1983 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Community Development Research s
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

85487201 E152017 National Environmental Policy Act. 56¢. 103(2)F) Uriversiy of Connecticut Al Campuses US
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83498901 242011 Clean Alr Act of 1863: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-08) CSU Fullerton Auxifiary Services Corp. S
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83377201 52712011 National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F) Liniv of KY Research Fdn. Us
Toxic Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

53382801 5i27/2011 Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F) Wooeds Hole Qceanographic institution LS
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

83362001 53172011 Ciean Alr Act: Sec, 103 University of California Los Angeles US
National Environmenial Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)(F)

83344701 6/1/2011 FIFRA: Sec. 20 Org. for Economic Coop. and Deyv. France
Nationat Epvironmental Educ. Act: Sec. 8
National Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Toxic Controt Act: Sec. 10

83505001 842011 Clean Air Act of 1983: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95) Community Development Research Us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)(F)

53488801 6612011 Cigan Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-05) i Tsinghua University Department of Building China
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: See. 102(2(F) Science

83444801 67772011 Clean Alr Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Natl Assoc of Reguistory Utility Commissioners [US
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83502401 6/10/2011 Clean Air Act of 1983: See. 103 as amended (PL 85-85) ICLE! Mexico Gobiernaes Locales Mexico
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83444101 6/13/2011 Clean Air Act of 1983: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95) Rutgers University us
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(24F)

(85274201 6/16/2011 Ciean Alr Act: Sec. 103 Battelte Memorial Institute us
Nationatl Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102{2)(0
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442
Solid Waste Disposal Act: Sec 8001

83496801 6202011 Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103, Clean Water Act: Sec. 104 Siberian State Industrial University SibSiU Russia
National Environmentat Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

R3502301 6/22/2011 Clean Alr Aot of 1863 Sec. 103 a5 amended (FL 95-95) Instytut Nafty | Gazu Poland
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

63499401 6/24/72011 Claan Air Act Sec, 103, Clean Water Act: Sex, 104 Philippine Councl Industry & Energy Phillppines
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83506701 6/28/2011 Clean Air Act of 1963 Sec. 103 as amended {PL 85-05} Aspc Para Bl Estudio de los Residuous Solidos jArgentina
Nationet Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

83505501 6/28/2011 Clean Air At of 1963: Sec. 103 a8 amended (PL 95-05) instituto Internacional de Retursos Renovables {Mexico
Mationat Environmental Palicy Act: Sec, 102{2)(F)

83500301 6(28/2011 Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95) Lagos Waste Management Authority Nigeria
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
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Clean Air Act; Set ec, 104
Nationat Environmental Policy Act; Sec. 102(2)(F)

83500801

8/30/2011

Ciean Alr Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

VA Pobtechnic inst/State University

83489401

71172011

Clean Air Act: Sec. 108
National Environmentat Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

President and Feflows of Harvard College

83395401

71512011

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104

FIFRA: Sec. 20

Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec, 1442
Solid Waste Disposal Act; Sec. 8001
Toxie Substances Control Act: Sec. 10

Enviconmental Council of the States

s

83479601

752011

Clean Air Act: Sec. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102{2)(F)

Uinivarsity of Washington

us

83601801

71812011

National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 105(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

The University of North Carolina at Chapet Hill

s

83499701

711172011

Clean Alr Act: Sec. 103
Nationat Environmental Policy Act: See. 102(2)F

Nature and Envir &

rﬁongolia

71122011

[Ciean Alr Act of 1963; Sec. 103 as amended (Pl. 85-95}

Mationat Environmental Poliey Act: Sec. 102(2)(F,

Central institute of Mining and Fuel Research

Incia

742011

Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 95-95)
National Environmental Policy Act; Sec. 102(2)(F)

Southern lliincis University at Carbondale

s

83505601

7/18/2011

Glean Alr Act: Sec. 103
Nationat Envirconmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}

China Coal Information Institute

China

83508501

182011

Clean Ar Act of 1963; Sec. 103 as amended (FL 95-95}

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F}

ingt of Env. and Sust, Dev in Agriculture CAAS

China

83471707

183505401

711912011

7/20i2011

National Environmaental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)
Safe Drinking Water Act: Sec. 1442

L ehigh University

US

Clean Arr Act: See. 103
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2KF)

NPO UGLEMETAN

Russia

8330E00T

7a0r2011

Clean Alr Act of 1963: Sec. 103 as amended {PL 85-85)
National Environmental Policy Act: See. 102(24(F)

Winrock internationat

Us

7211201

Ciean Air Act of 1683: Sec. 103 as amended (PL 85-95)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Faculty of Technical SCIences

Serbia

71212011

Clzar Alr Act Sec. 105
National Environmental Polley Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

Green Empowerment

US

83507701

72202011

National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F})
Safe Drinking Water Act: Bec. 1442

Purdue University Main Campus

S

BI3BTE0T

712772011

National Environmental Policy Act. Sec. 102(2)1)
Clean Air Act: Sec, 103

Battelle Memorial Institute

Us

[E3daz701

71272011

Clean Air Act of 1963: Sec, 103 as amended (PL 95-85)
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec, 102(2)(F)

Envirenmental Defense Fund Inc.

S

83507901

T2712G11

Clean Water Act: Sec. 104
National Environmental Policy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)
Sofid Waste Disposal Act: Sec. 8001

University of Connectizut

US

83504601

81172011

Clean Ar Act: Sec. 103
Nationai Environmental Poficy Act: Sec. 102(2)(F)

 Abrelp Associacao Brasiteira De Empres De
Limp Pub

Brazil
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Mo
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Mr. WAXMAN. This hearing and the bill we are considering are
a good illustration of what is wrong with this committee. Facts
don’t seem to matter. This bill proves that poor oversight leads to
dumb legislation.

There is another problem with this bill. Its entire premise is that
the U.S. engagement with the rest of the world on environmental
issues is wrong. We don’t have enough money to send to those for-
eigners. That is the line we are hearing from the other side of the
aisle. Well, the United States does not exist in a bubble. Pollution
doesn’t respect national borders. Pollution does not need a pass-
port. That is why sustained U.S. international engagement by EPA
and other Federal agencies is essential.

When we wanted EPA to crack down on U.S. emissions of green-
house gases, Republicans said it wouldn’t do any good. We need an
international response. Unilateral climate change would harm U.S.
competitiveness. They say they want an international solution, but
when EPA makes a grant to build global support for reducing emis-
sions of methane or black carbon, which contribute to climate
change, the same Members attack EPA for spending U.S. funds
abroad. It is a cynical Catch-22.

Committee Republicans ridicule “Breathe Easy, Jakarta”—this is
their press release—for its name, but ignore that this modest
$15,000 will help the Indonesian city transition away from leaded
gasoline. They ignore the benefit of providing funding for cleaner
cookstoves so that poor women and children in Haiti and other de-
veloping countries aren’t exposed to deadly indoor air pollution.
Well, no one at Mr. Barton’s town hall meeting said they wanted
it, but if they knew about it, I would think they would support it.
We want to protect kids in other countries and help other countries
protect their population from air pollution that causes mental re-
tardation.

One of our greatest strengths as Americans is our generosity to
those in need. Sadly, we seem to regard compassion to the needy
as a weakness, not a virtue, on this committee.

And I want to add, even though my time is expired, that painting
this room green does not make this committee green. And I other-
wise will privately tell the chairman how ugly I think the walls
are, but I don’t want to say that publicly.

I yield back my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I didn’t have anything to do with the color of
these walls. Well, thank you very much for your opening state-
ment.

Mr. Hooks, we genuinely appreciate your being with us this
morning, and I am reluctant to say that, not infrequently, we have
to delay hearings for one reason or the other. And today, we are
having a memorial service for the 9/11 victims in the Capitol that
begins in a few minutes. So we are going to recess this hearing
until 11:30. And I hope that is not too much of an inconvenience
for you. But we do look forward to your testimony.

And we will recess the hearing, then, until 11:30. And I know we
have other witnesses after that and I hope that you all will bear
with us because we do look forward to your testimony. And we will
reconvene at 11:30.

So at this time, the hearing is recessed.
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[Recess.]

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you very much for being with us this
morning, and we look forward to your testimony. And I will recog-
nize you for 5 minutes for your opening statement, and then at the
end of that time we will have questions for you. And Mr. Rush is
here but he is in the anteroom. He will be right in but in the mean-
time we would like for you to go on and get started.

STATEMENT OF CRAIG E. HOOKS, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR
FOR ADMINISTRATION AND RESOURCES MANAGEMENT, EN-
VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mr. Hooks. Chairman Whitfield, Ranking Member Rush, and
members of the subcommittee, Mr. Chairman, thank you for the
opportunity to testify today on H.R. 4255. This bill would prohibit
the EPA from awarding grants under the Clean Air Act, Section
é03, for any program, project, or activity, outside of the United

tates.

Since 1972, administrations of both parties have used inter-
national grants awarded by EPA to support public health and envi-
ronmental protection globally. These grants comprise a very small
percentage of EPA’s grant budget and are supported in part with
appropriations from other agencies. Most of this money is spent
here in the United States. In fact, from fiscal year 2008 through
2010, about %45 of the total awarded through grants designated as
international was allocated for work here in the United States.

While EPA’s investment in international grants is small, these
grants support efforts to reduce trans-boundary and global environ-
mental threats to the United States, reducing the cost and increas-
ing the effectiveness of the Nation’s environmental protection. They
also serve broader U.S. foreign policy and economic interest.

Section 103 grants are a key component of EPA’s international
grant portfolio. Among the programs supported with Section 103
grants that would be adversely impacted by H.R. 4255 are the
Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, or PCIA, and the Partnership for
Clean Fuels in Vehicles. These programs were launched by the
Bush administration in 2002.

The PCIA addresses the burning of solid fuels for household
cooking and heating. Over half of the world’s population uses these
fuels, which cause indoor air pollution resulting in premature
deaths of more than 2 million people annually.

The PCFV reduces air pollution in developing and transitional
companies by promoting the use of lead-free and low sulfur fuels
and clean vehicles. These programs have produced outstanding re-
sults. The PCIA through EPA grants and other activities has en-
abled at least 9.3 million households to adopt cleaner technologies
and fuels improving the health and livelihood of 52.4 million people
in developing countries. Similarly, the Partnership for Clean Fuels
in Vehicles has contributed to more than 180 countries eliminating
lead from fuels and opened international markets to American
manufacturers of advanced air pollution control equipment.

This legislation would also inhibit EPA’s ability to address over-
seas emissions of toxic mercury pollution. When mercury deposition
is highest in the United States, domestic sources are the largest
contributors. However, mercury in the atmosphere can be trans-
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ported globally. In much of the U.S., mercury from global sources
dominates the deposition. Furthermore, much of the marine fish
that Americans consume comes from waters far from our shores.
Therefore, to fully protect Americans from toxic effects of mercury
contamination, a global effort is required. EPA has provided fund-
ing under Section 103 to the United Nations’ Environmental Pro-
gram to support efforts to reduce mercury use in products and
manufacturing processes, as well as mercury emissions in the at-
mosphere from a variety of sources.

H.R. 4255 would also adversely impact the Global Methane Ini-
tiative, or GMI, a program initiated under the Bush administration
to reduce methane emissions. Methane is a potent greenhouse gas
and contributes to the formation of tropospheric ozone, an air pol-
lutant that is transported across borders and causes significant
health problems in the U.S. and around the world. Under the GMI,
EPA’s Section 103 grants support work with 41 countries, inter-
national financial institutions, and hundreds of private sector orga-
nizations to reduce methane emissions. GMI grants have directly
provided over $2.7 million in benefits to U.S. companies, univer-
sities, and nonprofit organizations. These grants have created sig-
nificant market opportunities for U.S. technologies, goods, and
services. In total, U.S. support for GMI has leveraged more $398
million in additional investment in methane-reducing projects
around the globe.

Countries need adequate governmental structures to enforce en-
vironmental standards. This can benefit U.S. companies by helping
to ensure that foreign companies are subject to similar regulatory
requirements. H.R. 4255 would hinder our ability to promote strong
governance that continued award of Section 103 grants that assist
U.S. trading partners in developing effective institutions.

Finally, H.R. 4255 would inhibit international scientific collabo-
ration that strengthens the quality of EPA-supported research by
prohibiting travel of Section 103 grant-funded scientists to attend
international meetings or work with scientists at foreign institu-
tions. Such a limitation would conflict with well established inter-
national collaboration practices of Federal science agencies.

Section 103 grants play an important role in improving the qual-
ity of the U.S. and the world environment providing business op-
portunities for U.S. companies and supporting U.S. foreign policy
interests. The EPA believes that H.R. 42 would cripple the Agen-
cy’s ability through grants to address harmful air pollutants that
affect both the global and domestic environment.

Thank you for inviting me here today and I look forward to an-
swering any of your questions.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Hooks follows:]
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TESTIMONY OF
CRAIG E. HOOKS
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR
ADMINISTRATION AND RESOURCES MANAGEMENT
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

BEFORE THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND POWER
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

September 11, 2012

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to appear before the Committee to
address the subject of today’s hearing - HR 4255, a bill that would prohibit the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) from awarding any grant, contract, cooperative
agreement or other financial assistance under Section 103 of the Clean Air Act for any
program, project or activity to occur outside the United States and its territories and
possessions.

The EPA uses grants as the primary mechanism for supporting international
collaboration under Section 103 of the Clean Air Act. My testimony this morning will
therefore focus on the benefits provided by the EPA’s Section 103 international grants.

EPA Grants Program and Section 103 Background

The EPA formalized its procedures for the clearance of international grants in 1972.
Since that time, administrations under both parties consistently have used the agency’s
grant authorities to support public health and environmental protection globally. This
history highlights the importance and bi-partisan nature of this practice.

The EPA’s international grants comprise a very minor proportion of the Agency’s overall
grant budget, ranging from 0.14% to 0.60% over Fiscal Years (FY) 2008-2011.
Furthermore, EPA’s appropriations are not the exclusive source of funding for
international grants. In FY 2010, for example, funding from other Federal agencies
accounted for 5% of the total amount spent on EPA grants identified as involving
international activities. Finally, the majority of funds for grants that include an
international component are actually spent here at home. A review of the EPA’s FY
2008 to FY 2011 international grants, including those awarded under Section 103
authority, indicates that roughly two-thirds of the award total was directed towards
work in the US, with the rest of the funds designated for efforts overseas.



74

While the EPA’s investment in international grants is comparatively small, these grants
play an important role in protecting the health and environment of American citizens.
They support cooperation with other nations in reducing emissions of transboundary
and global air pollutants affecting the United States, thereby increasing the nation’s
environmental protection. They also serve broad foreign policy interests. Section 103
grants for foreign projects are a critical component of the Agency’s international grant
portfolio. They are awarded with the concurrence of the Department of State, and
address major environmental priorities, including improving air quality, reducing
exposure to mercury, reducing methane emissions, and building strong environmental
institutions and legal structures. Assisting foreign governments to build their regulatory
capacity for air quality not only reduces emissions that can have adverse environmental
impacts on the United States; it also can benefit U.S. companies by helping to ensure
that foreign manufacturers and exporters are subject to similar regulatory
requirements.

The Importance of Global Air Pollution

As mentioned earlier, the Agency’s grant spending is overwhelmingly focused on
domestic activities as appropriate given that the majority of environmental harm within
the United States is the result of activities within the United States. However, as
explained in greater detail below, air pollution does not stay within the geographic
boundaries of its country of origin, and as such, some level of spending to improve
environmental quality internationally is appropriate in part due to the effect this
poliution may have on the United States.

The Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development {OECD) reports that air
pollution is set to become the world’s top environmental cause of premature mortality,
over taking dirty water and lack of sanitation. The number of premature deaths from
exposure to PM is projected to more than double worldwide from over 1 million per
year today to nearly 3.6 million per year by 2050, particularly in Asia. Similarly, the
number of premature deaths from exposure to ground-level ozone is expected to
double worldwide {from 385,000 to nearly 800,000) between 2010 and 2050,

Compared to the year 2000, emission levels of sulfur dioxide (SO,) are projected to be
90% higher and nitrogen oxides (NOx) 50% higher in 2050. Moreover, scientific studies
demonstrate the transport of key air pollutants from foreign countries to the including
ozone, PM, mercury and persistent organic pollutants, *

Air pollutants do not respect geographic or political boundaries; emissions in other

! Task Force on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution {2010). Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution 2010, Part A,
Ozone and Particulate Matter. Geneva: United Nations Economic Commission for Europe, ECE/EB.AIR/100.. National
Research Council (2010). Global Sources of Local Poliution: An Assessment of Long-Range Transport of Key Air
Pollutants to and from the United States. Washington DC: National Academies Press.
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countries can, and do, have impacts in the United States or on the whole globe.

Harmful air pollutants emitted overseas are transported internationally and have
important effects on U.S. environmental quality. The global transport of mercury, for
example, means that our citizens can be exposed to mercury that can originate halfway
around the globe. Even the components of urban smog and regional haze, such as
tropospheric ozone and fine particles, can be transported between continents,
adversely affecting air quality in the United States.?

Partnership for Clean Fuels and Vehicles

The EPA awards Section 103 grants to support the Partnership for Clean Fuels and
Vehicles {PCFV). The agency is one of the founding partners of the PCFV, which was
launched by the Bush Administration at the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable
Development in Johannesburg, South Africa. The PCFV reduces air pollution from
vehicles in developing and transitional countries by promoting the use of lead-free and
low sulfur fuels and clean vehicles. Since 2002, the PCFV’s Lead Campaign has
contributed to more than 180 countries® eliminating lead from their fuel supplies. Lead
phase out fostered the use of catalytic converters, a technology invented in the United
States. The market for catalytic converters and other air poliution control equipment
has become a world market according to the association representing U.S.
manufacturers, the Manufacturers of Emission Controls Association (MECA). MECA
member companies currently account for approximately 65,000 jobs in the United
States.

In recent years, the EPA’s participation in the PCFV has focused on decreasing sulfur in
vehicle fuels, which enables the use of advanced poliution control devices. The EPA,
through the PCFV, is working with governments, particularly in Asia, including China,
Indonesia and Vietnam, to share best practices in the United States, discuss various
emission reduction strategies, and develop targets for emissions reductions. Pollution
from vehicles in Asia endanger the health and well-being of millions of people in that
region and, to some extent this pollution travels across the Pacific Ocean to negatively
impact U.S. air quality.

Partnership for Clean Indoor Air

Another important air quality initiative launched at the 2002 World Summit on
Sustainable Development and supported by the EPA’s Section 103 grants is the public-
private Partnership for Clean Indoor Air (PCIA). This initiative addresses the burning of
solid fuels for household cooking and heating. Under both the Bush and Obama

% National Research Council (2010). Global Sources of Local Pollution: An Assessment of Long-Range Transport of Key
Air Pollutants to and from the United States. Washington DC: National Academies Press.

Isee http://www.unep.org/transport/PCFV/PDF/8GPMReportFF.pdf
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administrations, the EPA has grown the PCIA to include nearly 600 Partners working in
115 countries. The PCIA is now being integrated with the Foundation-led Global Alliance
for Clean Cookstoves. The Department of State is now leading the U.S. effort,
coordinating cookstove activities of other U.S. Government agencies and aligning those
activities with the work of the Global Alliance.

Over half the world’s population burns solid fuels for household cooking and heating.
This practice has significant adverse health, social, economic and environmental effects,
with women and children facing the greatest risks. Each year, more than 2 million
people die prematurely from exposure to elevated levels of indoor air pollution, and the
International Energy Agency projects that an additional 200 million people will use these
fuels by 2030. The efforts of the EPA and other PCIA Partners directly advance U.S.
security and economic interests.

Under the PCIA, the EPA’s Section 103 grants focus on increasing the use of cleaner
cooking technologies and fuels in developing countries, which reduce people’s exposure
to indoor air pollution. These grants provide support for research and development for
cook stove design, performance, and quality assurance, and education and outreach
activities.

The PCIA work, including grants, capacity-building efforts and coordination with the
household energy sector, has yielded outstanding results. PCIA partners have reported
that 9.3 million households have adopted cleaner cooking technologies and fuels,
thereby improving the health and livelihood of 52.4 million people in developing
countries.

Research Collaboration

The EPA’s international grants for research awarded under Section 103 and other
statutory authorities contain small amounts of funds for travel and research abroad,
typically less than 2% of the total cost of a grant. The travel allows EPA-funded
researchers to attend international meetings and/or work with scientists at foreign
institutions. This furthers scientific collaboration through the discussion of research
findings and solutions, constructive criticism, sharing of information, and direct access
to expertise, substantially enhancing the quality of the EPA-supported research.

The collaboration also facilitates researchers’ access to, and use of, data collected
abroad, which may be available only through partnerships with foreign institutions. For
example, international data set generation, access and use is particularly important for
epidemiological studies. In those studies, research results are often extrapolated to
several countries, including the United States, providing scientific evidence that can help
inform policies to improve air quality in the United States.
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Reducing Exposure to Mercury

The U.S. has taken important steps to reduce emissions and other releases of mercury
into the environment. These actions will significantly reduce exposures to mercury for
Americans, who can become exposed to mercury when it is deposited onto water and
becomes methylmercury, a potent neurotoxicant that accumulates in aquatic food
webs. Americans become exposed when they consume fish that is contaminated with
methylmercury.

Where mercury deposition is highest in the U.S., domestic sources are the largest
contributors. However, mercury in the atmosphere can be transported globally. In
much of the US mercury from global sources dominates deposition. Furthermore, much
of the marine fish that Americans consume comes from waters far from our shores.
Therefore to fully protect Americans from the toxic effects of mercury contamination a
global effort is required.

In light of the impacts of mercury within the United States, the EPA has identified
reducing the use and emissions of mercury as a key priority. As a world leader in
environmental monitoring and management, the EPA supports sound and transparent
mercury monitoring. As part of the agency’s overall strategy to prevent mercury
releases to air, water and land, the EPA uses Section 103 of the Clean Air Act, in
conjunction with other agency grant authorities, to provide funding to the United
Nations Environmental Program (UNEP). This funding supports UNEP’s activities to build
capacity in other countries to reduce mercury use in products and manufacturing
processes and to reduce mercury emissions to the atmosphere from a variety of
sources.

Reducing Methane Emissions

Methane is over 20 times more effective in trapping heat in the atmosphere than CO2
over a 100 year time frame. * Methane emissions also contribute to the formation of
ground-level ozone, an air pollutant that causes significant health problems in the
United States and around the world. °

Methane lasts long enough in the atmosphere to become well-mixed, such that
methane emission reductions achieved anywhere in the world impact global

* United States Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Atmospheric Programs, DRAFT: Global Anthropogenic non-
€02 Greenhouse Gas Emissions: 1990-2030:
htto://www.epo.qov/climatechange/economics/downloads/EPA NonCQZ2 Projections 2011 droft.pd)

* West, 4, Jason, Arlene M. Fiore, Larry W, Horowitz, and Denise L. Mauzerall, Global Health Benefits Of Mitigating
Ozone Pollution With Methane Emission Controls (2006}, http.//www.pnas.org/content/103/11/3988.full
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atmospheric concentrations®. However, methane has a shorter atmospheric lifetime
than CO;, such that methane reductions achieved today can help stabilize climate in the
near term whereas the benefits of CO; reductions take decades to be realized.

