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Introduction
The purpose of this hearing is to get a better understanding of the increasing budgetary costs of the Iraq War – to get an accounting of the costs to date ($450 billion through 2007) and a projection of costs in the future.  The hearing will also focus on a more comprehensive accounting of the Iraq War and those costs that have been omitted from the debate.  Costs commonly overlooked include debt service and social, economic, and long-term budgetary costs.  These commonly overlooked costs could add billions or even trillions of dollars to the total.
Main Points
1. Though the hearing will focus on the budgetary costs of the war, the cost to our troops in terms of life and limb should be recognized.  Our troops have performed selflessly, with valor and honor, and they and their families have sacrificed tremendously.    SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1As long as our troops are in harm’s way, we owe them our unstinting support and every dollar needed to do their job. 
2. CBO will provide new war cost estimates, including debt service, which has previously gone unreported.  Finance charges on our war-related debt (debt service) could cumulatively cost $705 billion by 2017 and push total war costs to $2.4 trillion.
3. The direct budgetary costs of the Iraq War have been much greater than the Administration forecast, and they continue to grow.  Through 2007, $450 billion has been provided for Iraq, and the Administration is requesting an estimated $160 billion for 2008 (as part of a war request totaling $196 billion).  The $196 billion request is more than $25 billion above the 2007 request.
4. The full war costs are much greater when one takes into account other items that are commonly omitted from the tally, including economic and social costs associated with the wars.  These costs could add billions or trillions of dollars.

5. Congress’ $23 billion increase over the President’s 2008 request for domestic priorities and $35 billion increase to insure health care for 10 million U.S. children for five years pale in comparison to the Administration’s request for another $160 billion for Iraq (as part of a war request totaling $196 billion).  
Witnesses
Witnesses include Dr. Peter Orszag, Director of the Congressional Budget Office, Amy Belasco of the Congressional Research Service, and Professor Linda Bilmes of Harvard University.

Dr. Peter Orszag will testify on CBO’s updated war cost estimates, which will take into account the Administration’s new request for $46 billion more for 2008.  His testimony will also include debt service estimates associated with war funding provided to date and for future war funding.
Amy Belasco will provide an update on funding provided for the wars to date and explanation of why war costs are increasing.
Professor Linda Bilmes will give testimony on which costs should be included in a comprehensive accounting of the Iraq war, including the social, economic, and long-term budgetary costs.  She published a report in February 2006 on the cost of the Iraq War with Columbia University professor, and Nobel Prize winning economist, Dr. Joseph Stiglitz, that estimated the total cost of the Iraq War, including these commonly omitted costs, up to $2 trillion.  Some of the assumptions in their work have been criticized by CBO and CRS.  However, their basic notion that there are other costs above the immediate budgetary costs has not been challenged.
Background
At $2.4 Trillion Overall and $1.9 Trillion for Iraq, War Costs Are Much Higher than Previously Reported --- The costs of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan could total $2.4 trillion by 2017 when $705 billion of debt service is included.  This estimate, which includes these hidden costs plus the Administration new 2008 $196 billion war request, is approximately $800 billion above previous estimates.  Because the government has borrowed all the funds for these operations and,  SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1under Administration policies, future borrowing for the war can be expected, interest on this debt should be counted toward the total cost of the wars.
(Dollars in Billions)


