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The REPORT - The Directorate's Testimony Before Congress Contradicts the Directorate's Proposal to Close the COE Mitigation Hatcheries!

Mr. Ashe, Dr. Gould, Ms. Dohner and Ms. Walsh.
On January 25, 2011 the President presented his FY 2012 budget to Congress and the American public. Included in that budget were the Service’s FY 2012 budget and the Directorate’s proposal to close the COE mitigation program. The COE program was proposed for closure because neither the FY 2010 reimbursable nor the FY 2011 reimbursable had provided enough money to fully fund the program.
We know that the Directorate negotiated and approved the FY 2010 reimbursable of $4.7 million and the FY 2011 reimbursable of $3.8 million. We also know that the Directorate knew – through the Service’s multi-million dollar accounting system - that neither reimbursable was enough to fully fund the COE mitigation program. 
Fifty days after the President’s FY 2012 budget was revealed to Congress and the American public members of the Directorate testified – on March 16, 2011 – before the House Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment and Related Agencies regarding the Service's 2012 budget (testimony attached). 
One of the discussions between Representative Hal Rogers, Mr. Dan Ashe and Dr. Rowan Gould was as follows: 
“ROGERS: “Well, the Corps’ fiscal ’12 request, I’m told, is not sufficient to cover that $6.3 million reduction in – in your request.
GOULD: The amount we’ve agreed with the Corps is $3.9 million. And of the need, we’ve identified around $4.3 to $4.7 million. And we’re still negotiating that difference. Again, there are also other mitigation entities, fee-for-service entities, that we’re working with, and that’s TVA, the central Utah project. And we’re in negotiations with those folks right now to deal with that – with that shortfall, to make sure that they’ve got those funds identified in their funding processes.
ROGERS: Yes, but the Fish and Wildlife is the lead federal agency with responsibility over fisheries, not the Corps, not anyone else. It’s yours.
And the Corps’ budget request does not include the money that would be – that would be required to fulfill the $6.3 million reduction in – in your request. Am I mistaken?
ASHE: The Corps’ portion of that is not $6.3 million. $6.3 million is the entire reduction, which also includes funds…
GOULD: Yes.
ASHE: …that would come from the central Utah project and TVA and the Bonnevile Power Administration.
And so as Dr. Gould said, I think the Corps’ portion of that as we identified it was…
GOULD: $4.7 million.
ASHE: $4.7 million. And included in the Corps’ budget, I believe is, $3.9 million.
This testimony contradicts what the Directorate just articulated in the FY 2012 budget. Remember - in the FY 2012 budget the Directorate proposed the COE mitigation program for closure because neither the FY 2010 reimbursable of $4.7 million nor the FY 2011 reimbursable of $3.8 million fully funded the COE hatcheries, fish health centers and offices!
If as the above testimony implies - any reimbursable between $3.9 and $4.7 million would fully fund the COE mitigation program why did the Directorate propose the program for closure? We know that only a reimbursable well above $4.7 million - in reality $6 million - will fully fund the COE program. Between the FY 2012 budget and this testimony the Directorate was talking to Congress - and all of us - out of both sides of their mouth.....and got away with it!
The contradictions between the testimony and the budget makes it appear that the proposed closures of the COE mitigation program are simply based on the Directorate's personal agenda! 
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