Through competitively awarded Section 103 grants under the Global Methane Initiative
(GM1), the EPA has worked with international partners to reduce methane emissions.
Originated as the Methane to Markets Partnership under the Bush Administration,

the GMI is a public-private partnership that has grown to cover 41 countries,
international financial institutions, and hundreds of private sector organizations.

The EPA estimates that GMI grants have directly provided over $2.7 million in benefits
to U.S. companies, universities and non-profit organizations through direct funding,
subcontracts, or grant-funded purchases of equipment or consulting services. Further,
these grants have created significant market opportunities for U.S. technologies, goods
and services, especially technical equipment or supplies or technical consulting services.

To date, the United States has been the principal funder of the GMI, investing over $33
million from the State Department, over $25 million from the EPA, and over $7 million
in funding from other U.S. government agencies since 2004. In total, U.S. support has
leveraged more than $398 million in additional investment in methane-reducing
projects around the globe from the private sector and development banks. U.S. GMI-
supported projects have reduced emissions by more than 154 million metric tons
carbon dioxide equivalent {CO,e) cumulatively since 2005.” The EPA estimates that by
2020, methane reductions of more than 1,500 million metric tons of CO, equivalent can
be achieved at low cost; this is equal to the annual greenhouse gas emissions from over
260 million cars.®

Building Strong Environmental Institutions and Legal Structures

Countries need adequate governmental structures to enforce environmental protection
and ensure a level playing field for U.S. companies. To that end, the EPA partners with
other countries to develop and support the promotion of good governance, improve
judicial and legal structures, and design regulatory systems necessary for effective
environmental protection around the world. in some cases, the EPA works with the
Department of State and the U.S. Agency for International Development to support the
implementation of the U.S. government’s Free Trade Agreements, including the Central
America-Dominican Republic (CAFTA-DR) Free Trade Agreement and the U.S.-Jordan

SSeinfeld J. H. and Pandis S. N. (1998) Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics: From Air Pollution to Climate Change, 1st
edition, J. Wiley, New York (p.42}

7 Global Methane Initiative, The U.S. Government’s Global Methane Initiative Accomplishments {2012). 2011 report
available at: http://www.epa.gov/globaimethane/pdf/2011-accomplish-report/usg_report_2011_full. pdf

8EPA,GlabaI Mitigation of Non-CO2 Greenhouse Gases (2006),
http.//www.epa.gov/climatechange/economics/downloads/GM_ES.pdf
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Free Trade Agreement.

As part of the implementation of Free Trade agreements, the EPA has a central role in
developing and managing programs to build good environmental governance. These
programs help protect human health and the environment, while allowing U.S.
companies and communities to compete on an equal footing in the international
marketplace. The EPA’s international grants, awarded on a multi-media basis using
Section 103 and other authorities, play a key role in assisting U.S. trading partners to
develop appropriate environmental protection standards.

For example, through an EPA grant to the Battelle Institute, a U.S. non-profit research
and development organization, the CAFTA-DR countries now have the capacity to
monitor the air quality at a minimum, PM10 in their capitals. Two countries, El Salvador
and Costa Rica, have acquired real time monitoring equipment for PM 2.5, finer
particulate matter, and El Salvador is moving forward to develop the first national air
quality index in the region.

Conclusion

The EPA believes that HR 4255 will cripple the agency’s ability through grants to

address harmful air pollutants that affect both the global and domestic environment. Air
pollution from overseas sources represents a growing problem for public health globally
and here in the United States, As administrations of both parties consistently have
recognized over the past several decades, the EPA’s Section103 international grants play
a significant role in improving the quality of the U.S. and world environment, providing
business opportunities for U.S. companies and supporting U.S. foreign policy interests.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Thanks, Mr. Hooks, very much.

I will recognize myself for 5 minutes and then we will give other
Members an opportunity.

Has the EPA taken a formal position on opposing or supporting
the legislation? I know you said it would cripple the Agency so I
am assuming you are not going to support it, but have you adopted
a formal position of opposition to it?

Mr. Hooks. We have not adopted a formal opposition to this pro-
posed legislation, no, sir.

Mr. WHITFIELD. OK. Now, these 103 grants have certainly been
in the Clean Air Act for many years, and as of the end of last year,
at least from the information I was able to obtain from EPA, there
was not any formal agenda or procedure for determining how these
grants would be made. Do you all have a formal procedure adopted
at EPA on how the decision will be made on these grants?

Mr. Hooks. The majority of our grants are actually awarded
competitively. International entities have the ability to compete for
certain grants. In these instances, they were awarded through a
competitive process.

Mr. WHITFIELD. OK. The reason I was asking the question, we
had received recently a grants policy issuance, GPI 1204, award
and administration of foreign grants, and I was just wondering, is
this an official document of EPA and do you know what I am talk-
ing about or have you seen it?

Mr. Hooks. Yes, I do. We periodically actually review our inter-
nal grant policies and create additional guidance as necessary to
ensure consistent management or assistance agreements for all
types of award recipients. Separate and apart from the subcommit-
tee’s investigation, we had already identified updating our awards
for entities as a priority for this fiscal year.

Mr. WHITFIELD. OK. Now, when we have looked at Section 103
of the Clean Air Act and you read that in its entirety, there is not
any mention whatsoever of any grant for international purposes. So
what is the legal authority of EPA for making these grants?

Mr. Hooks. Actually, 1 believe there is a couple of authorities
that provide our ability to award these grants. We use Section
103(a) and Section 103(b), but in addition to that, we actually refer
to Section 102(f) of NEPA, the National Environmental Policy Act.

Mr. WHITFIELD. So you do rely on 103(a) and 103(b) as well?

Mr. Hooks. Correct.

Mr. WHITFIELD. What specific language?

Mr. Hooks. Well, maybe it is specific language by omission as
opposed to directly—it does not state directly international entities.
However, it does say that it directs EPA to establish national re-
search and development program, including for any activities re-
lated to the prevention of control of air pollution.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes.

Mr. HOOKS. Given the trans-boundary and international nature
of air pollution, we think it provides us the authority to deal with
air pollution issues at its source as well.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Do you need the NEPA authority, then, if you
have 103(a) and (b)? Do you need NEPA authority?

Mr. HoOOKs. It is just an additional authority that we use in this
instance.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. OK. So under NEPA, then, there are various
Federal agencies that have the authority—at least that you all’s po-
sition—to make these international grants?

Mr. Hooks. Correct.

Mr. WHITFIELD. OK. OK. In order for any of the above statutes
to apply internationally, they must be supplemented by NEPA
102(a). OK—102(f). All right. Now, where is that executive order
that we were looking at a while ago? You know, as I said in my
opening statement, you know, one of the concerns that we have, it
is not that the Obama administration is doing any more than any-
one else, although the total amount of grants from 2008 through
2011 is 78 million and in 2011 it was over 28 million, and in 2010
over 22 million, and I know not all of that has been identified as
specifically for international, but as we are dealing with this debt,
the reason we are focusing on this is that, you know, I think it is
helpful—I think it is healthy to look at the agencies and they are
spending—for example, China alone through this program has re-
ceived over 3 or $4 million over the last 2 or 3 years.

Mr. Hooks. Um-hum.

Mr. WHITFIELD. And as you know, we are borrowing a lot of
money from China to turn around and give them money back.

So my time is expired, but at this time I recognize Mr. Rush for
5 minutes.

Mr. RusH. Thank you, Mr. Hooks. Let us talk about China and
the Obama administration in terms of sending checks to China.
Can you tell me for the record were the majority of the funds from
the international grants remain inside the U.S. or most of the
money is sent overseas?

Mr. Hooks. Right, the majority of our international grants as
they have been defined are spent here in the United States.

Mr. RusH. By whom and for what?

Mr. HoOKS. Principally, through private industry. It can also go
to universities and nonprofits. The majority go to universities and
nonprofits.

Mr. RusH. For what?

Mr. HOOKs. To do a variety of things through a variety of very
outstanding programs. The Global Methane Initiative which was
launched back in 2004 is designed to reduce the amount of meth-
ane in our environment. The Clean Fuels and Vehicles Program de-
signed to reduce leaded gasoline and low sulfur fuels. And Partner-
ship for Clean Indoor air is designed to reduce the amount of expo-
sure to wood stoves.

Mr. RusH. Um-hum. Are you aware of any other nations having
similar international obligation or international needs as it relates
to pollution, any other nation that sends money similar to what we
do?

Mr. HOOKS. Sure. I think that has been one of the beauties about
these programs is the international component associated with
them. Right now, there are 41 countries that participate in the
Global Methane Initiative. I think there are over 115 countries that
are participating with the Clean Indoor Air initiative. And I am not
sure exactly how many countries are participating with the Clean
Fuels and Vehicles Program. But it is an international group of
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countries that are now participating and based largely in part on
U.S.’s leadership.

Mr. RusH. And if this bill were to pass, which I doubt very seri-
ously, but if by some chance it passed the Senate, got to the Presi-
dent and if he signs it, this bill becoming a law, what would the
impact of that be in terms of our international stature, particularly
as it relates to pollution?

Mr. Hooks. Well, EPA is certainly viewed as the international
leader in terms of government entities. And so the rest of the world
does turn to the EPA for its leadership advice and counsel. I think,
you know, if this legislation were to pass, clearly, we would not be
able to participate in programs such as these. But I think it would
also have a very chilling effect in terms of our research, in terms
of the research that we conduct. It would prohibit a university pro-
fessor, if you will, going to Canada to participate in an inter-
national meeting. And much of the international work and sci-
entific and technical work that we do is in large part based on an
international effort in putting the best minds and putting the best
science towards our environmental decision-making.

Mr. RusH. Thank you. What is the total percentage of EPA funds
allocated to this program?

Mr. Hooks. For our international grant activities, it is less than
1 percent of our EPA budget.

Mr. RusH. But because we spend that less than 1 percent, then
we have credibility in terms of the voice of the American people
being heard and felt as it relates to global issues around the envi-
ronment in this instance, including air pollution. Is that right?

Mr. Hooks. That would definitely be correct. Again, like I said
earlier, the rest of the country does look to EPA for its leadership,
not only in our ability to promote capacity-building and govern-
ance, but also they look to the United States Government for our
technology as well. When we have the ability to go into these for-
eign countries, impart our knowledge, we actually can bring our
technologies with us. For example, when the Partnership for Clean
Fuels in Vehicles, you know, the fact that most of the continent of
Africa is no longer using leaded fuel or is on target to no longer
use leaded fuel, that enables our initial control technology to come
into play. Catalytic converters would be a perfect example.

Mr. RusH. Right. Well, I only have one more second. Let me say,
I just cannot believe that if this bill passed, it kind of reminds me
of a gag rag that we are muffling or gagging the voice of the Amer-
ican people as it relates to our environmental leadership, our
strong voice that has been here present for the world. We lead the
world in terms of environmental issues and matters. We are going
to tie a gag rag around that voice, silence that voice as it relates
to the American people if this bill passes.

So thank you so very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. WHITFIELD. At this time, I recognize the gentleman from Ne-
braska, Mr. Terry, for 5 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

My mind started racing during this colloquy with Mr. Rush. In
your statement you said that this bill would “cripple” the Agency’s
ability through grants to address harmful air pollutants that affect
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both global and domestic environment. And in your -colloquy
here

Mr. Hooks. Um-hum.

Mr. TERRY [continuing]. You had mentioned also that this is
about—well, it is less than 1 percent of the budget. It seems like
an extreme exaggeration, then, to reach a conclusion if 1 percent
of the EPA’s budget was eliminated, that that would equal 100 per-
cent of all new technologies and research like the catalytic con-
verter. So was the catalytic converter a result of foreign grants?

Mr. HooOKS. No, that was the result of the

Mr. TERRY. That is my point. I think in this colloquy you were
leaving us with the impression purposely that there would be no
new technologies, and I think that is so much of an exaggeration
that it probably impacted your credibility. But I wanted to talk
about how much of that 1 percent is going to the UN. As I under-
stand, some of that money is going to the United Nations Environ-
mental Program, is that correct?

Mr. Hooks. That is correct.

Mr. TERRY. Do you have the amount?

Mr. Hooks. I don’t have that with me.

Mr. TERRY. But in general, then, could you tell me once we pro-
vide those funds to UNEP, do we have any control over where
those dollars go?

Mr. Hooks. In the award of these grants, we actually manage
and track these grants the same way that we would a grant here
in the United States. They would be subject to the same pre-award
processing and requirements in terms of reporting as our U.S. enti-
ties if they were to receive a grant.

Mr. TERRY. You are sure that UNEP is, then, providing you with
the documentation to show how those dollars are being used once
the grant has been issued to UNEP.

Mr. HOOKS. Yes, one of the requirements is that grantees sup-
ply—

Mr. TERRY. OK.

Mr. HOOKS [continuing]. Us with——

Mr. TERRY. So those documents would be easy—could you pro-
vide those to the committee because I would like to see how they
are actually using those dollars and how we are tracking those.

Mr. HOOKS. Yes, sir.

Mr. TERRY. So do you know offhand, though, I am really kind of
confused. As I understand, the dollars just go to UNEP and then
the grant is issued, but how do you follow up? Then, after that,
UNEP sends you the documents probably outlined in the grant?

Mr. Hooks. It is going to be—well, I would have to actually get
back to you specifically on——

Mr. TERRY. OK. If you would do that.

Mr. HOOKS. I can do that.

Mr. TERRY. All right. All right, I have no further questions, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. WHITFIELD. All right, thanks, Mr. Terry.

At this time, I recognize the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr.
McKinley, for 5 minutes.

Mr. McKINLEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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I would like to follow up just a little bit more on that question,
maybe make sure I heard correctly. When grants and others are
given to the countries, universities, wherever, I am curious about
the follow-up, particularly there were several—well, take some of
the more serious ones was the demonstration project for the abate-
ment of nitrous oxide emissions using—anyway, it was a dem-
onstration project. What did we do? Did we follow up?

Mr. Hooks. What particular

Mr. McKINLEY. This was with Taiwan, funded in ’02. I am just
curious. Do we have a set pattern of following up to see that, once
money has been given to something, we have a procedure to see
what they have done with it?

Mr. Hooks. Once EPA makes an international grant award, we
carefully monitor the grant. This includes administrative and pro-
grammatic post-award monitoring

Mr. McKINLEY. Well, what happens afterwards, if we do a pilot
project that ends in a couple years or whatever, do we follow back
up again to see was this just a one-shot deal? Or do we make that
a condition? Is that a condition of the grant that they are going to
continue to fund this project?

Mr. Hooks. No, sir.

Mr. McKINLEY. OK. So things like—there is a series of them like
that that we are just giving money away and we are not following
up that pilot project and clean projects and processes in Norway.
The Diesel Retrofit Demonstration Project in Thailand, did we fol-
low up to find out are they continuing to work with diesel fuels in
that country or is this just a one-shot deal?

Mr. Hooks. I don’t know specifically about the particular projects
you might be referencing to, but I can tell you just in terms of sci-
entific growth, you know, we learn from these projects. One of the
great benefits in terms of what we might be piloting or dem-
onstrating in a particular country is that we have the ability to
take the lessons learned and transfer that to other regions.

Mr. McKINLEY. But when we fund these other projects, if they
just die on the vine, if they are just a one-shot deal, I am just curi-
ous, what American project that maybe could have put some people
to work here and researchers, something in America that lost out
in the competitive research? And I look at this one that we did a
field survey of endangered whale population offshore of Russia.
What American project lost out to that?

Mr. Hooks. Well, I am not sure if that is a Clean Air Act——

Mr. McKINLEY. Clean Air Act has to do with whales?

Mr. HoOKs. I am not sure if that is a Clean Air act. There are
other authorities

Mr. McKINLEY. No, this is your list that you all provided all
the—I am just curious about that, but obviously you don’t have the
answer for that.

Mr. Hooks. Well, I believe that we supplied the committee all of
our international——

Mr. McKINLEY. I am just curious with all this money we are
spending overseas, whether it is 30 million or $5 million, when the
EPA itself recognizes that the biggest detriment to healthcare in
America is indoor air quality—in its own Web site, the EPA pub-
lishes that it is 96 times worse indoors than outdoors—but yet we
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are spending money on—I don’t know what we are doing in Amer-
ica to focus on indoor air quality. I don’t see much at all on that,
and that is the issue that we know when we have the asthma at-
tacks, we have other issues they are talking about, why aren’t we
educating our American people on where our air quality’s issues
are rather than worrying about the endangered whales off Russia?

Mr. Hooks. Well, as it relates to air quality, air pollution is an
international problem. It has been fairly well documented that cer-
tainly pollution from Asia is deposited here in this country, the
same as pollution that is generated here in this country goes across
the Atlantic and gets deposited in Europe. International air pollu-
tion problems is an international

Mr. McKINLEY. I am not denying that but I am just saying at
this time when we can’t afford it, I think I would rather spend my
money taking care of American citizens and educating American
folks about indoor air quality or whatever it is than worrying about
some of these others.

So what I am hearing wrapping up, we don’t have necessarily or
you are not aware of a follow-up program to find out after we do
a demonstration project, after we do a start-up, there is no follow-
up to see that they continue with that. We don’t have a
prioritization of where we are going to spend money on indoor air
quality in America but we are sure spending a lot of money dealing
with indoor air quality overseas. And lastly is that apparently we
are losing out. Some of our American companies are losing out in
applications to foreign governments. I would be curious how many
American applications were lost in the shuffle.

Mr. Hooks. Well, I need to go back to one of the advantages of
these grants is actually creating market opportunities for U.S. in-
dustry here in this country. The Global Methane Initiative, while
the EPA component—it is a multiple-agency component, by the
way. In fact, the majority of the money that has been distributed
through these Section 103 grants has actually not come from EPA;
it has actually come from the Department of State and USAID and
other agencies as well.

For example, I know that Caterpillar was able to sell 62 mega-
watt generators to a coalmine in China for $100 million. MEGTEC,
which is another large U.S. subsidiary here in this country was
able to sell some thermal oxidizers for millions of dollars as well
to overseas countries. It is, you know, putting our foothold into
these countries that actually is good for U.S. industry as well.

But as I said before, air pollution does not respect geopolitical
boundaries. I think that was maybe stated in one of the opening
statements. It does not respect geopolitical boundaries. So U.S.
monies that can be spent at the source of pollution I think is a good
use of our money because ultimately that deposition can impact our
U.S. shores.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Gentleman’s time is expired.

You know, Mr. Hooks, I may just make one comment here. You
were talking about Caterpillar selling equipment, coalmines in
China. As a result of EPA, we can’t even build a new coal-powered
plant in America, so it is nice that you all like to see equipment
going to China so they can mine coal.
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I recognize the gentleman, Mr. Pompeo from Kansas, for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am going to follow up
on that.

You know, we have had multiple hearings on energy initiatives
here in America and it is great to see you talk about how pollution
from Asia impacts us here. I will tell you that the very policies that
the Environmental Protection Agency has put in place has driven
that production, coal-fired power plants, all those things, out of
America, all of this manufacturing out of America and then the pol-
lution comes back. Actually, in the very first hearing as a Member
of Congress I asked Ms. Jackson about that and she pooh-poohed
the idea that this pollution was coming here and that they don’t
live under the same regulatory environment that we do and don’t
have the same rules for their processes, so it is fascinating to hear
you sort of argue the other side of the coin inside the administra-
tion. I would suggest maybe a little meet between the two of you.

But I want to get to a couple of things that you said. Does the
competition for international grants compete with the domestic
grants?

Mr. HOOKS. Yes.

Mr. POMPEO. So they are in the same pool?

Mr. HOOKS. Yes, sir.

Mr. PoMPEO. And what part of that is the fact that it is not in
the United States, that it is how much of a piece of the criteria is
the fact that it is a non-U.S. applicant versus a U.S. applicant?
What piece of the criteria is that?

Mr. Hooks. Can you restate the question again? I am sorry.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, so they are in the same pool competing for the
same grant money, American taxpayer money, and when you are
deciding whether to send it to Kentucky or Botswana, how much
of the fact that it is not in America does that impact your decision-
making process?

Mr. Hooks. Well, bear in mind the majority of our international
grant money would go to like the University of Kentucky——

Mr. PomPEO. Um-hum.

Mr. HOOKS [continuing]. Where a Kentucky professor or grad-
uate

Mr. PoMPEO. The majority. Those that don’t, let us talk about
those that don’t go to a U.S. institution. Is it a factor that it is a
non-U.S. entity? Is that weighed in the merit process or is it just
blind? You don’t even know if it going to Oregon or Denmark?

Mr. Hooks. Well, we would know where the grant proposal—
where the monies were ultimately——

Mr. POMPEO. So do you use it a factor in the decision-making
process?

Mr. Hooks. Ultimately, the criteria that we are going to use is
how does it impact the human health and the environment here in
the United States

Mr. PoMPEO. Right, so it doesn’t matter

Mr. HOOKS [continuing]. But there are other criteria.

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. The country that it is going to. If it has
got a higher net benefit on an environmental basis, then it goes to
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Denmark as opposed to Oregon. You don’t weigh the fact that it is
a non-U.S. entity directly?

Mr. HoOOKS. The first criteria that we are going to use is the im-
pact

Mr. PoMPEO. Right.

Mr. HOOKS [continuing]. And the benefit to the environmental
quality of the United States.

Mr. PoMPEO. Makes sense. You talked about sort of nation-build-
ing and national security. Do you coordinate with the State Depart-
ment before making these grant awards?

Mr. Hooks. Yes, we do.

Mr. POMPEO. And the Department of Defense?

Mr. Hooks. Not the Department of Defense.

Mr. POMPEO. So just the State Department?

Mr. HOOKS. Yes, sir.

Mr. POMPEO. Got it. How many offices within EPA actually dis-
tribute grants for activities that occur overseas other than under
this particular program?

Mr. HoOKs. I don’t know specifically but certainly our Office of
Research and Development, obviously the Air Program. But I
would have to check

Mr. POMPEO. Are they coordinated? That is, are you all saying,
you know, the State Department says, “We don’t really want to
deal with this nation. I think we won’t give them a grant.” Are you
guys coordinated or is it completely stove-piped so you all don’t
know what is going on in the other parts of EPA, let alone other
parts of the administration?

Mr. Hooks. No, it is coordinated. Before we award a grant, it
would be coordinated with our Office of International and Tribal
Affairs. Once it meets their criteria, it would be sent through the
State Department provided it met their criteria. Provided that they
concurred, we would fund it. If either one of those entities were to
not concur, if it was inconsistent with our foreign policy, then it
would not be funded.