[image: image1.emf]Afghanistan Total

Iraq and other War Costs

Funding Provided to Date 450           154                 604               

Future Costs FY 2008- FY 2017 844           211                 1,055            

Total 1,294         365                 1,659            

Approximate Debt Service Impact (2001-17) 564           141                 705               

Total  1,858         506                 2,364            


Note:  Total “funding provided to date” based on CBO testimony.  Breakout of “funding provided to date” by operation based on CRS tracking.  “Future Costs FY 2008-2017” based on CBO calculation assuming a drawdown in the Iraq and Afghanistan threaters to 75,000 troops by 2013.  CBO last estimate for 2008 was $164 billion, $32 billion less than the Administration’s current request.  Splits by operation for future cost estimates and debt service are rough estimates assuming funding maintains an 80 percent Iraq/20 percent Afghanistan ratio.
Social, Economic and Long-term Budgetary Costs Currently Not Counted Could Total in the Billions --- Commonly excluded from the war cost discussion are social, economic and long-term budgetary costs.  Linda Bilmes (Harvard University) and Dr. Stiglitz (Columbia University) published a paper suggesting economic and macroeconomic costs of the war could total between $300 billion and $1.4 trillion.  These costs predominantly include the economic costs of fatalities and injuries (lost wages, etc.) and the impact on oil prices.  Subsequently, Linda Bilmes published a paper on the Iraq war and long-term costs of veterans’ health care and benefits.  She concluded that over the course of the lives of Iraq war veterans, the cost of providing healthcare and benefits could cost between $350 billion and $700 billion.  Some of the assumptions in Bilmes’ and Stiglitz’s work have been criticized by CBO and CRS.  However, their basic notion that there are other costs above the immediate budgetary costs has not been challenged.
Korea Model --- The Administration has discussed Iraq following the “Korea model,” suggesting U.S. forces maintain a long-term presence of decades or more.  CBO calculated a force level of 55,000 in Iraq, comparable to that in Korea, could cost $25 billion per year in constant 2008 dollars.
More than $600 Billion Provided for all War Operations through 2007 — According to CBO and CRS, at least $604 billion has been provided to finance military and reconstruction operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, and Operation Noble Eagle (the Defense Department’s name for enhanced security at military installations and enhanced air patrols in the U.S.) through 2007.  
$450 Billion Provided for Iraq — CRS estimates that $450 billion has been provided for military operations, reconstruction, foreign aid, and veterans costs in support of the Iraq war through 2007.  For operations in Afghanistan and Operation Noble Eagle, $127 billion and $27 billion have been provided, respectively.  See Enclosure (1) page for a detailed break-out of funding provided through 2007.

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Administration Requests $196 Billion for 2008 — The Administration’s February 2008 budget included $145 billion for military operations and reconstruction in Iraq and Afghanistan.  However, this estimate did not cover any costs associated with continuing the troop “surge” beyond September 30, 2007.  Consequently, the Administration requested an additional $5 billion for additional Mine Resistant Ambush Protected (MRAP) vehicles in July and a $46 billion “cost adjustment” on October 22nd to cover additional military and reconstruction costs.  All together the 2008 request totals $196 billion and is the largest yet.  Every year war costs have increased and the 2008 request reflects a $25 billion increase above 2007.  If enacted, the Administration’s 2008 request would push total war costs to approximately $800 billion and funding for Iraq operations to about $600 billion.  Beyond 2008, the Administration has budgeted only $50 billion in 2009 and nothing thereafter.
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  Department of Defense 141 - 141

  Other (Energy, Coast Guard, FBI) 0 - 0

  Undistributed  - 50 50

Total National Defense 142 50 192

3 - 3

145 50 195

MRAP 5 - 5

DoD "Cost Adjustment" 42 - 42

International Programs 4 - 4

Total War Funding Request 196 50 246

($ in Billions)

150 Budget Amendment

February Request

Subtotal February Request

050 Budget Amendments

National Defense (Function 050)

International Affairs (Function 150)


DoD’s Monthly Obligation, or “Burn” Rate — Over the first half of FY 2007, DoD has obligated on average $10.0 billion per month in Iraq (which includes an estimate for intelligence and classified efforts).  For Afghanistan, DoD has obligated about $1.9 billion per month, and for Operation Noble Eagle, less than $100 million per month.1  Costs for Iraq have steadily increased since 2003, and dramatically since 2007 ($2.6 billion more per month).  The average monthly DoD obligation rate over the last four years has nearly doubled.  It is anticipated that the monthly burn rate will continue to climb.  The Administration’s $196 billion request for 2008 translates to more than $16 billion per month.