Mr. PompPEO. OK. I will just close here. I have to tell you that
when I go home, much like you, before I go home and talk to folks,
when you are $16 trillion in the hole, to justify programs like this
is an incredibly difficult sell. It is not something that I can support.
You all talk about it being bipartisan; this began in a previous ad-
ministration. That may well be. I am neutral as to who is making
this poor decision, whether it is a Democrat or Republican adminis-
tration. It is of no importance to me. This program whose time, if
it was ever here, is certainly gone now.

And I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. At this time, I recognize the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, Mr. Griffith, for 5 minutes.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you so much for being here today, Mr. Hooks. You would
agree with me that Virginia is more important than Kazakhstan,
would you not?

Mr. Hooks. I would agree that——

Mr. GRIFFITH. At least to our government?

Mr. Hooks. To our government, yes.
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Mr. GRIFFITH. All right. And you would also agree, would you
not, that China is not doing enough to clean up their air pollution
and that you would like to see them moving at a faster pace, is
that not correct?

Mr. Hooks. That would be correct.

Mr. GRIFFITH. So then I question why you would not or why the
EPA would not support withholding money from any country that
is not moving fast enough or as fast as the United States at clean-
ing up its air pollution, because I note that in a Virginian pilot ar-
ticle of yesterday that the EPA in regard to the Chesapeake Bay
has held back Virginia’s money—1.2 of the $2.4 million granted
originally to Virginia to help it clean up the Bay—and I understand
I am talking about water but I was glad to hear that you all are
coordinated so I want you to take this message back—that you are
withholding that money because you don’t think Virginia is moving
fast enough on stormwater management. And one of the problems
that Virginia is having with that, of course, is that the cities that
are required to do more on stormwater management on the waters
that fall on their streets are Norfolk, Virginia Beach, Chesapeake,
Portsmouth, Newport News, and Hampton, and while I don’t rep-
resent those areas, I certainly feel their pain.

And they say that it would be expensive and they are having a
hard time coming up with the money because they have thrown up
their hands—I am quoting from the article now—*local govern-
ments across Virginia have thrown up their hands at the prospect
of financing stormwater upgrades amid budget crises and layoffs”
and yet we are sending money to other countries but we are hold-
ing back the money to Virginia. And I hope—and I am not going
to ask you for a response because I know it puts you at odds and
the water side of it is not your deal, but I hope that somebody at
the EPA recognizes the conflict there. We are going to hold back
Virginia’s money. We are going to make it even harder on localities
that are struggling now to deal with stormwater management. At
the same time, we are sending money to places like China,
Kazakhstan—and there are a lot of different places that we have
sent money to—and it just seems when we are having issues with
money in this country that maybe we ought to care more about the
Bay than we do necessarily what is going on in some small project
in China.

Moving on, I will also note that I agreed with and here-here’d the
chairman’s comments in regard to coalmining. We lost another 620
miners last week who were laid off in my district in on small town
alone, and yet I noticed that one of—and it is true that some of
these were started in the previous administration, so I am not try-
ing to pick on the administration, but explaining why I think this
bill has some merit and why we should take a look at it, we are
helping the Chinese figure out how to—it is technical assessment
of coalmine gas recovery and utilization in China. Well, the Chi-
nese don’t seem to be having any problem competing with us on all
kinds of different levels, and I don’t understand why we are giving
them grants to help them in their industries. Now, can you explain
that to me?

Mr. Hooks. Well, one of the purposes of the grant is actually for
governance and capacity-building. One of the things that we are
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trying to do in these foreign countries as they approach us for our
advice and expertise is how do they raise the environmental stand-
ards that we have here in this country. If we are successful at what
we are doing, if we can raise the environmental standards and en-
vironmental requirements in the governance of other countries,
that puts our U.S. industry at a more equal footing in terms of our
ability to compete.

Mr. GRIFFITH. And I am wondering that was $180,000 and I am
wondering if you all have given any mining operations in the
United States $180,000 to help them with technical assessment of
coalmine gas recovery and utilization? Because what my companies
tell me generally is is that you all come in and tell them they got
to do it; they have to spend the money or they get fined. So it looks
like to me we are taking money out of the mines, you know, out
of the pockets of the mines in the United States while we are giv-
ing money to help the Chinese mines figure out their problems.

Mr. Hooks. Well, bear in mind, we have actually worked——

Mr. GRIFFITH. Let me ask this question because my time is run-
ning out.

Mr. Hooks. OK.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Have you given any $180,000 grants to the United
States mines to help them with this same type of thing?

Mr. Hooks. We work extensively with the U.S. Mining Commis-
sion on voluntary programs such as coalmine methane reduction.
V\{e understand it can be used as an energy source and it is
also—

Mr. GRIFFITH. I use Mr. Dingell’s

Mr. HOOKS [continuing]. Very explosive——

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes or no, have you given any grants of a similar
size, $180,000 or more to U.S. mining concerns in regard to helping
them mine coal?

Mr. Hooks. I do not know. I am not saying that we haven’t. I
am just not aware of any personally.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. All right. You don’t have a list of those. Can you
get me a list of all of those?

Mr. Hooks. Of where we worked with the U.S. mining industry?

Mr. GRIFFITH. Where you have given grant money to help U.S.
coalmines figure out better ways to give them money to help them
put the equipment in or whatever is necessary like you did the Chi-
nese? And I am looking at page 17 of your report—“technical as-
sessment of coalmine gas recovery and utilization.”

Mr. Hooks. I will see what we have in our files.

Mr. GRIFFITH. And like some of the others have said, I am glad
that you recognize it is an international problem. One of our con-
cerns has been that we think we are sending jobs with so many dif-
ferent regulations coming from so many different parts of the EPA
and other agencies at one time and we are actually sending a lot
of jobs overseas. And as you recognize, we are reaping back pollu-
tion and we think we need a better-paced set of regulations and
more reasonable regulations.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back.

Mr. WHITFIELD. The gentleman’s time is expired.

Mr. Hooks, I want to thank you very much for being with us this
morning. In concluding, we would appreciate if you would get back
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to the committee with a list of grants that have been made to U.S.
coalmining companies.

Mr. HOOKS. Bear in mind, some of our grants go to universities
or other institutions and they in turn work with other entities.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes, but we would like a list of any direct grants
you have given to coalmining companies.

Mr. HoOKS. Yes, we wouldn’t have the authority to actually give
a grant to a mining company.

Mr. WHITFIELD. All right. OK. Then I would like for you to do
this. I am going to give you a grant number, grant number
83299401 and 83505801. Those were two grants that the EPA
through 103 grants gave to the China Coal Information Institute.
And I would like for you to provide the committee a synopsis of the
information or benefit to the taxpayers from those two grants.
Thank you.

Mr. HoOKs. Yes, sir. Thank you.

Mr. WHITFIELD. That concludes the questions.

Mr. Hooks, thank you again for being with us. And at this
time——

Mr. Hooks. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Did you have a question? No. OK.

At this time, I would like to call up those on panel two, our wit-
nesses on the second panel. And we have with us Mr. Daniel Sim-
mons, who is the Director of Regulatory and State Affairs for the
Institute for Energy Research. We have Dr. Andrew Light, Senior
Fellow, Center for American Progress Action Fund; Associate Di-
rector, Institute for Philosophy and Public Policy at George Mason
University. We have Ms. Elisa Derby, Senior Program Officer,
Winrock International; Co-coordinator for the Partnership for
Clean Indoor Air. And we have Dr. David Kreutzer, Research Fel-
low in Energy Economics and Climate Change at the Heritage
Foundation.

So I would like to welcome all four of you to the committee. We
appreciate very much your taking time to join us to discuss H.R.
4255 and your views on the legislation.

And Mr. Simmons, we would like to start with you and you will
be recognized for 5 minutes for your opening statement.

STATEMENTS OF DANIEL SIMMONS, DIRECTOR OF REGU-
LATORY AND STATE AFFAIRS, INSTITUTE FOR ENERGY RE-
SEARCH; ANDREW LIGHT, SENIOR FELLOW, CENTER FOR
AMERICAN PROGRESS, AND ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, INSTI-
TUTE FOR PHILOSOPHY AND PUBLIC POLICY, GEORGE
MASON UNIVERSITY; ELISA DERBY, SENIOR PROGRAM OFFI-
CER, WINROCK INTERNATIONAL; AND DAVID W. KREUTZER,
RESEARCH FELLOW IN ENERGY ECONOMICS AND CLIMATE
CHANGE, THE HERITAGE FOUNDATION

STATEMENT OF DANIEL SIMMONS

Mr. SIMMONS. My name is Daniel Simmons. I am the director of
Regulatory Affairs at the Institute for Energy Research.

It is difficult for me to see the value of EPA providing taxpayer
funding grants to organizations and governments outside the
United States for things such as “good governance capacity-build-
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ing” in Jordan or “regulatory dialogue” on landfill gas in Brazil.
Part of the reason the United States is now over $16 trillion in
debt is because the Federal Government has little spending dis-
cipline. Compared to $16 trillion, these grants are small, but the
grants are symptomatic of out-of-control spending by the Federal
Government. When individuals have money and debt problems, the
commonsense solution is to cut back on unnecessary spending. It
is only fair to ask the Federal Government to do the same. Tax-
payer dollars should be spent on projects that have an obvious ben-
efit to the American people and these foreign grants do little, if
anything, to benefit Americans.

If EPA would like to improve environmental quality at home and
abroad, a far more productive approach would be to promote envi-
ronmental improvements through economic growth. Years of re-
search shows that economic growth promotes environmental protec-
tion. As noted previously, Section 103 does not provide explicit au-
thority for EPA to award these grants to foreign entities, only to
“establish a national research and development program. But Sec-
tion 103 also does not provide an explicit limitation, and therefore,
EPA for years has been awarding these sorts of grants.

When faced with these questions, I would hope that EPA would
look to the Federal regulatory philosophy that is laid out in Execu-
tive Order 12866, which was originally signed by the Clinton ad-
ministration and reaffirmed by the Bush administration and again
reaffirmed by the Obama administration. And in pertinent part,
the Executive Order says that Federal agencies should promulgate
only such regulations as are required by law, are necessary to in-
terpret the law, or are made necessary by compelling public need.
And it is difficult to see for these grants that they are required by
law or necessary or what the compelling public need is, at least for
American citizens. And these grants, there is a large number of
them that are definitely of dubious value for Americans.

For example, on March 22 of this year, EPA awarded a grant
with the following description: “the goal of this project is to in-
crease environmental public participation through a pilot project in
Dominican Republic. ALIANZA will work with stakeholders and
appropriate governmental authorities to ensure the pilot project ex-
pected results are successfully accomplished.” Now, I have no idea
what in the world it means to “increase environmental public par-
ticipation” and what value that is for the American people. Pollu-
tion may cross boundaries but this isn’t about that. This is about
“increasing environmental public participation.”

And if EPA wants to promote environmental protection, economic
growth is a far better alternative, but as we have seen from EPA,
a number of the regulations that they have been promoting lately
does not promote economic growth. One example is the Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards Rule. The point of this rule, allegedly, is
to reduce mercury. However, the rule cost $10 billion a year accord-
ing to EPA and results in a maximum—according to EPA—of $6
billion in benefits from the reduction of mercury. In other words,
this is a net cost to the American economy, and honestly the econ-
omy of the world, of $10 billion a year. You can buy a lot of anaer-
obic digesters in China or Brazil or where-have-you with $10 bil-
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lion. And the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards is just one exam-
ple, but it is representative of EPA’s current regulatory philosophy.

Far more benefits could be achieved both environmental and eco-
nomic if EPA were more circumspect in its regulation. The Amer-
ican people want Congress to balance the budget and get America’s
fiscal house in order. One key to doing this is to reduce spending
on things that are obviously unnecessary. It is not obvious what
the value is to the American people of international grants issued
under the Clean Air Act, Section 103.

I thank you for your time and I will be happy to answer any
questions.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Simmons follows:]
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BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND POWER

HEARING ON H.R. 4255, THE “ACCOUNTABILITY IN GRANTS ACT OF 2012”
SEPTEMBER 11,2012

TESTIMONY OF DANIEL SIMMONS, DIRECTOR OF REGULATORY AFFAIRS,

INSTITUTE FOR ENERGY RESEARCH

1t is difficult to see the value in the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) providing
taxpayer-funded grants to organizations and governments outside the United States for things
like “good governance capacity-building” in Jordan or “regulatory dialogue™ on landfill gas in
Brazil.'! Part of the reason the United States is now over $16 trillion in debt is because the federal
government has little spending discipline. Compared to $16 trillion, these grants are small, but
the grants are symptomatic of out-of-control spending by the federal government. When
individuals have money and debt problems, the common sense solution is to cut back on
unnecessary spending—and in fact ordinary Americans make this choice every day. It is only
fair to ask the federal government to do the same. Taxpayer dollars should be spent on projects
that have an obvious benefit to the American people and these foreign grants do little, if
anything, to benefit the American people. Lastly, if EPA would like to improve environmental

quality at home and abroad, a far more productive approach would be to promote environmental

! subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations Majority Staff, Re: EPA’s Foreign Grant Program, Jun, 27, 2011.
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improvements through economic growth. Years of research shows that economic growth

promotes environmental protection.”

EPA Has No Clear Authority to Award Foreign Grants Under the Clean Air Act

Section 103 of the Clean Air Act (CAA) provides EPA with the authority to “establish a
national research and development program for the prevention and control of air pollution.” The
language of §103 does not explicitly provide EPA with the authority to spend money
internationally for this program, however, the section does not explicitly limit EPA’s authority to
only issue grants within the United States either. The fact that §103(a) states that it is “national
research and development program” and §103(a)(3) discusses pollution within “States” provides
some evidence that the programs were meant for research on pollution produced in the United
States. In these times of tight budgets and massive debt, it would be far more productive for EPA
to only spend money on things explicitly authorized by law rather than on grey areas, such as
giving the World Health Organization money to link “together existing institutions and personnel

to work on shared goals including sound environmental management.”

2 See e.g. Bruce Yandel et. al, Environmental Kuznets Curves: A Review of Findings, Methods, and Policy
Implications, PERC Research Study, Apr. 2004, http://www.perc.org/pdf/rs02_la.pdf. When industrialization
starts, it frequently results in environmental degradation. But increasing economic well-being creates demand for
environmental well-being which leads to environmental improvements.

* Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations Majority Staff, Re: EPA’s Foreign Grant Program, jun. 27, 2011.

2
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The Federal Government’s Regulatory Philosophy Should be an Analogue for How Grant

Money is Awarded

Executive Order 12866, first signed by President Clinton and affirmed by President
Obama, explains the federal government’s regulatory philosophy. It should guide federal
agencies in how they regulate. This Executive Order is also a useful analogue for agencies to

follow in their other activities including grantmaking. Executive Order 12866 states:
Section 1. Statement of Regulatory Philosophy and Principles.

(a) The Regulatory Philosophy. Federal agencies should promulgate only such
regulations as are required by law, are necessary to interpret the law, or are
made necessary by compelling public need, such as material failures of
private markets to protect or improve the health and safety of the public, the
environment, or the well-being of the American people. In deciding whether
and how to regulate, agencies should assess all costs and benefits of available
regulatory alternatives, including the alternative of not regulating. Costs and
benefits shall be understood to include both quantifiable measures (to the
fullest extent that these can be usefully estimated) and qualitative measures of
costs and benefits that are difficult to quantify, but nevertheless essential to
consider. Further, in choosing among alternative regulatory approaches,
agencies should select those approaches that maximize net benefits (including
potential economic, environmental, public health and safety, and other
advantages; distributive impacts; and equity), unless a statute requires another

regulatory approach.
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There are some important things to note about the regulatory philosophy. First, federal agencies
should be circumspect in their use of their authorities. As the regulatory philosophy notes,
“Federal agencies should promulgate only such regulations as are required by law, or necessary,
to interpret the law, or made necessary by compelling public need. . ” Second, the purpose of
regulation is to protect the American people and environment. Third, regulations should choose

the approaches that maximize net benefits.

Applying the federal government’s regulatory philosophy to grantmaking means that the
federal government should only award grants obviously authorized by law, that the grants should
benefit the American people, and lastly that the grants should be issued to projects that maximize
the benefits to the American people. It is difficult and potentially impossible for foreign grants to

achieve these goals.

EPA’s Grants are of Dubious Value for Americans

EPA has provided grants for a number of projects that have dubious value to the
American people. This Committee has previously publicized EPA’s grants to build anaerobic
digesters on swine farms in Thailand, provide technical assistance for “Breathe Easy, Jakarta,”
help Interpol to “promote and strengthen international environmental enforcement,” examine the
quality of coalbed methane in India, and assess the potential for landfill gas recovery in Brazil.*
These grants may all have value, but the real question is “what is the value to the American
people who are paying for this?” In tough fiscal times, the value to the American people for

grants for things outside the United States should be obvious, rather than made by a tenuous link.

* subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations Majority Staff, Re: EPA’s Foreign Grant Program, Jun. 27, 2011.

4
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Besides the aforementioned grants there are more questionable grants. On March 22,
2012, EPA awarded a grant, providing the following description, “The goal of this project is to
increase environmental public participation through a pilot project in Dominica [sic] Republic.®
ALIANZA will work with stakeholders and appropriate governmental authorities to ensure the

pilot project expected results are successfully accomplished.”®

Similarly, EPA awarded a grant on March 27, 2012 to the “Asociacion Privada de
Desarrollo Soc y Ambiental,” to “increase environmental public participation through a pilot
project in the El Paraiso community, Honduras.” " EPA explains that the organization ECO-
ESFERA will “work with stakeholders and appropriate governmental authorities to ensure the
pilot project expected results are successfully accomplished.” It is not at all clear what it means
to increase “environmental participation”, nor is it obvious why it is helpful to the American
people to carry out these activities in the Dominican Republic and Honduras.® EPA should have
a higher burden of proof to show that financing these endeavors truly is the best possible use of

taxpayer dollars.

This is not a complete list of the questionable grants. For example, there are many more
grants of questionable value for Americans including various grants for landfill gas recovery

around the world from Siberia’ to Ecuador.'” While there is nothing wrong with the landfill gas

% | assume this is a typo in EPA’s database and should be the Dominican Republic.

® Environmental Protection Agency, Project Title: Envimmntl [Sic] Ed-Central American Free Trade, Countries,
http://yosemite.epa.gov/oarm/igms_egf.nsf/52f35d81cc937e5e85256fb6006df28e/8cedb17538545eb685257a6a
00652926!0penDocument.

7 Environmental Protection Agency, Project Title: Municipality of El Paraiso, El Paraiso Dept,
http://yosemite.epa.gov/oarm/igms_egf.nsf/52f35d81cc937e5e85256fh6006df28e/64c10f34677{22d885257a6a0
0652a3fl0OpenDocument.

81 assume thisis a typo in EPA’s database and should be the Dominican Republic.

® Environmental Protection Agency, Project Title: Training Center & Demo Project-Landfill Gas Recovery-Siberia,
http://yosemite.epa.gov/oarm/igms_egf.nsf/52f35d81cc937e5e85256fb6006df28e/22406a995b2f4a3a8525726a0
06541e410penDocument.
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recovery efforts in these places, it is something private companies can do and serves little value
to the American taxpayers whose money EPA is spending. Moreover, if the purpose is to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, then these projects should be able to attract investment on their own

because of programs like the UN.’s Clean Development Mechanism.

To Promote Environmental Improvements, EPA Should Promote Economic Growth

Research shows that richer countries have higher environmental quality than poor ones. ™!
When countries start to industrialize, an initial amount of environmental degradation usually
accompanies the start of industrialization. But as per capita income increases, people start
demanding better environmental quality and the environmental quality improves.'* The graphic

below describes this relationship:'?

0 Environmental Protection Agency, Project Title: Advnc Methane Use-Clean Enrgy Source-Ecuador,
http://yosemite.epa.gov/oarm/igms_egf.nsf/52f35d81cc837e5e85256fb6006df28e/b305ee796de6f0e8852573490
076¢597{0penDocument.
B see e.g. Bruce Yandel et. al, Environmental Kuznets Curves: A Review of Findings, Methods, and Policy
irznplications, PERC Research Study, Apr. 2004, http://www.perc.org/pdf/rs02_1a.pdf.

id.
Brd. at3.
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As scholars have explained, “GDP growth creates the conditions for environmental
improvement by raising the demand for improved environmental quality and makes the resources
available for supplying it.”'* GDP growth is not the only factor, but government policies,
institutions, and functioning markets that spur technological innovations are also important

factors to achieving improvements in environmental quality.

EPA may award its foreign grants in an attempt to improve environmental quality in
foreign countries, but that is not a strategy that will result in long-term and large-scale
environmental improvements. A few anaerobic digesters in Thailand, Brazil, or China cannot go

very far compared to the much more powerful economic changes happening in those countries.

¥ 1d. at 29.
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A far more important force of environmental improvement is overall economic growth, including
economic growth of the United States. The United States is a major force in the global economy,

and as our economy grows, it helps our trading partners grow as well. Growing economies mean

that people can devote more money to environmental improvements because the necessities of »

life are more easily taken care of.

In recent years, however, EPA has a very poor record with respect to protecting the
environment and allowing the economy to grow. One obvious example is EPA’s proposed
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) rule. According to EPA’s MATS website, the point
of the rule is “Protecting our children and communities by limiting emissions of mercury and
other air toxics from power plants.”'* According to EPA, MATS will cost $10 billion a year."®
But the value of reducing the mercury—EPA’s stated reason for promulgating the rule—is a
mere $500,000 to $6 million.”” In other words, EPA’s MATS rule alone will result in a loss of

nearly $10 billion a year.'®

A small portion of the $10 billion a year loss created by the MATS rule could be spent on
anaerobic digesters, landfill gas projects, or “environmental participation” around the world and

the world would be far better off than with EPA’s MATS rule.

As noted above, economic growth promotes environmental benefits and as America’s

economy grows, it helps improve the economies and in turn environment of other countries. But

' Environmental Protection Agency, Mercury and Air Toxics, http://www.epa.gov/mats/.

' Environmental Protection Agency, Regulatory impact Anolysis of the Proposed Toxics Rule: Final Report, March
2011, p. 8-12, http://www.epa.gov/ttnecasl/regdata/RIAs/ToxicsRuleRIA.pdf.

7 jd. at Table 5-7.

8 EPA tries to justify its rule on by included co-benefits of the reduction of particulate matter. But this is
inappropriate. Particulate matter is a covered by national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) and EPA is free to
lower the allowed NAAQS for particulate matter to reduce particulate matter emissions. it is an inappropriate use
of regulation for EPA to justify a rule allegedly designed to reduce mercury and air toxic poliution through alleged
co-benefits—especially co-benefits of something that is covered by a NAAQS.

8
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when EPA imposes regulations with very large costs and very minimal benefits, it results in

lower environmental benefits overall because it inhibits growth.

The MATS example is just one example, but it is representative of EPA’s current
regulatory philosophy. Far more benefits could be achieved, both environmental and economic,

if EPA was more circumspect in its regulation.

Conclusion

The American people want Congress to balance the budget and get America’s fiscal
house in order. One key to doing that is to reduce spending that is obviously unnecessary. It is
not obvious what the value is to American citizens of international grants issued under the Clean
Air Act. EPA may believe that its international environmental grants are in fact very necessary or
EPA may believe that the grants produce large benefits. The reality is that EPA would do much
better to promote improved environmental quality in the United States and around the world by
following the federal government’s stated regulatory philosophy explained in Executive Order
12866 and not impose regulations that result in large net costs which slow economic growth.
Failing to maximize net benefits harms Americans, our environment, and our economic well-
being as well. This, in turn, makes the U.S. less capable of supplying international assistance that
actually returns value to the environment and more importantly,-to the people of the United

States.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you very much, Mr. Simmons.
And Dr. Light, you are recognized for 5 minutes.

STATEMENT OF ANDREW LIGHT

Mr. LigHT. Thank you, sir.

Chairman Whitfield, Representative Rush, honored Members, 1
appreciate the invitation to testify on H.R. 4255. In these brief re-
marks, I will focus on that part of my written testimony which of-
fers evidence for House Section 103 grants to foreign partners help
to protect the health of Americans, fulfill our foreign policy objec-
tives, ensure American competitiveness, and deliver on our ability
to solve global environmental problems. I will give examples for
each point. My written testimony has many others.

Point one: these grants help to protect the health and safety of
Americans. Mr. Simmons called into question the utility of these
grants for Americans. In fact, funding for studies and projects
abroad directly help to protect us. For example, interdisciplinary
team led by Susan Annenberg at the University of North Carolina
demonstrated in 2009 that reductions in air pollution in other
countries will result in significantly reduced mortality rates here in
the United States. Looking at the impacts of ozone pollution alone
in their study—a target of many of these grants—they estimate for-
eign emission reductions contribute about 30 percent of the total
avoided mortalities in North American with almost % of those in
the United States. Increasing these measures abroad will save
more American lives.

Point two: these grants help the United States to meet critical
foreign policy objectives. In a moment, Ms. Derby will describe the
importance of Winrock’s work with the Partnership for Clean In-
door Air and the Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves, including
the lifesaving benefits these projects have provided for millions of
people. But the Clean Cookstoves initiative does more than prevent
indoor air pollution; it reduces the vulnerability of women in Afri-
can conflict zones by decreasing their time gathering fuel, which in
turn increases their social mobility. This may not seem like much
but it is quite a lot for them given their daily lives. More is pro-
vided here than a new appliance. These cookstoves assist in cre-
ating a fundamental element of democracy, namely, a safe, free en-
vironment where they can have a chance at success, which in turns
strengthens our relationship with these countries.

Point three: these grants help to ensure competiveness for Amer-
ican companies, as many have already argued. Support for multi-
lateral organizations that raise ambition for tighter pollution-pro-
tection measures abroad, including cooperation with organizations
like UNEP, the OECD, and others help to ensure the developing
countries are applying similar pollution standards that we do at
home. Programs like the Partnership for Clean Fuels in Vehicles,
as we heard in the first panel, help U.S. companies abroad because
equal regulation on air pollution creates a level playing field for
American companies to be competitive when manufacturers in
other countries are being held to the same standards.

Point four: these grants are critical for applying global solutions
to global challenges. And I will spend a bit more time on this one.
The Global Methane Initiative mentioned earlier by Assistant Ad-
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ministrator Hooks certainly helps to reduce the impact of this pow-
erful greenhouse gas, as he said. But the impacts go much further
and help to explain why all countries have an interest in coopera-
tively taking on these challenges and are doing so now. Methane,
along with black carbon, hydrofluorocarbons, and tropospheric
ozone are what we call short-lived climate pollutants. Not only do
these gases have more warming potential than carbon dioxide,
some of them are potentially deadly. Each year, millions of people
die prematurely from black carbon or soot. These gases are also re-
sponsible for extensive crop losses each year.

Regardless of one’s views on the reality of climate change—we
don’t have to agree on that—addressing these non-CO2 pollutants
is both cost-effective and yields multiple health and economic bene-
fits. For example, this year, a study published in “Science” by an
international team led by NASA’s Drew Shindell estimated the ef-
fects of 14 very straightforward methane and black carbon control
measures. Implementation of these measures would avoid up to 4.7
million annual premature deaths worldwide and increase crop
yields annually by 30 to 135 million metric tons starting in 2030
and beyond, including 6.3 proven million tons of crops in the
United States.

The costs for these programs are minimal. Reducing a metric ton
of methane costs around $250 while the benefit ranges from 700 to
$5,000. Already U.S. investments in the Global Methane Initiative
have leveraged 398 million in additional investment, or almost
three times as much as all 103 grants to foreign recipients since
the year 2000. Developing countries simply cannot leverage private
finance in the way U.S. dollars can, and that is why we need co-
operation on these efforts moving forward.

Now, for those who are concerned with global warming, this suite
of measures reduces total projected warming by half a degree Cel-
sius. Given that the current internationally accepted goal is to try
to stabilize temperature increase caused by humans at 2 degrees
Celsius over preindustrial levels and given that humans have al-
ready pushed the temperature up almost 1 degree, we can’t afford
not to do this.

The measure studied in the Shindell paper include reducing
methane leakage from coalmining, oil and gas production, landfills,
wastewater, livestock manure, and rice paddies. The black carbon
measures cover diesel vehicles, clean-burning biomass, and things
like cookstoves, in other words, exactly the same kinds of programs
that the Section 103 grants are funding right now.

Provision of these funds is not proof that developing countries
will not work towards reducing emissions on their own, as some
have argued. Instead, it shows that an ambitious approach focused
on sharing knowledge on multiple fronts helps to build momentum
toward a common end that will benefit everyone. Developing coun-
tries are already working to reduce these pollutants for the same
reason we are—to save lives, grow more food, and give their chil-
dren a chance at a better future.

To briefly conclude, given the abundant benefits demonstrated
here of cooperation with foreign partners in projects outside of the
United States and given the absolute necessity for international co-
operation to adequately address problems that cannot effectively be
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stopped at anyone’s borders, it would be irresponsible to limit EPA
as this bill proposes.

Of course I agree that we need to reduce budgets across the
board in the Federal Government. No one could argue otherwise.
But if we must trim 103 grant programs, better to use a scalpel
than a sledgehammer.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Light follows:]
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Testimony Before the House Subcommittee on Energy and Power on H.R. 4255, the
Accountability in Grants Act of 2012

Andrew Light
September 11, 2012

George Mason University &
Center for American Progress Action Fund

I deeply appreciate the invitation from Chairman Whitfield for the opportunity to
testify today on HL.R. 4255, the “Accountability in Grants Act of 2012.” While I
understand the concerns which motivate this piece of legislation, I firmly believe that
any cuts to grants or other financial assistance issued under section 103 of the Clean Air
Act should come through a careful assessment of which research best helps to advance
the mission of the law, protects the health and safety of Americans, and advances our
cooperative global operations abroad. A blanket ban on all funding to foreign
institutions will not achieve these reasonable and prudent goals. The simple physical
fact of the matter — which cannot be negotiated around - is that harmful environmental
pollutants, especially airborne contaminants, do not respect national boundaries. The
EPA cannot responsibly implement the intent and purpose of the Clean Air Act with

the restrictions that H.R. 4255 would place upon it.

In what follows I will first describe the purpose and objectives of the Clean Air Act—
one of the most significant pieces of bipartisan legislation passed in our history — and
the role that section 103 grants to foreign partners play in implementing it. In the
second part of my testimony I will offer evidence for how 103 grants to foreign partners

helps to protect the health of Americans, fulfills our foreign policy objectives, ensures
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American competitiveness, and delivers on our global obligations for solving global

environmental problems.

At the outset I should say that my academic research has never been supported by an
EPA grant of any kind. Ihave not been part of a larger research team supported by the
EPA, nor have I applied for support from the EPA for my work. Thave however
participated on funding review panels at the National Science Foundation for seven
years, and that experience has given me insight on the importance of international
cooperation in endeavors such as those covered in the legislation under discussion

today.

1. The Clean Air Act and Section 103 Grants

a. The Clean Air Act is crucial for American public health and preserving

economic growth.

Because section 103 grants are a part of the Clean Air Act (CAA), we should start by
reviewing the rationale behind the CAA as a precursor to discussing the specific role

these grants play in the delivery of the benefits provided under the Act.

The CAA is a landmark piece of legislation which has been significantly amended and
improved, following bipartisan leadership from the executive and legislative branches.
It provides crucial protections to the American people, and is a good demonstration of
cost-effective management of public health. The benefits of the CAA are numerous and

clear. To state just a few:
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e According to the EPA's “second prospective study,” as of 2010, the 1990 Clean
Air Act Amendments prevented hundreds of thousands of deaths from ozone
and particulate matter, comparative avoided numbers of avoided heart attacks,
millions of cases of asthma and chronic bronchitis, and prevented thirteen

million lost work days. By 2020 these figures will increase significantly.
¢ There are $2 trillion in economic benefits from the Clean Air Act.

+ On a conservative estimate, benefits exceed costs by 30 to 1. On a high scenario

estimate, the factor is 90 times. Even on lower estimates, benefits exceeds costs

by about three to one.

¢ This net improvement in economic welfare is
projected to occur because cleaner air leads to
better health and productivity for American

workers as well as savings on medical expenses for 0t
558 blany

air pollution-related health problems. The
beneficial economic effects of these two improvements alone are projected to

more than offset the expenditures for pollution control!

b. Section 103 grants to foreign partners support the objectives of the Clean

Air Act.

The Clean Air Act defines the EPA's responsibilities for protecting American air quality
and the stratospheric ozone level. International grants under section 103 are essential
for achieving these goals. The characterization that grants to foreign partners represent

“an example of EPA mission creep and abuse of discretion,” as asserted in last
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February’s hearing on the FY2013 EPA budget, is not supported by the facts.? Putting
aside the issue that the grants in question represent a tiny fraction of the annual grant
investments each year from the EPA - and that most of those that have been called into
question by the majority were initiated under President Bush — the Section 103 grants as
they have been issued are well within the EPA’s statutory mission in the Clean Air Act,

As stated in the EPA’s response letter to Energy and Commerce Committee Chairman

Fred Upton:

The issuance of these grants is a principle means by which the EPA, in concert with
States, local governments, tribes, multilateral organization, educational institutions
and nonprofit organizations, achieves its mission of protecting human health and the
environment. The provision of grant funding as a major tool in implementing these
goals enables the Agency fo maximize its investments by utilizing the skills and expertise

of those entities which work daily on specific issues or in specific areas.?

At the end of this testimony there will be more detail on the point of how these grants
maximize and augment the investments made by the EPA. For now, consider two
straightforward reasons as to why addressing air pollution internationally matters here

at home.

» Air pollution does not recognize national borders - it is a threat which has trans-
boundary impacts. As such, efforts to address air pollution problems abroad
have direct domestic impacts that are categorically different than other types of

pollution with limited migratory properties.

* U.S. funded research on air pollution abroad can be put to practical use at home.

When the EPA funds research and pilot projects to discover what works in
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Jakarta, that research helps us understand what we can do to better improve air
quality in our own rapidly growing cities. Funding such work is one of the key
ways to generate the cutting edge information we need to address domestic and

foreign clean air issues and help to shape that research for the benefit of all.

There are eleven kinds of projects which are funded by these grants, A few project
types are listed below, along with descriptions of general activities in FY 2011, the
relevance of these activities for the United States, and some of the more notable success

stories which give a real feel for this work.

Indoor Environments. These grants fund activities which support organizations in
undertaking outreach education strategies on indoor air pollutants and potential health
risks. This includes a special focus on activities which support addressing air pollution
exposure to children and other disproportionately impacted segments of society. In FY
2011, these grants conducted training courses and outreach activities for environmental
health professionals on indoor air quality topics, including asthma triggers, schools,

radon, indoor air quality in homes, large buildings, and community outreach.

Consider for example, the Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves. This program
integrates the activities undertaken by the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, to reduce
the air pollution impacts on populations like the 75 percent of Africans who still burn
wood, charcoal, dung, crop residue, and coal for cooking and heating. There are many
benefits to local communities which stem from this program. Among them, time spent
collecting fuel often puts women at risk, and exposure to cookstove smoke is one of the
worst risk factors for disease, causing two million premature deaths annually, mostly
from women and children, These emissions also contribute significantly to climate

change through the production of black carbon. Actions that reduce this pollution are



110

one of the more cost-effective ways of mitigating greenhouse gases. EPA grant-making

has supported over $300,000 in these activities in Kenya and Ethiopia alone.

Radiation. These grants fund activities that support the national environmental
radiation monitoring program. This program “prepares for and responds to incidents
involving nuclear or radiological material, oversees the safe disposal of radioactive
waste, maintains laboratories that perform radiological sampling and analyses, and
provides standards for protecting human health and the environment from radioactive
material.”* In FY 2011, grants in this category funded radiological laboratory
capabilities and capacity abroad. Radiation, like air pollution, represents a
transboundary threat. Activities funded by the EPA to address this problem can
provide information for addressing radiation problems domestically and in key

strategic countries helping to politically stabilize them in the near term.

Community-Scale Air Toxics Ambient Monitoring. These programs fund,
respectively (a) two-year projects which help state, local, and tribal communities to
identify and profile toxic air sources and (b) establishment of local agencies to enhance
monitoring networks and reduce the impact these toxins have on communities and

local air pollution control agencies to purchase capital equipment.

Relatedly, EPA support assists the Global Mercury Supply and Use-Management
program. According to the EPA, “Mercury is a potent neurotoxicant that negatively
impacts human health and the environment around the world. Mercury pollution is
transported globally in the atmosphere, so mercury emitted far away affects people and

ecosystems in the United States.”>
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This program provides financial assistance to address mercury issues in a few forums,
including negotiating a legally binding instrument for the global control of mercury
pollution, participating in the United Nations Environment Program’s Global Mercury
Partnership, established to achieve reductions in use and emissions of mercury globally,
and supporting regional activities, including efforts in the Arctic, Asia, Europe, and

nationally across North America (North American Regional Action Plan on Mercury).

Mobile Sources Technologies. These programs fund studies for advancing engine
development technology to optimize fuel economy, reduce exhaust emissions, and
improve performance, as well as harnessing innovative technologies to address fuel
consumption and emissions reductions for heavy duty diesel trucks. This is in the
national interest for at least two reasons. First, with new fuel standards on U.S.
vehicles, strengthening the demand for cars with optimized fuel economy abroad
supports competitiveness of U.S. products overseas. Second, vehicle emissions are not
confined to the country which emits them. American public health is impacted by rising

emissions from other countries.$

For example, EPA grants are helping to improve vehicle fuels and promoting emissions
control technologies in Sub-Saharan Africa. The EPA is working to leverage resources
already available as a founding member of the Partnership for Clean Fuels and
Vehicles.” EPA grants have contributed $3 million to these initiatives in Kenya. In
North Africa, several countries still use lead in gasoline, which the EPA is working with

UNERP to eliminate.

Climate Change/Climate Protection Parinerships. These programs supports activities,
including voluntary government and industry partnership programs, to improve

understanding of climate change, and help direct and maximize investments in
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mitigation capacity while creating policies needed to ensure these reductions in
greenhouse gases actually occur. This includes outreach and education to help public
and private actors meet climate goals and break down market barriers to clean and

efficient technologies.

For example, EPA grants funded methane reduction programs in India, a powerful
pollutant which both contributes to agricultural losses and acts as a greenhouse gas.
India is a charter member of the U.S. led Global Methane Initiative (GMI, formerly
Methane to Markets program created by the Bush Administration in 2004) in large part
due to EPA assitance®. In general, GMI provides international cooperation to reduce
methane and harness it as a source of energy working with the private sector.
Investments toward the GM]I, including $25 million from the State Department, have
leveraged more than $387 million since it was launched.® The partnership provides
private sector opportunities to decrease methane across agriculture, coal, landfili,
natural gas, and wastewater sectors for U.S. businesses and has successfully created

U.S. jobs.

2. Section 103 Grants Protect American and Global Health and Safety, Fostering

Productive Relationships with our Partners Abroad

Throughout the last section of this testimony I have made a brief case for the national
and global interests at stake in each of these programs as they are supported through
section 103 grants in the CAA. In this section I will make the case more thoroughly that
these grants — and much of EPA’s international priorities — are not only worthy of
support but critically necessary given the kinds of problems the United States faces in
the world today. The heart of H.R. 4255 is a concern that the EPA “shouldn’t be
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spending taxpayer dollars on foreign efforts.”? The assumption is that money spent
under this program in foreign institutions only benefits foreign interests. Nothing
could be further from the truth. While I do think we have obligations to help those
suffering from environmental problems abroad, a compelling case for these grants can
be made without such appeals based on of the abundant evidence that foreign

assistance grants benefit our own citizens and our national interests.
a. Protecting the health and safety of Americans.

Funding for studies and projects abroad directly help to protect the health and safety of
Americans. EPA’s international grants address transboundary and global contaminants
that pollute the air we breathe and water we drink in the United States. Emissions from
mercury, methane, and other contaminants do not stay put in the countries where they
are emitted. As a result, these pollutants impact us here in the U.S,, and it’s necessary
to address them, regardless of their source, for the sake of our own public health and

economic growth.

For example, researchers at the University of Washington demonstrated that not only
does air pollution over one continent influence air pollution over other continents, but
also that reductions in air pollution in other countries will result in reduced mortality
rates right here in America. Modeling which assumed various degrees of emissions
reductions across different continents were used to quantify ranges of reduced
mortality in other continents. So, while the study concludes that the highest impact on
mortality rates comes from reducing domestic air pollution, as you would expect, it also
shows significant mortality reductions in the United States based on emissions

reductions in other countries.!!
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Reducing air pollution by 20 percent in East Asia would prevent hundreds of
cardiopulmonary mortalities in North America annually. Similarly, reducing air
pollution in a few other continents would prevent hundreds of annual mortalities from
cardiopulmonary diseases in the U.S.. These are real lives which can be saved by
preventing toxic air pollution from entering the atmosphere and crossing national

boundaries at minimal cost.

By providing technical expertise, and coordinating with our allies to develop newer and
better technologies, we are helping to clean up the air our children breathe, and protect
the environment for ourselves and future generations. In fact, a large number of the
grants that EPA has given are for international cooperation between scientists working
in the U.S. and elsewhere to solve these problems together. As with research supported
at the National Science Foundation, the bar is high to pay for these cooperative efforts
as they are not designed simply to foment international relationships, but to bring
together actors who may be uniquely capable of achieving a desired outcome even if
they are in different countries. The U.S,, and its partners, are the first to reap the
rewards of these efforts, which would be less likely if the funding came from a

competitor.
b. Meeting our foreign policy objectives.

EPA’s foreign investments, like many similar programs administered through other
agencies in the U.S. government, assist in meeting our nation’s critical foreign policy
objectives. For one, they help to create partnerships and build alliances with strategic
priority countries and major emerging economies such as Indonesia, India, and Brazil

that will contribute to strengthening our critical regional alliances.
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Section 103 supports investments that improve air quality and reduce oil consumption
by limiting exhaust emissions, optimizing fuel economy, improving mass transit,
developing and adopting new vehicle and cleaner fuel technologies. For example the
Partnership for Clean Fuels and Vehicles, a program supported through section 103, is
an international partnership that promotes clean fuels and vehicle technologies.
Reducing reliance on oil is good for everyone because it will stop the flow of oil money
that sustains hostile and undemocratic regimes, which is a high priority for America’s
foreign policy and national security agenda.’? Even with a firm commitment by the U.S.
to this strategy ~ either through maximizing domestic oil drilling or increasing our
capacity to generate renewable energy — unstable oil exporters can still be supported
through exports to other countries. When the U.S. invests in reducing foreign oil

imports abroad we work in concert with others rather than at cross purposes.

Efforts like these build good will for the United States across the globe. At this point no
one could seriously defend the proposition that U.S. influence throughout the world is
only a matter of military might. In fact, enabling high-risk communities, such as those
some of these grants have served, in Africa and Eastern Europe, to deal with their own
pollution problems can play an even more strategic role in furthering U.S. influence by

fostering cooperation and spreading democratic ideals.

For example, the Clean Cookstoves initiative does more than prevent indoor air
pollution, it reduces the vulnerability of women in conflict zones which, in turn,
increases their social mobility. This is a fundamental element of democracy: creating a
free, safe environment where anyone has a chance at success if they are willing to work
for it. It is a core belief of our society that no one should be so hamstrung by their
circumnstance that they cannot have a good life. Bolstering economies through these
investments and providing local jobs may help to reduce inequality and limit the

exacerbation of conflict in key regions of the world.
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These are not mere platitudes. The benefits of these programs to the countries that
receive this form of assistance has been well documented. By participating in the Clean
Cookstoves efforts, the EPA is helping address the approximately 3 billion people, or 40
percent of the world’s population, who rely on wood, coal, charcoal or animal waste to
cook their food using traditional fuel sources. These cookstoves emit black carbon
pollution that is dangerous for human health and a major contributor to global
warming. Replacing outdated cook stoves will save 800,000 lives annually, while
keeping potent greenhouse gases out of the air that limit agricultural productivity

around the world, including in the U.S.®
c. Ensuring competitiveness for U.S. companies.

U.S. assistance in setting pollution standards, establishing sustainable landscape
practices, researching and testing new technologies, and installing clean energy with
our foreign partners will provide opportunities for American companies and help

advance their competitiveness abroad.

First, designing and implementing stronger pollution regulations requires buttressing
technical capacity and improving monitoring, enforcement, and governance in
developing countries through targeted grants and cooperative agreements. This
capacity abroad helps us here at home. For example, Indonesia’s capacity to monitor its
own forests and protect public lands is severely limited when compared to a country
like ours. Assisting this government with improved governance capacity and helping
to build institutions to help regulate deforestation, promote sustainable land-use
practices, and regulate pollution which will ensure that the numerous U.S. companies‘
that rely on soy, cattle, and palm oil from Indonesia have a secure supply chain.
Indonesia supplies half of the world’s palm oil supply — the most traded and consumed

oil for food — and quickly became the largest producer globally in the last several years
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at the expense of loss of peatlands.* A study published in the Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences found that from 2008-2011, 69 percent of palm oil
conversion in the Indonesian province of West Kalimantan occurred at the expense of
peat, even though there was a moratorium on production.®® Indonsia must be able to
develop this agricultural sector without endangering themselves and the rest of the
world. Because peatlands are both a critical component of tropical forest stabilization
and a source of long-term sequestration of greenhouse gases ‘we can help our mutual

interests by encouraging sustainable development of this resource.

Second, support for multilateral organizations that raise ambition for tighter pollution
protection measures abroad will help to ensure that developing countries are applying
similar standards that we do at home. That will help U.S. companies abroad, because
equal regulation on air pollution creates a level playing field for American companies to
be competitive when the manufacturers in other countries are being held to the same
standards. The mobile sources technologies programs, mentioned above, help to

achieve these goals.

Third, partnerships that develop new low-pollution technologies and energy generation
can be applied here at home. Cooperative government-academic-industry agreements
to jointly research and test technologies will require equipment that U.S. companies can
supply, and U.S. university researchers can lead. Such cooperative endeavors can
generate jobs at home. For example, in a report in 2009, the Center for American
Progress and the Asia Society found that cooperation between the U.S. and China to
accelerate development and deployment of carbon capture and sequestration
technology could create as many as 940,000 direct and indirect jobs in the United States
by 2022, while a business-as-usual scenario would only create 122,000 jobs in the same

time period.’
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d. Global challenges require global solutions.

Global problems, from toxic pollution that causes asthma in children and premature
deaths to climate change, require global solutions. As Governor Romney said one week
ago today on a questionnaire, when criticizing this administration’s policies on
reduction of greenhouse gases, “The reality is that the problem is called Global
Warming, not America Warming.””” Governor Romney is absolutely correct. We
cannot solve these environmental and public health challenges alone. We succeed only
if other countries succeed. And we can’t walk away from the table where those global
solutions are being sought either. That's why the U.S. has consistently invested in
Section 103 grants across several administrations and has been a leader in major global
public health and environment efforts: these are smart investments from the

perspective of our own well-being.

We have used the same reasoning, to great effect, on other global problems that require
not only a global solution, but one that benefits most from American leadership. Recall
President Bush’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, or PEPFAR, which pledged $15

billion over five years in the global fight against the spread of AIDS. This program has
been instrumental in distributing affordable drugs which reduce or eliminate the death

sentence associated with the disease.

Similarly, the previously mentioned, Global Methane Initiative provides a forum for
international cooperation to reduce methane and harness it as a source of clean energy
by enhancing cooperative efforts through the private sector. Altogether, the Global
Metharne Initiative has reduced over 42 million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
and it’s estimated that continued global effort to reduce methane emissions could
achieve reductions of more than 1.5 billion metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent,

about the same as the annual emissions from more than 280 million cars.’®
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Methane, along with black carbon, hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), and topospheric ozone
are so-called “short-lived” climate pollutants.”” When compared to the primary
anthropogenic greenhouse gas, carbon dioxide, these shorter lived gases are much more
potent and account for around one-third of global warming. Some of them are also
potentially deadly. Each year millions of people die prematurely, and more are
diagnosed from a high incidence of dangerous respiratory disease, from black carbon.
They also accelerate melting of the Arctic and are responsible for extensive crop losses

each year.

Regardless of one’s views on the reality of climate change, addressing these non-CO2
pollutants is both cost-effective and yields multiple health and economic benefits
beyond potential for lowering atmospheric temperatures. This year, a study published
in Science by an international team of 24 scientists, led by NASA’s Drew Shindell,
estimated the effects of initiating 14 straightforward methane and black carbon control
measures {out of approximately 400 possible options). Their analysis demonstrates
that, if implemented in the next few years, these measures would avoid up to 4.7
million annual premature deaths worldwide, and increase crop yields annually by 30-
135 million metric tons starting in 2030 and beyond, including 6.3 million tons in the
U.S. alone. The costs for this suite of programs are minimal though the payoff is huge:
reducing a metric ton of methane costs around $250, while the benefit ranges from $700-

$5,000.2

For those who are concerned with global warming, rapidly implementing something
that looks like the suite of measures considered in the Shindell paper yields critically
important results: reducing total projected warming by half a degree Celsius by 2050.
Given that the current internationally accepted goal is to try to stabilize temperature

increase caused by humans at 2 degrees Celsius over pre-industrial levels, we can’t
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afford not to move forward with these measures given that the world has already
warmed approximately one degree Celsius due to human activity. If we add to this
effort appropriate CO2 mitigation measures, greenhouse gas reductions from reducing
short-lived pollutants is locked in, as we can see from the table below.” Just as
important, if we only pursued an aggressive CO2 reduction pathway without taking on
short-lived pollutants we would not see as significant a reduction in temperature this

century, along with the impacts caused by that temperature increase.

ch,
CH,+al B0

R i

€O, + CH, +
all BC measures

Temperature {°C} relative to 1890-1910

X L $ H 1
1980 2000 2020 2040 2080

Fig. 1. Observed temperatures (42) through 2009 and projected temperatures thereafter under various
scenarios, alt relative to the 18901910 mean. Results for future scenarios are the central values from
analytic equations estimating the response to forcings calculated from composition-climate modeling
and literature {7). The rigt bars give 2070 ranges, Tncluding uncertainty in radiative
forcing and climate sensitivity. A partion of the uncertainty Is systematic, so that overlapping ranges do
not mean there s no significant difference or example, if climate sensitivity is large, it ¥s large
regardless of the scenario, so all temperatures would be toward the high end of thelr ranges; see www.
giss.nasa.govstafiidshindelt$ci2012)

The measures studied in the Shindell paper include reducing methane leakage from
coal mining, oil and gas production, long-distance gas transmission, municipal waste
and landfills, wastewater, livestock manure, and rice paddies. The black carbon

measures cover diesel vehicles, clean-burning biomass stoves, brick kilns, and coke
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ovens as well providing modern cooking and heating to the world’s poor. Clearly,

many of the section 103 grants closely map onto these initiatives.

It will of course be difficult to globally implement something like this suite of initiatives,
which makes the section 103 grants with our foreign partners all the more important.
The approach of the 103 grants are appropriate to the challenge at hand. Unlike
successful efforts to phase out particular pollutants — as we managed to do with CFCs
using the Montreal Protocol — the sources of methane and black carbon are too
numerous to effectively phase them out by targeting a more discrete number of
industrial sources. What is needed is a more ambitious approach, sharing knowledge
on multiple fronts, to build momentum toward a common end that will benefit
everyone. This is the sort of approach that can be fomented by this grant program if it

is allowed to continue under its current parameters.

This section of my testimony has presented a combined case for continuing foreign
partners in the section 103 program. According to the EPA, international grants under
this program only constitute one-tenth of one percent of EPA’s overall annual grants
budget. Nonetheless, these minimal investments yield multiple benefits and leverage
additional resources towards our environmental, public health, development and

national security goals.

3. Conclusion: The Moral Imperative of Smart Decision-Making

At the beginning of the last section I suggested that we have direct obligations to help
those who are suffering in the world regardless of the benefits to our own citizens. At

the end of the day, the success of every dollar of taxpayer money cannot be evaluated
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only in a framework which reduces real needs in other countries to geopolitical chess
pieces. Particularly in the case of global problems, such as health and climate change,
there is a moral obligation to contribute to global solutions, especially given the

contribution by the U.S. to these problems.

Successful prosecution of that argument however would take more time than T have
been allotted today. For now, please allow me to invoke one final normative claim.
Given the abundant benefits demonstrated here of cooperation with foreign partners in
projects outside of the United States, and given the absolute necessity for international
cooperation to adequately address problems that cannot effectively be stopped at
anyone’s borders, it would be irresponsible to pass this piece of legislation. Ineed not
convince any of you that we have entered an era of tightened budgets across the board.
This program may well have to be reduced until economic conditions change. But if
this program is to be cut, this is not the way to do it. Thave no doubt that the leadership
team at EPA, and the experienced grants administrators of these programs, can come
up with a better way of determining how to trim this budget than arbitrarily shaving off
all international programs. In the interests of those the Clean Air Act was designed to
protect, we need a scalpel, used with finesse, not a sledgehammer that could harm those

incautious enough to use it.

Acknowledgments: I would like to thank Adam James and Rebecca Lefton for invaluable help

with the preparation of this testimony.

Notes

! hitp://www.epa.gov/air/sect812/prospective2.html



123

19

2 Opening Statement of the Honorable Ed Whitfield, Subcommittee on Energy and Power and
Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint Hearing on The FY 2013 EPA Budget, 112th
Congress (February 28, 2012). (online at

http://republicans.energycommerce. house.gov/Mediaifile/Hearings/Joint/20120228 EP_EE/HH RG-112-
1F03-1F18-MState-W000413-20120228. pdf).

3 Letter from EPA Assistant Administrator Craig Hooks to the Honorable Fred Upton, August 3, 2011.
Emphasis added.

shitps://www.cfda.gov/?s=program&mode=form&tab=step1&id=1d601ed2ad50dabb4dd11eaa76bb7764

5 http://www.epa.gov/oia/toxics/mercury/index.html

7 http:/fwww.epa.gov/oia/air/pcfv. html

8 http://fwww.globalmethane.org/
¢ Letter from EPA Assistant Administrator Craig Hooks to the Honorable Fred Upton, August 3, 2011.

1 Opening Statement of the Honorable Ed Whitfield, Subcommittee on Energy and Power and
Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, Joint Hearing on The FY 2013 EPA Budget, 112th
Congress (February 28, 2012).

18, C. Anenberg, et al., “Intercontinental Impacts of Ozone Pollution on Human Mortality,”
Envirommental Science & Technology, 43(17), pp. 6482-6487.

12 http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2010/01/13/7200/cil-dependence-is-a-dangerous-
habit/

B http://www.cleahcookstoves.org/our~work/the~issues/health-impacts.html,
http://www.cleancookstoves.org/our-work/the-issues/women-and-livelihood.html

14 http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/07/16/us-indonesia-palm-idUSBRES6EOH V20120716

15 K. M. Carson, et. al., “Committed carbon emissions, deforestation, and community land conversion
from oil palm plantation expansion in West Kalimantan, Indonesia,” Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, April 20, 2012, pp. 1073-1084.

1 http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2009/11/04/6926/cooperation-is-the-key/

17 Zack Colman, “Romney: Humans contribute to climate change, more regulations not the answer,” The
Hill, September 4, 2012.

tshitp://yosemite.epa.gov/opa/admpress.nsf/e77fdd4f5afdB88a3852576b3005a604f/5¢929dbb962fead 9852577
af005cfe34!OpenDocument#area



124

20

19 http://www.unep.org/ccac/ShortLivedClimatePollutants/tabid/101650/Default.aspx

» Drew Shindell, et. al., “Simultaneously Mitigating Near-Term Climate Change and Improving Human
Health and Food Safety,” Science, vol. 335, January 13, 2012, pp. 183-189.

2t Table reprinted from Shindell, et. al,, p. 184.



125

Mr. WHITFIELD. Ms. Derby, you are recognized for 5 minutes.

STATEMENT OF ELISA DERBY

Ms. DERBY. Chairman Whitfield, Representative Rush, distin-
guished members of the committee, thank you for inviting me here
today. My name is Elisa Derby. I am a senior program officer at
Winrock International and I manage Winrock’s household energy
programs.

Winrock International is a nonprofit organization that works
with people in the United States and around the world to empower
the disadvantaged, increase economic opportunity, and sustain nat-
ural resources. Winrock is headquartered in Little Rock, Arkansas,
the State of our namesake, former governor Winthrop Rockefeller.
I am pleased to be here today to discuss Winrock’s partnership
with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency related to clean, ef-
ficient cooking practices. Winrock is one of the grantees being dis-
cussed today.

I will summarize my testimony for you today to maximize time
for your questions. My complete testimony has been submitted for
the record. I hope this testimony helps committee members under-
stand the work we have done and the people it has benefitted.

Some 3 billion people worldwide burn solid fuels like wood, ani-
mal dung, crop residues, coal, and charcoal for cooking and heating
in open fires or rudimentary stoves, releasing toxic smoke into
their homes. Nearly 3 million people, primarily women and chil-
dren in poor countries, die prematurely each year from exposure to
indoor smoke from burning solid fuels, more than from either AIDS
or malaria. Pneumonia, also closely associated with exposure to in-
door smoke, is the number one Kkiller of children worldwide and
kills more children than AIDS, malaria, and tuberculosis combined.
Exposure to indoor smoke it also associated with various cancers,
cataracts, tuberculosis, asthma attacks, babies born with low birth
weight or stillborn, and early infant death.

Time and money spent on gathering and buying fuel perpetuates
the cycle of family poverty. While I am not an expert on this issue,
we do know that there are direct links between international pov-
erty and U.S. national security. The inefficient burning of wood and
charcoal also increases pressures on local natural resources and
contributes to emissions of greenhouse gases and black carbon. In
short, the simple task of cooking family meals has serious negative
health and socioeconomic implications for half the world’s popu-
leﬁcion and serious negative environmental impacts locally and glob-
ally.

Fortunately, there are clear solutions to these problems.
Winrock, EPA, and a host of national, international, and private
sector partners have worked to promote low-cost but clean and effi-
cient approved cookstoves to address these problems since 2002
under the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air—which we will refer to
as PCIA—launched as a presidential initiative of George W. Bush
and led by EPA, and now, through ongoing work of the Global Alli-
ance for Clean Cookstoves, EPA, and other U.S. government agen-
cies.

I personally have witnessed the damaging health and safety ef-
fects of indoor air pollution in homes I have visited in Latin Amer-
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ica and Asia and the impact that a clean, efficient cookstoves can
have on their lives. Women have shared with me that with an im-
proved cookstove, they cough less and their children stay healthier.
They say they have more time to spend with their children and
more money for food and school as a result of their reduced fuel
needs of the improved stoves. They are horrified to realize that the
soot coating their walls and ceiling from their old stove was also
coating their children’s lungs.

As a recognized global leader and expert in indoor air quality,
EPA’s involvement in this work has lent important prestige to the
improved cookstoves sector that has enabled tremendous accom-
plishments and growth and development of the sector over the past
8 years that would not have been possible otherwise. Over the 6
years that we monitored PCIA partner achievements, PCIA part-
ners reported selling and distributing more than 9.3 million im-
proved stoves benefitting approximately 52 million people around
the world.

Winrock takes seriously our important role as stewards of U.S.
taxpayer dollars. As such, we are firmly committed to cost-effective
and efficient use of funds and always require significant partici-
pant cost-share for all travel scholarships used to bring partici-
pants to our high-impact and low-cost technical trainings. Partici-
pants that receive airfare support are responsible for all other trav-
el costs, including meals and lodging. The overwhelming majority
of the grant funding that Winrock has received from EPA for this
partnership was spent here in the United States. At no time have
any funds been transferred to any foreign government or other for-
eign entity.

We believe that the work EPA has funded to date related to
clean and efficient cookstoves has been pioneering and vital to the
sector, and we have been proud to play a role in these achieve-
ments. Ultimately, this effort will lead to more people using better
technologies and practices, reducing their exposure to indoor
smoke, and thereby improving their health, livelihood, and quality
of life.

I appreciate the opportunity to make this presentation and I am
happy to answer any questions you may have.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Derby follows:]
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SUMMARY
Testimony for House of Representatives Committee on Energy and Commerce
By Elisa Derby, Senior Program Officer, Winrock International, September 11, 2012

Winrock International is a nonprofit organization that works with people in the United States and
around the world to empower the disadvantaged, increase economic opportunity, and sustain
natural resources. I am here today to discuss Winrock’s partnership with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency related to clean, efficient cooking practices.

Some three billion people worldwide burn solid fuels (wood, animal dung, crop residues,
charcoal and coal) for cooking and heating, in open fires or rudimentary stoves, which has
serious negative health, environmental and socio-economic impacts. Nearly 2 million people,
primarily women and children in low and lower-middle income countries die prematurely each
year from exposure to indoor smoke from burning solid fuels; more than from either AIDS or
malaria. Time and money spent on gathering and buying fuel perpetuates the cycle of family
poverty. The inefficient burning of wood and charcoal also increases pressures on local natural
resources, and contributes to emissions of greenhouse gases and black carbon.

Winrock, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and a host of national, international
and private sector partners have advanced low cost improved cooking technologies to address
these problems since 2002 under the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, launched as a Presidential
Initiative of George W. Bush and led by EPA, and now through ongoing work of the Global
Alliance for Clean Cookstoves, EPA, and other USG agencies.

Winrock takes seriously our important role as stewards of U.S. taxpayer dollars. As such we are
firmly committed to cost-effective and efficient use of funds, and always require significant
participant cost-sharing for all funded travel. Participants that receive airfare support are
responsible for their own meals, lodging, incidentals, visa costs, ground transportation and all
other travel costs, and of course, their time. The overwhelming majority of the grant funding that
Winrock has received from EPA for this Partnership has been spent for American coordinators
and Fly America Act-compliant airfares, with the remainder spent on direct costs for trainings—
at no time have any funds been transferred to any foreign governments or other foreign entities.

Winrock’s current EPA grant-funded activities include technical training workshops, study tours
and technical webinars, Through these activities Winrock strives to develop, disseminate and
apply best practices in the manufacturing, sale and marketing of improved stoves, including
quality control and effective end user training and maintenance. Ultimately, these efforts will
lead to reduced maternal and child exposure to indoor smoke for millions of families.

Recognized as a global leader and expert in indoor air quality, EPA’s involvement has lent
important prestige to the improved cookstove sector and has enabled tremendous
accomplishments and growth and development of the sector over the past 8 years. EPA funding
since 2002 for clean and efficient cookstoves has been pioneering and vital to the sector, and we
have been proud to play a role in these achievements,
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Submitted testimony of Elisabeth Derby
Senior Program Officer, Winrock International
House of Representatives Committee on Energy and Commerce
September 11, 2011
Chairman Whitfield, Representative Waxman, distinguished members of the committee, thank
you for inviting me here today. My name is Elisa Derby. I am a Senior Program Officer at
Winrock International, and I manage Winrock’s household energy programs. Winrock
International is a nonprofit organization that works with people in the United States and around
the world to empower the disadvantaged, increase economic opportunity, and sustain natural

resources. Winrock’s headquarters is Little Rock, Arkansas, the state of our namesake, former

Governor and rancher Winthrop Rockefeller.

I am pleased to be here today to discuss Winrock’s partnership with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency related to clean, efficient cooking practices. I will summarize my testimony
for you today to maximize time for your questions; my complete testimony has been submitted
for the record. I hope this testimony helps Committee members to understand the work we have

done and the people it has benefited.

Around three billion people wotldwide burn solid fuels -~ including wood, animal dung, crop
residues, charcoal and coal — for cooking and heating, in open fires or rudimentary stoves, which
has serious negative health, environmental and socio-economic impacts. Burning solid fuels
results in the release of dangerous particulate matter (PM), carbon monoxide (CO) and other
toxic pollutants into the air. The World Health Organization estimates that nearly 2 million
people, primarily women and children in low and lower-middle income countries, die

prematurely each year from exposure to indoor smoke from burning solid fuels. As a

Winrock International
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comparison, AIDS caused an estimated 1.8 million deaths in 2010" and malaria caused an
estimated 655,000 deaths that same year”, Pneumonia, closely associated with exposure to
indoor air pollution, is the number one killer of children under five worldwide, and the WHO
estimates that half of all pneumonia deaths in children are due to particulate matter inhaled from

solid fuel smoke.

In addition to acute respiratory infections like pneumonia, other health outcomes associated with
exposure to indoor air pollution include chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), such as
chronic bronchitis; lung cancer (for users of open coal stoves); cataracts; tuberculosis;
nasopharyngeal and laryngeal cancers; cardiovascular disease; asthma attacks; adverse
pregnancy outcomes (stillbirth, low birth weight); and early infant death®. Additional health
impacts from collecting and burning solid fuels include burns and scalds; eye irritation and
infections; headaches; backaches from tending fires on the floor; and injuries and assaults
incurred during fuel collection, which can include back and neck injuries from carrying heavy
loads of fuel, snake and insect bites, attacks and rape. Because household energy tends to be
considered the domain of women, and by association their children, women and children
disproportionately suffer from these impacts; they are the ones spending long hours in smoke-
filled kitchens near open flames, and usually the ones collecting fuel, sometime spending hours

per day doing so.

: htto://www.unaids.org/en/media/unaids/contentassets/documents/unaidspublication/2011/1C2216 WorldAIDS

day report_2011 en.pdf
? http://www who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs094/en

® hitp://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs292/en/index.html
* Smith, K.R. Indoor air pollution in developing countries: recommendations for research. Indoor Air 2002; 12: 198~

207: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12244750

Winrock International Page 2 of 15
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While women may associate indoor smoke with coughing and eye irritation during the cooking
period, many are unaware of the longer term health impacts. In communities in which the vast
majority of cooks are exposed to high levels of indoor air pollution over a lifetime, women may
see cataracts as just something everyone gets eventually, and pneumonia as a common and

perhaps unpreventable childhood illness.

Time and money spent on gathering and buying fuel limit options for school attendance for
children, and other more productive income-generating opportunities for women. This
perpetuates the cycle of family poverty. While I am not expert on this issue, we know there are
direct links between international poverty and U.S. national security. Women who cook with
solid fuels may also lose time spent sick or injured, or caring for sick or injured children as a

result of health effects of traditional cooking activities.

The inefficient burning of wood and charcoal for cooking and heating increases pressures on
local natural resources, and can exacerbate deforestation. In addition to greenhouse gas
emissions, primarily of carbon dioxide and methane, traditional cooking and heating methods are

a major source of black carbon, an important short-lived climate forcer.

In short, the simple task of cooking family meals has serious negative health and socioeconomic
implications for half of the world’s population, and serious negative environmental impacts

locally, regionally and globally.

Fortunately, there are clear solutions to these problems. Winrock, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and a host of national, international and private sector partners are advancing

low cost technologies for the world’s poorest and most vulnerable people. Properly designed

Winrock International Page 3 of 15




131

.Submitted Testimony of Elisabeth Derby
improved cookstoves can reduce indoor air pollution levels by 70-95%, and can reduce fuelwood
use by 50% or more. Improved cook stoves address at least 5 of the 8 United Nations’
Millennium Development Goals: End poverty and hunger; Gender equality; Child health;

Maternal health; and Environmental sustainability.

I personally have witnessed the damaging health and safety effects of indoor air pollution and
open fires on women first hand in homes I’ve visited in Latin America and Asia, and the impact
that 3 clean, efficient cookstove can have on their lives. Women have shared with me the
improvements in their health and their children’s health that they have experienced following
their adoption of an improved cookstove. They talk about coughing less, no longer experiencing
burning eyes and throats while cooking, and their children staying healthier. They note that they
have more time to spend with their children and money for food and school as a result of the
reduced fuel needs of improved stoves. They love how much cleaner their kitchens are; their old
stoves coated the walls and ceiling with soot, which they were horrified to realize was then also
cbating their lungs, and the lungs of their children. In Peru, where Winrock implemented a
USAID-funded improved cookstoves program, families have been so proud of their improved

stoves that they have whitewashed the walls, and painted their stoves with beautiful designs.

Under the leadership of President George W. Bush, the United States launched a Clean Energy
Initiative (CEI) at the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) in Johannesburg in
2002. The mission of this initiative has been to bring together governments, international

organizations, industry and civil society in partnerships to alleviate poverty and spur economic
growth in the developing world by expanding access to and modernizing energy services. This

Presidential Initiative consists of four market-oriented, performance-based partnerships including
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the partnership I'll be speaking about today; the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, led by the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, which Winrock co-coordinated from 2003 to earlier this year.

Winrock is committed to reducing the adverse impacts of household cooking and heating
through solutions that are participatory, technology-neutral and efficient, culturally responsive,

technically and economically feasible, commercial, replicable, and scalable.

Winrock has been proud to work with the U.S. EPA in this effort. EPA has been a leader in
facilitating global dialogue, capacity-building, and action to increase the positive impact of
household energy interventions, reducing death and disease among women and children due to

indoor smoke exposure in developing countries.

As arecognized global leader and expert in indoor air quality, EPA’s involvement has lent
important prestige to the improved cookstove sector that has enabled tremendous
accomplishments and growth and development of the sector over the past 8 years. This would
not have been possible without their involvement. EPA has been uniquely able to attract and
harness the specific strengths of different entities to share their expertise, and to build a more
effective effort to reach millions more people with healthier stoves. Given its public sector base,
EPA has been able to focus on high impact and low cost training activities while remaining
technology neutral; not promoting any specific improved stove brands or models, but rather

working to make all types of stoves better and more efficient.

Through EPA, the US government has come to play a very important role in the international
playing field of the cookstoves sector. U.S. leadership in this field reaps important dividends on

both macro and micro levels. On the macro level, the U.S. has become an internationally
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recognized leader in this area, and is sought after for consultation by other countries. On the
micro level, the daily interactions of field workers changing lives person by person and family by

family serve as ambassadors of good will for the American people.

Through April of this year, Winrock co-coordinated the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air (PCIA)
with the EPA. PCIA was a global community of 590 nonprofits, governments, research
organizations, individuals and businesses (including 128 U.S.-based groups) working to reduce
solid fuel use for cooking, exposure to indoor air pollution and the resulting health risks I
mentioned earlier. As part of its role in PCIA, Winrock:

* Supported more than 24 technical training workshops with hundreds of participants on
various technical topics including improved design, testing, commercialization, and
indoor air pollution monitoring. For example, last fall I helped train 24 participants from
19 different improved stove manufacturers and stove promoters in Bangladesh how to
test and improve their stoves®, They learned stove testing protocols, tested their stoves,
made design improvements to the stoves, and tested them again to measure the effects of
the changes on their stove performance.

¢ Published 30 technical thematic quarterly Bulletins distributed to over 2,400 direct
recipients, and provided support to technical webinars;

e Co-organized an International Standards Organization (ISO) International Workshop on
Clean and Efficient Cookstoves to develop an international workshop agreement that
now serves as an interim global standard to improved cookstove efficiency, emissions,

indoor emissions and safety;

® http://www.pciaonline.org/proceedings/2011 Bangladesh Aprovecho Worksho
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¢ Co-organized four international biennial Forums that brought together hundreds of the
world’s leading household energy and health experts (with the 2011 Forum bringing
together 350 people from 40 countries, including technical experts from U.S.
universities, non-profits and private industry); and

s Monitored Partner achievements annually and analyzed results of global stove sales,
testing and other key indicators, the reports from which serve as the only centralized
source of this information worldwide. Cumulatively over the six years of monitoring,
PCIA Partners reported selling and distributing more than 9.3 million improved

stoves, benefiting approximately 52 million people.

Winrock’s work with PCIA has benefited American companies, nonprofit organizations, and
citizens. The 128 U.S.-based partners (see full list attached) who benefit from PCIA’s work
include universities, multilateral organizations, NGOs, private industry, and independent
consultants. Many of these U.S.-based groups have benefited from both direct technical training
and merit and need-based airfare scholarships to attend important workshops, meetings and

events.

Winrock takes seriously our important role as stewards of US taxpayer dollars. As such we are
firmly committed to cost-effective and efficient use of funds, and always require significant
participant cost-sharing for all funded travel. Participants that receive airfare support are
responsible for their own meals, lodging, incidentals, visa costs, ground transportation and all
other travel costs, and of course, their time. Winrock used the technical expertise provided by
EPA to leverage an additional $340,000 in external travel support from other donors. The

overwhelming majority of the grant funding that Winrock received from EPA for this
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Partnership was spent for American coordinators and Fly America Act-compliant airfares, with
the remainder spent on direct costs for the trainings—at no time have any funds been transferred

to any foreign governments or other foreign entities.

The U.S. government’s support and leadership in this sector has increased global awareness of
household energy and health challenges and solutions and has resulted in much greater private

sector involvement.

Building on the past 8 years of work of the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, in 2010 the United
Nations Foundation launched the Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves. This new public-private
partnership will continue to save lives, empower women, improve livelihoods, and combat
climate change by creating a thriving global market for clean and efficient household cooking
solutions. The Global Alliance ‘100 by 20 goal calls for 100 million homes to adopt clean and
efficient stoves and fuels by 2020. The Global Alliance will work with public, private, and non-
profit partners to help overcome the market barriers that currently impede the production,

deployment, and use of clean cookstoves in the developing world.

PCIA has now officially integrated into the Alliance, and going forward Winrock’s EPA-funded
cookstoves work will concentrate on technical training. The Global Alliance will carry the torch
of communications, convening the sector players, advocacy, fund raising, and awareness raising.
U.S. government support for the improved cookstoves sector comprises complementary and non-
redundant roles filled by EPA, DOE, USAID, State Department, NIH, CDC and the Global

Alliance, all of which are carefully coordinated by an inter-agency cookstoves committee.
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Winrock’s current post-PCIA activities funded by an EPA grant include technical training
workshops, study tours and technical webinars. Through these activities Winrock is working to
develop, disseminate and apply best practices in the manufacturing, sale and marketing of
improved stoves, including quality control and effective end user training and maintenance.
Ultimately, these efforts will lead to more people using better technologies and practices

correctly, reducing their exposure to indoor smoke.

We believe that the work U.S. EPA has funded to date related to clean and efficient cookstoves
has been pioneering and vital to the sector, and we have been proud to play a role in these
achievements. I appreciate the opportunity to make this presentation and am happy to answer any

questions you may have.

Partnership for Clean Indoor Air Partners Based in the United States

AHEAD Energy [Marietta, OH- Non-Governmental Organization]

Aid Africa [La Crescenta, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

Alpha Renewable Energy Pvt. Ltd [Atlanta, GA- Private Industry]

Aprovecho Research Center [Cottage Grove, OR- Non-Governmental Organization]
Baylor University [Waco, TX- Academia]

Berkeley Air Monitoring Group [Berkeley, CA- Private Industry]

BioLite Stove [Berkeley, CA- Private Industry]

Biomass Energy Foundation (BEF) [Normal, IL- Non-Governmental Organization]
Biomass Energy Resource Center [Montpelier, VT- Non-Governmental Organization]

Bunge [Miami, FL- Other Organization Type]
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Bureau of Applied Research in Anthropology, University of Arizona [Tucson, AZ- Academia]
Burn Design Lab [Vashon, WA~ Non-Governmental Organization]

California Sunlight Corporation [Sacramento, CA- Private Industry]

Center for Air Resources Engineering and Science at Clarkson University [Potsdam, NY-
Academia]

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention [Atlanta, GA- Government]

CHF International [Silver Spring, MD- Non-Governmental Organization]

Chip Energy [Goodfield, IL- Private Industry]

Clean Compassion [Bonney Lake, WA- Non-Governmental Organization]

ClimatePath [Moraga, CA- Independent Consultant]}

Colorado State University Engines and Energy Conversion Laboratory (EECL) [Fort Collins,
CO- Academia]

Columbia Univeristy - Biomass Working Group [New York, NY- Academia]

Consulting for Health, Air, Nature, & a Greener Environment, LL.C (CHANGE) [Queensbury,
NY- Private Industry]

D.&E. Green Enterprises, Inc. [New York, NY- Private Industry]

Desert Research Institute [Reno, NV- Academia]

E+Co [Bloomfield, NJ- Non-Governmental Organization]

EarthMatters LLC [Washington, DC- Private Industry]

East-West Center [Honolulu, HI- Non-Governmental Organization]

ECOFuel Worldwide Inc. [Boynton Beach, FL- Private Industry]

ECOLIFE Foundation [Escondido, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

ECOLOTECH {Dreyfus, KY- Independent Consultant]
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EcoZoom [Portland, OR- Private Industry]

EgyDev [Washington, DC- Independent Consultant]

Energy Links Project of the Center for Financial Inclusion at ACCION Int! [Washington, DC-
Non-Governmental Organization]

Energy Transportation Group [New York, NY- Private Industry]

Eneron Inc [Palo Alto, CA- Academia]

Engineers in Technical and Humanitarian Opportunities of Service (ETHOS) [Ames, JA- Non-
Governmental Organization]

Engineers Without Borders - USA [Boulder, CO- Non-Governmental Organization]
EnterpriseWorks/VITA - A Division of Relief International (RI/EWV) [Washington, DC- Non-
Governmental Organization]

Envirofit International [Fort Collins, CO- Non-Governmental Organization}

Excel Systems [Boulder, CO- Non-Governmental Organization]

Fabretto Children's Foundation [Arlington, VA- Non-Governmental Organization]

Friendly Appropriate Solar Technologies [Los Altos, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]
Frontier Markets [New York, NY- Private Industry]

Gadgil Lab - Stoves [Berkeley, CA- Academia]}

Global Village Power, LLC [Fort Collins, CO- Carbon Project Developer]

GlobalResolve at Arizona State University [Mesa, AZ- Academia]

Green Empowerment [Portland, OR- Non-Governmental Organization]

GreenMicrofinance [Phoenixville, PA- Private Industry}

Haiti Reconstruction [Burnsville, MN- Non-Governmental Organization]

Health Effects Institute [Boston, MA- Non-Governmental Organization])
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HELPS International [Farmersville, TX- Non-Governmental Organization]
Hugh McLaughlin, PE {Groton, MA- Independent Consultant]
iENERGY Inc. [Norfolk, VA- Private Industry]
Impact Carbon [San Francisco, CA- Carbon Project Developer]
International Institute for Ecological Agriculture [Santa Cruz, CA- Other Organization Type]
International Lifeline Fund [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]
International Relief and Development [Arlington, VA- Non-Governmental Organization]
Iowa State University- Thermal Systems Virtual Engineering Group [Ames, IA- Academia]
Jet City StoveWorks [Seattle, WA- Non-Governmental Organization]
JSI Research & Training Institute, Inc. {Boston, MA- Non-Governmental Organization]
Larson Consulting [Golden, CO- Independent Consultant]
Las Vidas Mejoradas [Springfield, OR- Non-Governmental Organization]
Legacy Foundation [Ashland, OR- Non-Governmental Organization]
Magnastar Inc, [New York, NY- Private Industry]
Michigan Technological University [Houghton, MI- Academia]
Micro Enterprise Solar Harvest [Lakewood, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]
National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences [Research Triangle Park, NC- Government]
NSF International [Ann Arbor, MI- Other Organization Type]
Pamoja Inc [Chester, VT- Non-Governmental Organization]
Peace Corps [Washington, DC- Government]
Pennsylvania State University [State College, PA- Academia]
People for Guatemala [Naples, FL- Non-Governmental Organization]

Population Services International [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]
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Potential Energy [Berkeley, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

Project Gaia, Inc. [Gettysburg, PA- Independent Consultant]

Project Surya [La Jolla, CA- Academia]

Proyecto Mirador [Kentfield, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

Public-Private Alliance Foundation [Hastings on Hudson, NY- Non-Governmental Organization]
Rotary Club of Fresno [Fresno, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

RTI International [Research Triangle Park, NC- Non-Governmental Organization]

San Diego State University [San Diego, CA- Academia]

S8eaChar (AKA The Seattle Biochar Working Group) [Seattle, WA- Non-Governmental
Organization]

Sierra Club [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]
SilverCeramicSystems.com [Wellsville, NY- Other Organization Type]

Small World Carbon [Cheyenne, WY~ Carbon Project Developer]

Social Marketplace [San Francisco, CA- Other Organization Type]

Soil Control Lab [Watsonville, CA- Private Industry]

Solar Cookers International [Sacramento, CA- Non-Governmental Organization]

Solar Cookers World Network [Stockton, CA- Other Organization Type]

Solar Household Energy,Inc. (SHE) [Chevy Chase, MD- Non-Governmental Organization]
Stokes Consulting Group for Dometic AB [Gettysburg, PA- Independent Consultant]
StoveTeam International [Eugene, OR- Non-Governmental Organization]

StoveTec [Eugene, OR- Private Industry]

Sun Ovens International [Elburn, IL- Private Industry]

SunSmile [San Francisco, CA- Non-Governmental Organization}
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Sustainable Harvest International {Surry, ME- Non-Governmental Organization]
T R Miles, Technical Consultants Inc. [Portland, OR- Private Industry]
Tassajara Technologies [Emeryville, CA- Private Industry]
The Charcoal Project [Brooklyn, NY- Independent Consultant]
The International Collaborative for Science, Education, and the Environment, Inc. [Cambridge,
MA- Non-Governmental Organization]
The Modi Lab and Earth Institute, Columbia University [New York, NY- Academia]
The Paradigm Project, L3C [Monument, CO- Carbon Project Developer]
TIST [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]
Trees, Water & People [Fort Collins, CO- Non-Governmental Organization]
United Nations Development Programme [New York, NY- Multilateral]
United Nations Foundation [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]
United States Agency for International Development (USAID) [Washington, DC- Government]
United States Department of Health and Human Services, HRSA Center for Quality [Rockville,
MD- Government}
United States Department of State [Washington, DC- Government]
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) [Washington, DC- Government]
University of California, Berkeley - Renewable and Appropriate Energy Laboratory (RAEL)
[Berkeley, CA- Academia]
University of California, San Francisco {San Francisco, CA- Academia)
University of Chicago Global Health Initiative [Chicago, IL- Academia]
University of Cincinnati [Cincinnati, OH- Academia]

University of Colorado [Boulder, CO- Academia)
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University of Dayton - ETHOS Program [Dayton, OH- Academia]
University of Georgia [Athens, GA- Academia]
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign [Urbana, IL- Academia]
University of Mary Washington Honduras IAP Initiative [Fredericksburg, VA- Academia]
University of Washington [Seattle, WA- Academia]
Up Energy Group, Inc. [San Francisco, CA- Private Industry]
USCAM Corporation [Saint Cloud, MN- Private Industry]
Winrock International [Arlington, VA- Non-Governmental Organization]
Women's Commission for Refugee Women and Children [New York, NY- Non-Governmental
Organization]
World Bank {Washington, DC- Multilateral]
World Lung Foundation [New York, NY- Non-Governmental Organization]
World Wildlife Fund [Washington, DC- Non-Governmental Organization]

WorldStove [Gloucester, MA- Private Industry]
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you, Ms. Derby.

Mr.——

Mr. KREUTZER. Kreutzer.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Kreutzer. Dr. Kreutzer, you are recognized for 5
minutes.

STATEMENT OF DAVID W. KREUTZER

Mr. KREUTZER. My name is David Kreutzer. I am research fellow
in energy economics and climate change at the Heritage Founda-
tion. The views I express in this testimony are my own and should
not be construed as representing any official position of the Herit-
age Foundation.

Chairman Whitfield and Ranking Member Rush and other mem-
bers of the committee, I want to thank you for inviting me to ad-
dress you on the issue of EPA grants to foreign recipients.

Though there may well be legitimate concerns about the appro-
priateness of funding environmental activities abroad, especially
given our national debt and the fraction of our debt that is held
by one of the leading recipient countries, a greater concern is what
this tells us about our government’s vision for much more signifi-
cant obligations. That the EPA funds environmental programs in
foreign countries is a clear sign that these countries are unwilling
to fund these programs themselves. Though there are serious dis-
agreements about the impact of CO2 emissions, climate skeptics,
climate activists, the EPA, and others all agree the growth of CO2
emissions over the next century will come predominantly if not en-
tirely from the developing countries.

For example, in 2002, China’s CO2 emissions were 40 percent
less than those in the United States while this year they are at
least 50 percent greater. And this trend is likely to continue with
CO2 emissions coming from the developing world are growing
much faster than they will from the developed world.

Even accepting the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change’s high-end estimate of climate sensitivity—and that is a
measure of how much warming there will be for a doubling of car-
bon dioxide levels in the atmosphere—even accepting those num-
bers, it is acknowledged that cutting CO2 emissions in the U.S.
alone or even in conjunction with the Annex I countries—that is
the developed countries of the Kyoto Agreement—will moderate
any global warming by less than a half a degree by the end of this
century. Whenever this point was made in the debates over cap-
and-trade bills, for instance, the proponents of the legislation would
imply that the emerging economies would follow our lead. What
these proponents usually left out was that we would have to pay
them to follow our lead.

And why should they want to voluntarily? Last summer, there
was a headline that said half of India was without electricity that
was due to a blackout. The week before, they could have had a
headline that said %5 of India is without electricity because they
are always without electricity. All right? And so they are looking
at having phenomenal growth rates. They would like everybody to
have electricity. They would like them to have more than just elec-
tricity; they would like them to have refrigerators and dishwashers
and all the things that we have. It is going to take a phenomenal
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amount of money to bribe them to forego those things, that growth
that they would get by using energy.

The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change established
a $100 billion Green Climate Fund as sort of the first ante to help
transfer this wealth from the developed world to the developing
world to get them to comply with the carbon restrictions. What the
UN Framework Convention on Climate Change left out was the ac-
tual funding part of this fund, but I think we can get an idea by
simply looking at past legislation in the U.S. The Lieberman-War-
ner cap-and-trade bill had provisions for designating U.S. money to
go to foreign programs, as did the Waxman-Markey cap-and-trade
bill, as did the Kerry-Boxer cap-and-trade bill, as did the Kerry-
Lieberman cap-and-trade bill.

EPA funding of foreign environmental programs is a clear sign
that foreign countries are unwilling to fund these programs them-
selves. It should be noted that the cost of these programs is a small
fraction of the cost of those necessary for these countries to meet
carbon emission targets set out by proponents of global warming
policies. So this is yet another sign that any carbon legislation in
the U.S., whether it is a carbon tax or a cap-and-trade, is likely to
obligate U.S. energy consumers to bear not only the burden of our
own policies but the additional burden of paying foreign countries
for their compliance. There is new universal agreement that with-
out severe restrictions on the carbon emissions of the developing
countries, no policy in the developed world will have sufficient im-
pact for them to meet the targets that are being set out, ones that
I oppose, by the way.

Though unadvertised, this significant additional burden of pay-
ing for the developing world’s compliance is known to those in-
volved in climate negotiations and policymaking. The UN has es-
tablished a fund that will require developed countries to contribute
hundreds of billions of dollars. U.S. energy consumers may not
know about this obligation, but those negotiating supposedly on
their behalf do, that every major cap-and-trade bill in the U.S. in-
cluded mechanisms for contributing to this fund or ones like it
makes it clear that climate policymakers in the U.S. intend to ac-
quiesce to these demands for our wealth.

Taken in this context, the EPA grants may just be the camel’s
nose in the tent. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Kreutzer follows:]
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My name is David Kreutzer. | am Research Fellow in Energy Economics and Climate
Change at The Heritage Foundation. The views I express in this testimony are my own
and should not be construed as representing any official position of The Heritage

Foundation.

EPA and Foreign Grants

The Environmental Protection Agency’s of funding foreign grants is worrisome for
reasons beyond whether the grants are affordable or whether they exceed the mandates of
legislation. That the EPA has to pay other countries to fund their own environmental
programs indicates a limited willingness on the part of these countries to fund them
themselves. This hesitancy does not bode well for their willingness to bear the

considerably larger burdens of implementing climate policies.

The unwillingness to fund their own programs is not the only sign that we should not
expect developing countries to fall in line should the United States implement costly
global-warming legislation. Negotiations in Copenhagen, Cancun, and Rio de Janeiro
stumbled over the question of who was to contribute to the Green Climate Fund and how

large the fund was to be.

Futility of Carbon Legislation

Though the magnitude of carbon dioxide’s impact on global warming is, in fact, not
settled, even using the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s (IPCC) figures

shows that unilateral action on the part of the U.S. or even coordinated action of the
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Kyoto nations will not significantly moderate world temperature increases.! This is
because the growth of carbon dioxide emissions will come overwhelmingly from
developing nations for the next century and beyond. For example, China’s carbon
dioxide emissions are now 50 percent larger than those of the U.S. while they were 40

percent below U.S. emissions in 2002

Though China’s total carbon dioxide emissions are significantly larger than the U.S., the
per capita emissions are significantly smaller. Yet, to reach a worldwide emissions target
that might stabilize warming (according to IPCC climate sensitivities), the EPA assumed
that the developing world would implement policies that take them back to their 2000
level of emissions by mid century.® For many developing countries (including India) this
would limit per-capita emissions to five percent, or less, of current U.S, levels; and even
this low limit makes no accounting for likely population growth and or for economic

growth.

Can We Pay Them Enough?

Though many feel that it will not be enough to pay for the targeted carbon reductions,

international climate negotiators established the framework for a $100 billion annual

! Chip Knappenberger, “Climate Impacts of ‘Waxman-Markey (the IPCC-based arithmetic of no gain),”
Master Resource, May 6, 2009, http://www.masterresource.org/2009/05/part-i-a-climate-analysis-of-the-
waxman-markey-climate-bill%E2%80%94the-impacts-of-us-actions-alone/ (accessed September 9, 2012).
2.8, Energy Information Administration, “International Energy Statistics,”
http://www.eia.pov/cfapps/ipdbproject/iedindex3.cfm?tid=90&pid=44&aid=8 & cid=regions&syid=2002&e
yid=2010&unit=MMTCD (accessed September 9, 2012).

#U.8. Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Atmospheric Programs, “EPA Analysis of the
American Clean Energy and Security Act of 2009 HL.R. 2454 in the 111th Congress, Appendix,” June 23,
2009, p.70, http:/ebookbrowse.com/gdoc.php?id=277878071 &url=361a166c9¢a536d2a98¢02b7f0d4690
(accessed September 9, 2012).
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Green Climate Fund to be administered by the United Nations.* Most, if not all, of the
$100 billion will come from the developed nations and the U.S. will be expected to make
the largest contribution. This obligation was anticipated in most of the proposed climate

legislation in the U.S.

U.S. Climate Legislation Included Mechanism for Funding International Programs

The proposed cap-and-trade legislation of the previous two Congresses included
provisions for distributing revenue from allowance sales (essentially sales of permits to

emit carbon dioxide) to international adaptation funds.

The Lieberman-Warner Climate Security Act of 2008°

In Section 4101, the authors established 7 funds to receive the allowance revenue (money
paid for emissions permits), including Number 4, “The Climate Change and National
Security Fund.” Then, in Section 4804 of Subtitle H——International Climate Change
Adaptation and National Security Program—the authors stipulated that all of the
allowance revenue in The Climate Change and National Security Fund were to be used

for the international adaptation program in Subtitle H.

* United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, “The Cancun Agreements: Financial,
Technology and Capacity-Building Support,” http://cancun.unfece.int/financial-technology-and-capacity-

building-support/new-long-term-funding-arrangements/ (accessed September 9, 2012).
% 8. 3036, Licberman-Warner Climate Security Act of 2008, 110® Congress,

hitp://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/1 10/s3036/text (accessed September 9, 2012).
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American Clean Energy and Security Act of 2009 (also known as the Waxman-
Markey Bill)°

Part 2 of Subtitle E was “The International Climate Change Adaptation Program.”
Section 494 specifies that designated allowance revenue is to be distributed in the form of
bilateral assistance, distributed to multilateral funds or institutions, or some combination

of the two. The U.N.’s Green Climate Fund would fit into this category.

Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act (also known as the Kerry-Boxer Bill)’
Designated allowance distributions under Section 207—International Climate Change

Adaptation and Global Security.

The American Power Act (also known as the Kerry-Lieberman Bill)8
Section 5005, International Climate Change Adaptation and Global Security Program,
uses language nearly identical to that in Waxman-Markey to designate the distribution of

allowance revenue among international programs.

Conclusion
EPA funding of foreign environmental programs is a clear sign that the foreign countries
are unwilling to fund these programs themselves. It should be noted that the cost of these

programs is a small fraction of the cost of those necessary for these countries to meet

S HLR. 2454, American Clean Energy and Security Act of 2009, 111" Congress,
httpy//www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/1 1 1/hr2454/text (accessed September 9, 2012).
78, 1733, Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act, 11™ Congress,

http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/111/s1733/text (accessed September 9, 2012).
& The American Power Act, discussion draft, 111" Congress, 2™ Sess.,

hitp://www kerry.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/ APAbIlI3.pdf (accessed September 9, 2012)
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carbon emission targets set out by proponents of global-warming policies. So, this is yet
another sign that any carbon legislation in the U.S. is likely to obligate U.S. energy
consumers to bear not only the burden of our own policies, but the additional burden of
paying foreign countries for their compliance. There is near universal agreement that
without severe restrictions on the carbon emissions of the developing countries, no policy

in the developed world will have sufficient impact to meet meaningful targets.

Though unadvertised, the significant additional burden of paying for the developing-
world’s compliance is known to those involved in climate negotiations and policy
making. The UN. has established a fund that will require developed countries to
contribute hundreds of billions of dollars, U.S. energy consumers may not know about
this obligation, but those negotiating on their behalf do. That every major cap-and-trade
bill in the U.S. included mechanisms for contributing to this fund, or ones like it, makes
clear that climate-policy makers in the U.S. intend to acquiesce to these demands for our

wealth, Taken in this context, the EPA grants may be just the camel’s nose in the tent.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you very much, Dr. Kreutzer.

And thank all of you for your testimony. I will recognize myself
f0r115 minutes and then the other Members will ask questions as
well.

Mr. Simmons, in your testimony you talked about the Executive
Order that President Clinton and President Obama had in which
it basically was saying that agencies should not issue grants other
than as explicitly set out in the legislation of the statute. Can you
make an argument based on that Executive Order that EPA may
be violating that Executive Order with their 103 grants?

Mr. SiIMMONS. Well, I need to be clear on this. The Executive
Order is the regulatory philosophy, and there is obviously a dif-
ference between regulations and between grant-making. And my
argument is that grant-making and how they decide grant-making
ought to be analogous to how they should be following the regu-
latory philosophy. So I mean I think it definitely violates the spirit
of the Executive Order, but unfortunately, there has been a long-
standing

Mr. WHITFIELD. Well, there has been a long standing and I agree
with you that I think it does violate the spirit of it. And I don’t
really agree with EPA that it is very clear in the Section 103 stat-
ute that they have the authority to do these international grants.
But I think primarily they are relying on their NEPA authority
and I don’t know that that has ever been tested in the courts. Do
you know if it has?

Mr. SiMMONS. My understanding—well, yes, I don’t know. I
mean Section 103 says that EPA has the authority to “establish a
national research and development program for the prevention and
control of air pollution.” It says it is a national program. It
doesn’t

Mr. WHITFIELD. Right.

Mr. SIMMONS. By not explicitly limiting EPA’s

Mr. WHITFIELD. Right.

Mr. SIMMONS [continuing]. Authority:

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS [continuing]. Is why we are in the situation

Mr. WHITFIELD. And Ms. Derby, all of us have heard of Winrock
International and we know that you all do great work and that you
are here testifying you are not trying to hide anything. And on
your Web site it talks about and you have said in your testimony
you received grants from the Federal Government, and you list
agencies that you have received grants from. How much would you
say that you receive a year in grants from the Federal Government
for Winrock?

Ms. DERBY. I don’t have that number but I would estimate that
at least $60 million a year.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Sixteen million, OK.

Ms. DERBY. Sixty. Sixty.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Oh, 60 million.

Ms. DERBY. Yes, it fluctuates

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes.

Ms. DERBY [continuing]. From year——

Mr. WHITFIELD. Because I know you have foundations that sup-
port you and——
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Ms. DERBY. Um-hum.

Mr. WHITFIELD [continuing]. Even Federal agencies outside the
U.S. and so forth. But I am glad that you and Dr. Light are here
because, as I said in my opening statement, this is more symbolic
than anything else. We have a gigantic Federal debt and everyone
that comes up here to testify, they always say I agree that we need
to be more focused on reducing our debt, but anytime we ever come
up with even a minor way to do it, everyone says, oh, my God, we
can’t do that. And now, here we are talking about EPA. They have
a budget over $8 billion a year and we are talking about less than
1 percent of that on these 103 grants. And I mean I find it difficult
to believe in all the hearings that I have been a part of listening
to EPA testify up here, all of their programs, that they would be
damaged in any significant way or that the American people would
be damaged in any significant way by eliminating these grants. Ob-
viously, you don’t feel that way, Dr. Light, and I guess you don’t
feel that way either. Is that right, Ms. Derby?

Ms. DERBY. Yes. Can I respond?

Mr. WHITFIELD. Sure.

Ms. DERBY. Yes, so all of Winrock’s household energy technical
training work has been funded by EPA, and so if this legislation
should pass, then that possibility going forward would be elimi-
nated but not just for Winrock, for all of the improved cookstoves
sector. And because EPA is a leading, recognized expert in indoor
air quality, their involvement has been very important to the sec-
tor.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Let me just interject here. Mr. McKinley talked
about this and he talks about it every hearing, every time EPA
comes up here we talk about indoor air quality being worse than
outdoor air and they seldom, if ever, focus any attention on indoor
air, and yet, through these grants, they are concerned about indoor
air problems outside the U.S.

Ms. DERBY. Well, I can’t represent EPA but I know EPA does
work on indoor air quality in the United States.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Not much. Not much.

Ms. DERBY. I would have to defer to EPA on——

Mr. WHITFIELD. Does anybody else have any comment? My time
is expiring. Yes?

Mr. LigHT. Mr. Chairman, I think there is certainly a place for,
you know, putting forth some piece of legislation to make the sym-
bolic argument you are making. I think the consensus view that
Ms. Derby and I have and many of the people who work in this
area and my review of the scientific literature is that, unfortu-
nately, the impact would not be symbolic, that it effectively would
have a very big impact on our ability to fight

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes.

Mr. LIGHT [continuing]. Pollution that is harming Americans.
And it might sound like a very small amount of money from the
EPA budget, but as you say, the EPA budget is very large. And so
compared to what a lot of other countries come into efforts like
this, even a small amount of our budget actually goes quite a long
way, especially with respect to leveraging private finance, even in-
crease the pots of-

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes.
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Mr. LIGHT [continuing]. Money available for reducing these pol-
lutants.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you. Dr. Kreutzer?

Mr. KREUTZER. Yes. Again, I would like to take a somewhat big-
ger picture view. I don’t have any problem, I don’t think, with our
cookstove at our house because it is electric. And it is electric be-
cause we have economic growth and we have power plants I think
in Virginia—probably the majority is from coal. And while it is
noble and I think a good idea to improve the cookstoves that are
using gathered wood or dung or whatever the source may be, it is
ironic that at the same time that the EPA is funding this project,
they are working so hard to prevent the electrification or the use
of coal that can provide a much cleaner indoor environment by al-
lowing people—'5 as I mentioned in India don’t even have elec-
tricity; one of the cheapest sources of electricity for them will be
coal—but we have almost a jihad against coal here in the U.S.
spearheaded by the EPA. So I think it would be more consistent
if they were really worried about indoor air pollution to come up
with ways to help the developing world to get electricity that is af-
fordable and reliable.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yes, very good.

Mr. Rush, you are recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RusH. I agree with Dr. Light that this is more than just
symbolism. To spend this much time on a bill using these re-
sources, I hope that it is not just about symbolism. But Dr.
Kreutzer, you raise some interesting points. You know, you kind of
rattled me a little bit. He accused us of trying to bribe foreign gov-
ernments with these funds. How do you react to that? How do you
react to his whole statement?

Mr. LiGHT. Yes, sir. I would not agree with Mr. Kreutzer that
these are bribes that we are giving to other governments. I don’t
think that that is way the fundamental leveraging of finance works
out in these cases. Sort of the trajectory of his argument was that
this was the camel’s nose under the tent and what is down the
road is by 2020 this Green Climate Fund, which is supposed to
raise the bulk of the commitments for $100 billion, but the way
that Mr. Kreutzer characterized this in his testimony, there were
just many errors. He says, for example, that the U.S. is expected
to make the biggest contribution to international climate finance.
Well, while some people might expect that, that certainly isn’t how
this administration has characterized what they plan on contrib-
uting to funds like these.

He also suggested towards the end of his testimony that setting
up these big funds like this will require developed countries to con-
tribute hundreds of billions of dollars, and that is just simply not
the way they are set up. In fact, if you look at the Green Climate
Fund and many of the other climate funds around the world, in-
cluding the current ones that exist in World Bank and others, the
United States has always said public money cannot be used to fill
all these coffers. That is the consistent position of this administra-
tion. And the United States, in fact, held up the implementing doc-
ument for the Green Climate Fund before last year’s Climate Sum-
mit in Durbin because it did not sufficiently allow for private in-
vestment to be one of the key factors of how this one was going to
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move forward. In fact, the United States held up the document and
said we will not agree to signing onto this document moving for-
ward until there is a significant portal for private investment going
forward.

This is how the United States looks at this, and so I think to
characterize this as just a big public giveaway globally is just sim-
ply false. It is the case that because we are talking about countries
that have excruciating development needs that they are going to
need some assistance to leverage adequate amounts of money to
deal with these problems, and the good part is is that we all abso-
lutely benefit from this. And I think the numbers are absolutely
clear.

Mr. KREUTZER. Can I chime in since you are talking about my
testimony?

Mr. RusH. Mr. Chairman, I have the time.

Ms. Derby, I am very, very excited about your program and what
you do and what Winrock does across the world, and when you
talked about the cookstoves, I recall a time when I was in Chiapas,
Mexico, and we walked into this little hut and the smoke, we could
not really understand how they could stay in this one-room hut
with this cookstove, and it was just so much smoke. The smoke was
so thick and here you had babies and little children, you know, in
and out of that place. So I mean that picture is driven in my mind.
So can you tell me a little bit about or can you describe the breadth
of support for your work? How many other international organiza-
tions support this kind of work? The chairman indicated that you
had foundations supporting this kind of work. How much of an
international initiative does the matter of cookstoves engender
around the world, how much support around the world?

Ms. DERBY. Well, there are numerous improved cookstove-related
programs around the world. Many are funded by U.S. government
agencies. When the Global Alliance for Clean Cookstoves was
launched, there was a $53 million commitment by the U.S. Govern-
ment. About half of that was committed by CDC and NIH for
health studies and the rest was committed between the Depart-
ment of Energy, Department of State, USAID and EPA. The World
Bank also works on improved cookstove-related and household en-
ergy work, as do smaller foundations fund this kind of work. At
Winrock, our primary work with improved cookstoves and house-
hold energy in general has been through USAID and EPA funding.

Mr. RusH. So if in fact this bill were to become law, then it
would have a cascading effect or reverberation on these other pro-
grams and these other initiatives around the world. Is that correct?

Ms. DERBY. I believe so because EPA has been a pioneering lead-
er in the sector and has been able to leverage the involvement of
other U.S. Government and international agencies. And so to have
EPA suddenly pull out from the sector would be a tremendous blow
to the sector.

Mr. RusH. What would it do to our foreign image, I mean our
image around the world as it relates to being a leader in terms of
environmental—

Ms. DERBY. Well, the U.S. is definitely, thanks to EPA, currently
recognized as a leader in household energy and indoor pollution
and cookstoves work. Right now, the EPA is funding technical
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trainings around the world to help people learn to make better
cookstoves and make sure that they work right. You can’t tell by
looking at a cookstove if it works right; you have to test it. So all
of this training that we are doing increases U.S. visibility and
goodwill abroad by us helping these producers to make their stoves
better and thereby improve health and livelihood for families.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Gentleman’s time is expired.

At this time, I would like to recognize the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, Mr. Griffith.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Dr. Kreutzer, nice to see you and welcome you here. You, a cou-
ple times, wanted to make some comments in the last couple of
minutes and I am going to give you that opportunity.

Mr. KREUTZER. Well, thank you.

First, and I will talk about the most recent topic which is these
cookstoves and I think it is a noble initiative. The trouble is the
EPA seems to want to create a world that is ideal for subsistence
farmers. As we want to help them with the technologies that they
had when they were poor, we do not want to help promote tech-
nologies and energy sources that are going to allow them to become
rich. And I think that is misguided. As a great a problem as I think
the one you have now is, ignoring the second half is even worse,
in greater magnitude.

Dr. Light accused me of making some misrepresentations regard-
ing these global funds. He said the administration does not want
public funds to go to them. The administration supported the Wax-
man-Markey bill, the Kerry-Boxer bill, the Kerry-Lieberman bill,
all of which had provisions for sending funds to these foreign pro-
grams. They were not actually tax dollars because they used the
disingenuous plan of calling something “allowances.” That is en-
ergy producers would have to buy allowances. That would generate
funds and it is those funds that are going overseas.

That is exactly—and if you talk to all the economists, they
agree—it works very much like a CO2 tax and we can call those
allowances CO2 tax or revenues. Every person I know that did
modeling on both sides of the aisle of the cap-and-trade bills re-
garded those as carbon taxes. Maybe officially they weren’t but
sending money from energy consumers in the U.S. to foreign coun-
tries to try to get them to do something they clearly don’t want to
do because it is going to be very costly in terms of limiting their
growth I think is a bad idea and I think it was hidden in these ne-
gotiations. I don’t think they advertised the fact that there was
going to be a big amount of money transferred.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Simmons, if I might, and it is one of those
things that sometimes happens. I think I misheard your testimony
so I want to make sure that it is clear because then when I went
back to read it because I thought it was a really good point, I read
it differently than I heard it. So let me make sure I get it clear.
In your testimony you stated that in regard to the Mercury and
Toxic Standards Rule that the EPA Web site indicates that it costs
$10 billion a year and then what I thought I heard you say was
was that the EPA said that it had a value of $6 billion. But I no-
ticed in your written testimony that it is an “M.” I am assuming
your written testimony so it is a $6 million benefit. I am assuming
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your written testimony is correct and that I just wasn’t paying
enough attention.

Mr. SIMMONS. I could have easily misspoken. In EPA’s regulatory
impact analysis, the cost of the Mercury and Air Toxics Standard
is $10 billion a year. The benefits for reducing mercury are be-
tween 500,000 and $6 million with an “M.”

Mr. GRIFFITH. And so that does leave a huge amount of money
that could be used for other projects. And I see this all the time
where it appears that the EPA is either making others spend a lot
of money or they are spending money and yet we could take that
money and use it for something that really matters like the cook-
stoves and do things in this country. And then I also liked your
point in regard to the economic situations because my district is
being hit very hard by what I believe Dr. Kreutzer—I always called
it the War on Coal—used. What was it? Armageddon on Coal?
What was the term you used?

Mr. KREUTZER. I didn’t mean to bring in a religious compo-
nent

Mr. GRIFFITH. Let me go back to my War on Coal.

Mr. KREUTZER. War is fine.

Mr. GRIFFITH. But, you know, we are on the frontlines of that.
We lost another 620 jobs just last week that are idled. Hopefully,
they will come back in the not-too-distant future. But prior to that,
we have had over 1,000 people in the region that have been laid
off from various mines, and, you know, it is interesting because we
are talking about the cookstoves in Third World countries but I en-
vision in a cold winter—and we did not have a cold winter this last
winter—a lot of folks in my district are going to have to live in one
room even if that have a multi-room house with some type of a
small little heater, probably either electric or kerosene because
they can’t afford to heat the whole house to a level that is com-
fortable, and even in that small room they are going to have to be
bundled up. And does that not have greater effect, Mr. Simmons,
on the health of those individuals than the value of the MATS com-
pared with the $10 billion a year?

Mr. SIMMONS. It has a large impact. I mean there is a great dis-
crepancy between the health outcomes of the poor versus the rich
and it has everything to do with which rich people and rich coun-
tries can afford more environmental amenities than poor people in
poor countries. And so the point is the richer we are as people, the
richer we are as a country, the safer we are and the better our en-
vironment is.

Mr. GRIFFITH. And Mr. Chairman, I see my time is up and I yield
back.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thanks very much, Mr. Griffith.

And I want to thank all four of you for taking time to come up
today and talking about this legislation and the impact that it
would have from your perspective. We appreciate your time once
again. And we are going to keep this record open for at least 10
days if you have any additional material that anyone would like to
put in, the record will be open.

And Mr. Rush, do you have anything else?

Mr. RusH. No, nothing else.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Sorry we are not going to have a hearing tomor-
row.

But anyway, thank you all very much and we look forward to
working with you as we decide whether to move forward or not.
Thank you very much.

Hearing is concluded.

[Whereupon, at 1:05 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]

[Material submitted for inclusion in the record follows:]
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Introduction

Chairman Whitfield, Ranking Member Rush, and distinguished Members of the
Committee, I am most grateful for the opportunity to provide comments on behalf of taxpayers in
regard to HLR. 4255, the Accountability in Grants Act of 2012. My name is Nan Swift and I am
Federal Affairs Manager for National Taxpayers Union (NTU), a non-partisan citizen group
founded in 1969 to work for lower taxes and more efficient, accountable government. NTU is
America’s oldest non-profit grassroots taxpayer organization, with 362,000 members nationwide.
More about our fiscal policy work with regard to foreign grants is available at www.ntu.org.

The following comments offer NTU’s strong support for the Accountability in Grants
Act. By amending the Clean Air Act to remove the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s)
authority to award money for activities that take place outside of the United States, H.R. 4255
helps to encourage better prioritization of taxpayer resources at home and abroad. With the
national debt soaring to over $16 trillion and counting, it is imperative that we take a close look
at how all programs function and seek out ways to cut nonessential spending.

Since the introduction of H.R. 4255 this spring, the national debt has continued to grow
unabated, up some $400 billion just since April. Not a limitless public slush fund, this number
represents real dollars on bills that will come due. While the interest payments alone sap growth
from the economy, one huge bill that looms on the horizon is the nearly $5 trillion owed to the
Social Security’s so-called Trust Fund as well as federal pension systems — entitlements that are
already facing large shortfalls in the near future.

The severity of this threat, essentially a tax on future prosperity, must not be
underestimated. The Congressional Budget Office’s August 2012 budget and economic forecast
demonstrated that pending tax hikes would further slow the economic recovery and increase
unemployment, making serious spending cuts the most effective step toward not just a balanced
budget and paying off our national debt, but toward increased jobs and real growth.

Questionable Priorities

Learning to live within our means requires close scrutiny of all the spending on the table,
and while some decisions to cut will be harder than others, there is “low-hanging fruit” on the
budgetary menu that can serve as a starting point. Some clear examples are the taxpayer funds
that are funneled directly to projects outside the U.S., oftentimes directly to foreign governments
and other entities. Given the millions of taxpayers struggling to make ends meet, it is all the
more difficult to justify spending scarce dollars on programs of questionable benefit to
Americans, especially as some in Congress pursue tax hikes that would make matters worse for
our economy.

Over the past ten years, the EPA has spent almost $100 million on grants to foreign
countries. This is admittedly a small part of the billions given in grants each year by the agency,
but reexamining this approach is nonetheless an important first step toward reining in unfocused
and out-of-control spending in Washington.
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Many grants have gone directly to foreign governments that should be expected to fund
their own operations, such as $718,000 to the China State Environmental Protection
Administration to “assist China to meet the requirements of both the Stockholm and Long Range
Transport of Air Pollutants Convention.” Millions more taxpayer dollars have gone to other
projects in China as well through the EPA grants program. It should be noted that China holds
$1.1 trillion of the U.S. national debt. While it is difficult to make the case for giving taxpayer-
funded grants to other countries that have their own resources for such ventures, it seems doubly
difficult to justify grants to countries that buy our debt. But China is not alone in this regard:
Japan, Brazil, the United Kingdom, and Russia all own U.S, debt and have also received grants.

To be clear, NTU does not play the game of foreign nation-bashing. My organization has
strongly advocated on behalf of ratifying pacts such as the Free Trade Agreements with
Colombia, Panama, and South Korea. We have also strenuously opposed gratuitous and
counterproductive measures such as S. 1619, the Currency Exchange Rate Oversight Reform
Act. Nor is foreign direct investment in the United States an activity to be feared.

Rather, current historically high foreign ownership ratios of U.S. debt, combined with
grant activities to creditor countries, can constitute a warning signal that fiscal policy is losing its
moorings due to over-borrowing. It can demonstrate a lack of prioritization among spending
programs that should be corrected.

Another $397,000 was awarded to the Ministry of Environment of the Kingdom of
Jordan to support participation in “good governance capacity-building cooperation including
training on inspections, criminal enforcement and judicial awareness raising.” Though Jordan
lacks some of the natural resources its Arab peninsula neighbors enjoy, it is consistently
considered to have a high standard of living, and is regarded as an “upper-middle income”
country by the World Bank. Unlike the U.S., since 1999 its economy has continued to not only
grow, but boom, and it even managed to escape much of the economic crisis of the past several
years. Given those economie conditions, the almost $400,000 in taxpayer funds bestowed on that
state by our generous EPA, roughly eight times our median household income, equate to dollars
that could have been put to work in the private sector here at home.

Questionable Purposes

Other recipients include the United Nations, an organization to which American
taxpayers are already the primary donor, and even Interpol, which received $150,000 in support
of a climate change project to “ensure that markets operate properly, and that fraud is detected
promptly with regard to carbon trading.” This line item is particularly wasteful in that one of the
many reasons the United States has not enacted a national carbon trading system is because of
the severe fraud to which such plans are susceptible. One can only hope that a cautionary tale
against U.S. involvement in these cap-and-trade schemes can be salvaged from the largesse our
taxpayers were forced to provide.

Still other undertakings seem far more appropriate for private-sector investment, among
them methane recovery and commercialization projects in many countries such as Ukraine,
Philippines, Mexico, and again Brazil and China. Ostensibly, the Global Methane Initiative is
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designed to help countries capture the methane that activities such as farming, coal mining, and
landfills produce as a waste or by-product. The intention is to convert the gas into usable energy
for sale or reuse in a marketable fashion, thereby preventing the escape of greenhouse emissions
and generating profits.

Of course, it is the potential profitability of just such projects that ought to make the use
of taxpayer funds both unnecessary and improper. In areas where it is deemed commercially
viable to do so, it is the role of the private sector to undertake the methane recovery; where it is
not feasible for the private sector to make the necessary investments, taxpayers are merely
supporting one more mini-Solyndra after another. In addition, the cheap funding available
through EPA grants is potentially distorting the “methane to market” equilibrium, thereby
creating barriers to the private investments that should be fueling the initiative.

While seeking to improve environmental conditions around the world is a worthy goal,
the best way to pursue it while safeguarding taxpayers is to reduce impediments to free and open
trade. By improving the economiic situation of allies overseas, we will simultaneously improve
their ability to enact environmental protections with their own resources. An October 2011
article by the Heritage Foundation pointed to a direct correlation between stronger economies
and better care of the environment. Using the 2012 Index of Economic Freedom and information
from the World Bank, International Food Policy Research Institute, and Yale University, the
Heritage Foundation determined that the top one-quarter of world economies also scored an
average of 70.6 on the Environmental Performance Index. This is far above the scores of the
worse-off economies.

Conclusion

Ultimately, Congress needs to cut trillions, not just millions, in wasteful spending to put
our nation’s finances on the path to sustainability. Two steps that can begin this journey are to
increase accountability at every level of government, and ensure that agencies are better stewards
of taxpayer funds. H.R. 4255 can serve both of these ends admirably.

I appreciate the attention and consideration you have given to these views, and look

forward to cooperating on solutions with you and your staff in the near future. Please feel free to
contact me with any questions.

108 North Alfred Street % Alexandtia, Virginia 22314 % Phone: (703) 683-5700 % Fax: (703) 683-5722 % Web: www.ntu.org
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Thomas A. Schatz
President

April 9,2012

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative,

Rep. Ed Whitfield (R-Ky.) recently introduced H.R. 4255, the Accountability in Grants
Act. On behalf of the more than one million members and supporters of the Council for Citizens
Against Government Waste (CCAGW), [ urge you to support this legislation.

In addition to the many questionable grants that the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) doles out domestically, a great deal of taxpayer money is given to U.S. entities to carry
out programs internationally. For example, the EPA has sent $150,000 to Kenya for clean
cooking technology, $141,450 to China to “quantify the environmental impacts from different
biogas digesters used to treat swine manures,” and $180,000 to teach Polish municipalities about
landfill gas.

The pace of the EPA’s foreign grant program has intensified in recent years. Republicans
on the House Energy and Commerce Committee estimate that over the last decade, the agency’s
foreign grant programs have cost taxpayers more than $99 million, including $27 million in the
last 3 years. The Accountability in Grants Act would prohibit the administrator of the EPA from
awarding any grant, contract, cooperative agreement, or other financial assistance to any foreign
projects or activities.

At a time when the national debt has soared to $15.6 trillion, the federal government
simply cannot justify spending millions of dollars on these international projects. It is time for
Congress to tighten its belt and begin getting the nation’s fiscal house in order. I strongly urge
you to support the Accountability in Grants Act. All votes on H.R. 4255 will be among those
considered in CCAGW’s 2012 Congressional Ratings.

Sincerely,

T hrnaa Schot.

1301 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1075

Washington, D.C. 20004
202-467-5300
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The Honorable Ed Whitfield

Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Committee on Energy and Commerce

US House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your October 1, 2012 letter to the Environmental Protection Agency Assistant
Administrator Craig Hooks, Office of Administration and Resources Management, regarding the
response to questions following the September 11, 2012 hearing focusing on H.R, 4255, the
“Accountability in Grants Act of 2012.”

Enclosed are the responses to the questions following this hearing. Again, thank you for your letter, If
you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call Christina J. Moody in my office at

(202) 564-0260,
Sincerely, a%

Laura Vaught
Deputy Associate Administrator
for Congressional Affairs

Enclosure

Ce: The Honorable Bobby L. Rush
Ranking Member

Intemet Address (URL) # http:/fwww.epa.gov
Reoycled/Rocyciablo + Piinlod with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on Recycied Papar (h 25%F




165

Committee on Energy and Commerce
Subcommitiee on Energy and Power
Questions for the Record
Hearing on H.R. 4255: “The Accountability in Grants Act of 2012”

Congressman Whitfield:

1. Please provide a list of all offices within EPA that distribute grants for activities to
occur, in whole or in part, outside of the United States.

Response:
The following EPA offices and regions distribute international grants, defined as grants
designated as international based on search criteria agreed to with the Committee:

Office of the Administrator;

Office of Air and Radiation;

Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention;
Office of Enfofcement & Assurance Compliance;
Office of International and Tribal Affairs;

Office of Research and Development;

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response;
Office of Water;

Region 3;

Region 5;

Region 6;

Region 9; and

Region 10.

2. How does EPA measure whether a proposed grant to a foreign recipient, or to a U.S,
recipient for activities that may occur outside the U.S,, is a good way to invest U.S.
taxpayers’ money?

Response:

EPA Order 5700.7 , “Environmental Results under EPA Assistance Agreements”, establishes
comprehensive procedures designed to ensure that proposed grants, including proposed
international grants, achieve environmental benefits for the taxpayers. This includes requiring
EPA program offices to link proposed grants to the Agency’s Strategic Plan, and to negotiate
grant workplans with well-defined outputs and, where practicable, well-defined outcomes.

Additionally, many of the EPA’s international grants are awarded through a competitive process

governed by the agency’s Policy for Competition of Assistance Agreements. By requiring a fair
and impartial competitive process based on published evaluation factors, the Competition Policy

ensutes that proposals selected for funding under international grant solicitations involve high
quality, metitorious projects.
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Further, under EPA Order 4540.1, “Clearance of Foreign Grant and Contract Awards”™, the
Office of International and Tribal Affairs must consent to all proposed international assistance
agreements, whether competitive or non-competitive. Under this process, OITA reviews all
proposed international assistance agreements based on the following criteria:

- The project’s benefits to any existing or proposed formal or informal
intergovernmental arrangement;

- The coordination and alignment with the EPA’s overall relationship with the foreign
government, international organization, or non-governmental international
organization;

- The alignment of the proposed activity with the EPA’s goals in advancing public
health and environmental improvement; and

- The extent to which the proposed activity complements rather than duplicates other
EPA or U.S. government international programs or initiatives.

If OITA finds that a proposal meets the above criteria, OITA consents to the proposal and
submits it to the State Department for their review, If the State Department disapproves the
proposal, the EPA will not fund the proposal.

a. Are there specific statutory requirements laying out what a recipient of such a grant
must accomplish with the grant money? Non-statutory requirements?

Response:

The EPA’s statutory grant authorities describe the general types\f activities that can legally be
performed under an award. For example, Section 103(a)(3) of the Clean Air Act authorizes the
EPA to award grants for research, investigations, expetiments, demonstrations, surveys and
studies relating to the causes, effects (including health and welfare effects), extent, prevention,
and control of air pollution. The EPA’s grant regulations prescribe allowable cost rules and also
require recipients to submit progress reports showing how they are meeting grant performance
goals. As noted above, in accordance with EPA Order 5700.7, the workplan for an EPA grant
must specify the tasks the recipient will perform to achieve anticipated environmental results.

b. Does EPA apply those requirements to all such grants?

Response:
Yes, the EPA applies these requirements to all international awards.

¢. Who examines whether such grant i'ecipients have demonstrated that they satisfy all
requirements?

Response:

The EPA progtam office initiating the grant is responsible for determining whether an
international grant recipient has met all the programmatic requirements of an award. For
competitive grants, this typically includes using a review panel to assess how the competing

2
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applicants addressed the evaluation factors in the solicitation. The EPA Grants Management
Office awarding the grant is responsible for ensuring recipient compliance with administrative
grant requirements,

3. For Grant Numbers 83299401 and 83505801, which were the two grants to the China
Coal Information Institute, please provide a detailed description of each of these two grants
and the benefit fo U.S. taxpayers.

Response: .
Both of these cooperative agreements are focused on reducing methane emissions from coal
mining in China, the world’s leading emitter of methane from this sector. These projects directly
support the goals of the Global Methane Initiative, formerly known as the Methane to Markets
Partnership, which was established by the U.S. and thirteen other countries in 2004 to advance
near-term methane reductions from four key sectors, including coal mining.

Methane is a potent greenhouse gas that is well-mixed in the atmosphere, thus methane emission
reductions anywhere have equal impact on global concentrations. Methane is released directly
from coal seams as a result of mining activities, In addition to reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, projects that encourage the recovery and use of “coal mine methane” (CMM) provide
an important benefit in terms of energy resoutce conservation. In addition, CMM projects
directly improve worker safety because they reduce in-mine concentrations of methane in
underground mines, where methane is a deadly explosive hazard.

Both of these cooperative agreements were awarded to the China Coal Information Institute,
which houses the China Coalbed Methane Clearinghouse, to help develop China’s capacity to
reduce coal mine methane emissions. Created jointly by the China Coal Mine Safety Supervision
Administration and the U.S. Erivironmental Protection Agency in 1994 to promote recovery of
CMM and coalbed methane (CBM) in China, the clearinghouse has become a focal organization
for U.S. companies interested in investing or working on CMM and CBM utilization projects in
China. The deliverables from these two cooperative agreements (e.g., data, tools, and resources)
are available to U.S. companies interested in entering the Chinese market.

Support for the clearinghouse and CCI has enabled significant achievements that have directly
benefited U.S. companies. For example, CCII and the clearinghouse were integrally involved in
coordinating within the Chinese government and supporting the development and
implementation of the Jincheng Sihe Coal Mine CMM Generation Project, located within the
Sihe Coal Mine in Shanxi Province. This 120 megawatt project, the largest of its kind in the
world, utitizes CMM that would otherwise be vented to the atmosphere for grid-connected
power, and offsets methane emissions equivalent to 2 million metric tons of carbon dioxide
annually, This project represents the cooperation and collaboration among various Global
Methane Initiative Project Network Members and governments, including the U.S. Trade and
Development Agency, the World Bank, and the Asian Development Bank. Caterpillat, a leading
U.8. engine manufacturer, successfully bid for and provided 60 two-megawatt engines that were
used in this project, . .
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Grant XA-83299401: “Coal Mine Methane to Markets Partnership in China”
Awarded to the China Coal Information Institute ($375,000)
Period of performance: (5/1/2006 — 9/30/2010)

This cooperative agreement was awarded to the China Coal Information Institute in May 2006 to
promote the goals and activities of the Methane to Markets Partnership in China. The overall
goals of the cooperative agreement were to advance the development and implementation of
projects to recover and use methane that would otherwise be emitted from coal mining activities
in China,

Specific activities conducted under this cooperative agreement included the following:

¢ Conducting site investigations of major gassy coal mines and collecting, analyzing and
summatizing relevant data;
Establishing a database of CMM projects in China;
Preparing pre-feasibility studies for candidate coal mines to evaluate potential CMM
projects;

» Furthering partnerships between Chinese and U.S. companies to promote opportunities
for CMM project development and economic cooperation;

& Publishing newsletters and designing a website;

¢ Organizing international workshops and symposiums to provide chances for coal
enterprises, experts, and U.S, companies to cooperate and conduct technical exchanges;

¢ Organizing training programs and study tours;

* Participating in international conferences; and

* Providing assistance to U.8. trade delegations interested in doing business in China.

Under this cooperative agreement, CCII accomplished the following:
» Completed ten coal mine methane pre-feasibility study reports and industry opportunity
research reporis; ‘ '
Held four technology workshops and six international symposiums;
Hosted four large international conferences and expos;
Organized over 30 delegates to participate in international conferences, training and study
tours in the U.S;
¢ Provided key technical information for over 100 foreign and domestic enterprises and
organizations; :
s Established a CMM/CBM Development and Utilization datdbase, which provided
important information and data o the international coal industry; and
* Promoted the development of the CBM / CMM industry and CMM drainage and
utilization in China,

U.8. companies directly benefited from the activities supported by this cooperative agreement.
For example, the conferences organized by the CCII were well-attended by U.S. consultants,
technology vendors, and project developers who were actively seeking entry into the Chinese
market. Similarly, the training programs and study tours were conducted in the United States
and hosted by U.S. companies (consultants, project developers, and CMM/CBM drilling
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companies and technology vendors), providing a market opportunity to showcase their technical
capabilities.

Grant XA-83505801: Further Promotion of the Methane to Markets Parinership (M2M) in the
Coal Sector of China

Awarded to the China Coal Information Institute ($140,000)
Period of performance: 8/1/2011-7/31/2013

This cooperative agreement was awarded to CCIL in August 2011 and is still underway. It
focuses on the study of the ¢ characteristics and applicable technologies to mmgate ventilation
air methane (VAM), the vety dilute methane that is emitted from underground mine
ventilation shafts. While the methane concentration of VAM is low, the total methane
emitted is massive. VAM accounts for roughly 70% of all methane emitted from Chinese
coal mines, and in turn China is responsible for roughly 45% of total global VAM emissions.
1t is possible, but technically challenging, to destroy or even recover and use the energy from
the methane in VAM. '

Through this cooperative agreement, CCIH will evaluate the applicability of VAM utilization
technologies at Chinese coal mines, and will develop detailed pre-feasibility studies to
examine the economic and technical feasibility of developing a VAM mitigation project at up
to six coal mines. The results of the research and pre-feasibility studies conducted through
this cooperative agreement will be disseminated to coal mines throughout China and to the
general public. The information will be available online and will be particularly useful for
U.S. project developers and consulting firms interested in the Chinese CMM and VAM
market.

Globally, there are a limited number of technology vendors that have demonstrated
technologies applicable for either VAM abatement or recovery and use of VAM as a source
of energy. Several of the leading technology vendors are U.S.-based companies or have
significant U.S, operations, including MEGTEC Systems and Diirr, which would
substantially benefit from the results of the analyses conducted through this cooperative
agreement. MEGTEC Systems, in particular, has already invested in several projects in the
Chinese VAM project market. Typical capital costs for a VAM mitigation project can be
several million dollars.

Congressman Waxman:

1. During the hearing, Rep. McKinley and Rep. Terry asked you to describe how EPA
ensures that grantees are spending funds wisely and monitor the grantees’ progress. Can
you explain the procedures EPA has in place to track how grantees spend EPA funds and
what they achieve with those funds? ‘

Response:
The EPA manages all of its grants, including international grants, under a comprehensive,
unified system of internal controls.-
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At the pre-award stage for an international project, project officers and grants specialists
carefully review the proposed scope of work, budget, and statutory authority for compliance with
agency requirements. They include all standard grant conditions in the final agreement, except
for conditions that would conflict with international law or policy.

Once the EPA makes an international grant award, it carefully monitors the grant. This includes
administrative and programmatic post-award monitoring, unliquidated obligation reviews, and
ensuring that the recipient submits required progress repoits.

If monitoring demonstrates non-compliance by an international grant recipient, the EPA takes
appropriate corrective action, consistent with government-wide grant regulations, designed to
protect the government’s interests. Upon successful completion of the award, including
submission of an acceptable final technical report documenting the resulis of the project, the
agency closes out the project in a timely manner.
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FRED UPTON, MICHIGAN HENRY A. WAXMAN, CALIFORNIA
CHAIRMAN RANKING MEMBER

ONE HUNDRED TWELFTH CONGRESS

Congress of the United States

fbouse of Repregentatives

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE
2125 Ravsurn House Orrice Buioing
WasningTon, DC 205156115

Majority (202} 2262927
Minority {202} 225-3641

October 1, 2012

Andrew Light, Ph.D.

Senior Fellow

Center for American Progress
1333 H Street, N.W., 10th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Dr. Light:

Thank you for appearing before the Subcommittee on Energy and Power on Tuesday,
September 11, 2012, to testify at the hearing focusing on H.R. 4255, the “Accountability in Grants Act
of 20127

Pursuant to the Rules of the Committee on Energy and Commerce, the hearing record remains
open for 10 business days to permit Members to submit additional questions to witnesses, which are
attached. The format of your responses to these questions should be as follows: (1) the name of the
Member whose question you are addressing, (2) the complete text of the question you are addressing in
bold, and then (3) your answer to that question in plain text.

To facilitate the printing of the hearing record, please email your responses, in Word or PDF
format, to Allison.Busbee@mail.house.gov by the close of business on Tuesday, October 16, 2012.

Thank you again for your time and effort preparing and delivering testimony before the
Subcommittee.

Sincerely,
Ed Whitfield
Chairman

Subcommittee on Energy and Power
cc: Bobby L. Rush Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Energy and Power

Attachment
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The Honorable Henry A. Waxman

1. During the hearing, one of the other witnesses stated that EPA’s mercury and air toxics rule
will cost the U.S. economy billions of dollars. Can you respond to that statement?
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Question: During the hearing, one of the other witnesses stated that EPA’s mercury and air
toxics rule will cost the U.S. economy billions of dollars. Can you respond to that statement?

Andrew Light Response: In Daniel Simmons’ testimony, he stated that "According to EPA,
MATS will cost $10 billion a year. But the value of reducing the mercury—EPA’s stated reason
for promulgating the rule—is a mere $500,000 to $6 million. In other words, EPA’s MATS rule
alone will result in a loss of nearly $10 billion a year."

What you have to keep in mind though is that Simmons analysis is true only if you consider a
very narrow conception of economic impact of mercury regulation, indeed not the one that the
EPA considers to be the most accurate. While he is certainly correct that it is cheaper to send
mercury into the air than it is to clean it up, this does not factor in the health costs incurred from
exposure to mercury which make this rule pass any test one would want to propose on cost
effectiveness.

In fact, according to the EPA the value of the air quality improvements for human health alone
on MATS “totals $37 billion to $90 billion each year.” This also includes “540,000 missed work
or ‘sick’ days will be avoided each year, enhancing productivity and lowering health care costs."
Further, according to EPA, “for every dollar spent to reduce pollution, Americans get $3- 9 in
health benefits in return." Even if one did not want to take into account these calculable health
impacts, EPA also estimates that the Mercury and Air Toxics Rule will have a “positive net
impact on overall employment” by creating 49,500 direct jobs by 2015.}

' http://www.epa.gov/mats/pdfs/20111221MA TSimpactsfs.pdf
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Winrock Internationat

-
2121 Crystal Drive, Suite 500 W'[ WINROCK
Adlington, VA 22202, USA INTERNATIONAL
Phone; 703.302.6500 Putting ideas to Work
Fax: 703.302.6512

information@winrock.org
www.winrock.org

October 13, 2012

The Honorable Ed Whitfield

Chairman, Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Committee on Energy and Commerce

U.S. House of Representatives

2125 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Whitfield:

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before the Subcommittee on Energy and Power on Tuesday,
September 11, 2012, to testify at the hearing focusing on H.R. 4255, the "Accountability in Grants Act of
2012" and for the opportunity to respond to the Member question posed below by the Honorable Henry
A. Waxman.

(1) Member: The Honorable Henry A. Waxman

(2) Question: During the hearing, Rep. McKinley and Rep. Terry asked questions about how
EPA ensures that grantees are spending funds wisely and monitors the grantees' progress. As
an EPA grantee, can you explain how EPA monitored your project's progress and ensured that
Winrock was achieving the grant's objectives?

(3) Winrock’s response: Over the course of Winrock’s cooperative agreements with EPA, Winrock has
kept EPA continuously informed on grant progress and achievements. Under the terms and conditions of
our cooperative agreements, Winrock submits quarterly technical and financial progress reports to EPA,
including such components as: work status, progress and preliminary results; funds expenditures; any
difficulties encountered and proposed solutions; and planned activities for the next reporting period and
beyond. Winrock also sends monthly financial invoices, and schedules quarterly meetings to review
progress and plan next steps. In addition, we often hold monthly, biweekly and sometimes even weekly
phone calls to review progress. Winrock and EPA jointly decide the best course of action in
implementation of EPA grant funding.

Winrock also tracks indicators of achievement for grant activities. Some of these tracked under the EPA
Partnership for Clean Indoor Air-related cooperative agreements include:

> Visitor traffic to the Winrock-developed and managed PCIA website (www.pciaonline.org):
approximately 50,000 people per year worldwide;

» Number of technical thematic quarterly Bulletins published on topics related to household energy
and indoor air pollution, and number of direct recipients: 30 published (available at
www.pciaonline.org/bulletin), distribution list of 2,400 direct recipients; and

» Number of technical training workshops that Winrock organized or supported and participants
trained: (27 workshops and Forums, and over 1,000 participants).

Empowering the disadvantaged, increasing economic opportunity, and sustaining natural resources.
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We also measured success in both the growth of the Partnership and the results of our Partners. Since
Winrock undertook Partnership coordination and outreach, including Partner recruiting, the Partnership
grew from under 50 household energy and health organizations to 590. Cumulatively over the six years of
monitoring, PCIA Partners reported manufacturing and distributing more than 9.3 million improved
stoves, benefiting approximately 52 million people.

Under Winrock’s current cooperative agreement with EPA, begun in 2012, indicators we track include:

» Number of participants and organizations trained in Winrock-organized technical workshops and
study tours;

> Percent of participants who report integrating workshop-based learning into program activity at 6
month follow-up;

> Number of organizations that report newly evaluating their stove performance with globally
recognized testing protocols, or improving the frequency or accuracy of testing at 6 month
follow-up;

» Number of field studies conducted on socioeconomic, health, and environmental impacts of
improved cooking technologies; and

» Number of participants and organizations participating in Winrock-organized technical webinars.

We track progress against yearly and life-of-project targets in our quarterly reporting to EPA.

Thank you again for this opportunity to respond to your request for information. We are ready to provide
any additional information about these results the Subcommittee may desire.

Kind regards,

Elisa Derby

Senior Program Officer, Clean Energy
Co-coordinator, Partnership for Clean Indoor Air

About Winrock International:

Winrock International is a nonprofit organization that works with people in the United States and around the world to
empower the disadvantaged, increase economic opportunity, and sustain natural resources. By linking local
individuals and communities with new ideas and technofogy, Winrock is increasing long-term productivity, equity, and
responsible resource management to benefit the poor and disadvantaged of the world. Winrock is headquartered in
Little Rock, Arkansas, and has a capital office in Arfington, Virginia, with project offices worldwide.

Winrock staff implement projects in more than 65 countries, including the United States, Asia, Africa, the Middle East,
Latin America, Eastern Europe, and the New Independent States of the former Soviet Union. Activities are funded by
grants, contracts, and contributions from public and private sources.

Empowering the disad ing ic opp! ity, and natural resources.
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