Average Monthly DoD Obligations
(Budget Authority in Billions of Dollars)

	
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007

	Iraq
	4.4
	4.8
	6.5
	7.4
	10.0

	Afghanistan
	1.3
	1.0
	         1.1
	1.4
	1.9

	Noble Eagle
	0.5
	0.3
	0.2
	0.1
	0.1

	  Total
	6.2


	6.2
	7.7
	8.8


	12.0


Source: CRS


Note: Numbers may not add due to rounding. Estimates are derived from Defense Finance and Accounting Service (DFAS) reports in addition to estimated obligations for intelligence programs.  These estimates do not include obligations for reconstruction or foreign aid.
Costs over the Long Term — Future war costs are uncertain and will depend on the size of our deployed forces and the scope of operations.  To date, the Administration has not provided any estimation of future war costs over the ten-year budget window.  However, the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) calculated war costs under one scenario where force levels would decline slightly from current levels through 2007 and then reduce to about 75,000 in the Iraq and Afghanistan theaters by 2013.  This scenario would require an additional $958 billion from FY 2008 through FY 2017.  CBO will provide updated estimates for this scenario assuming the Administration’s $196 billion request is enacted. 

Questions 
Question 1:  When debt service is included, total war costs are much greater than what is being reported

· The cost of the Iraq War through 2007 is $450 billion, according to CRS.  However, this estimate does not include debt service.  Assuming all of the money for the war has been borrowed, how much has the war cost through this period when including debt service?
· Assuming troop levels in the Iraq and Afghanistan theaters draw down to 75,000 by 2013 and remain through 2017, how much additional funding will the government need to budget for war operations through this window?  How would these costs split between Iraq and Afghanistan assuming the same ratio of troops was maintained between the two operations?  Assuming all future war costs are borrowed (i.e., assuming Administration policies remain in effect, rendering the budget in perpetual deficit), what will be the total cost of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan by 2017, including debt service, for the two scenarios you’ve examined?
Question 2:  Social, economic, and long-term budgetary costs substantial

· Professor Bilmes, building upon the budgetary costs and debt service costs that CBO and CRS have calculated, how much could the war in Iraq be costing when you factor in other costs not currently counted, such as social, economic, and long-term budgetary costs?
· Professor Bilmes, CBO has estimated that the cost of Iraq War veterans’ health care and benefits could reach $13 billion over the next ten years.  Estimates you have published in a recent report show that health care and benefits for these veterans over the course of their lives could total between $350 billion and $700 billion.  How does CBO’s estimate compare with yours over the same ten-year period and over veterans’ lifetime?
Question 3:  The “Korea Model”
· The Administration has talked about operations in Iraq following the “Korea model,” which suggests the U.S. will maintain a permanent presence in Iraq.  In response to a request from Senator Conrad, CBO estimated a 55,000 troop level presence in Iraq, comparable to force levels in Korea, could cost up to $25 billion per year in constant 2008 dollars.  The cost over the forty-year period beyond the ten-year budget window (2008-2017) could cost up to $1 trillion in constant 2008 dollars.  What would this cost compute to in “then-year” dollars over this period?  (It would roughly be $2 trillion assuming a 2.5 percent inflation rate).
Question 4:  Are monthly obligation rates expected to increase?
· The current burn rate is $12 billion per month ($10 billion Iraq; $2 billion Afghanistan and other).  Given that the Administration requested and Congress provided $170 billion (equivalent to $14 billion/month) for 2007 and the Administration is requesting $196 billion (equivalent to $16 billion/month) for 2008, is it not reasonable to expect that under the Administration’s plans the monthly burn rate will continue to rise until reaching $16 billion per month ($14 billion per month for Iraq and $2 billion per month for Afghanistan)?
Question 5:  Why costs are increasing
· War costs have steadily increased each year by substantial amounts.  What are the primary factors that have contributed to the increase in cost?   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1How have deployed personnel levels, operational tempo, and reconstitution requirements affected costs?  To what extent has waste, fraud, and abuse been a factor?
· How have changes in the Department of Defense’s definition of emergency war costs affected what the Administration includes in its war requests?  (Last year, Secretary England sent a guidance memo directing the military services to not limit their requests to Iraq and Afghanistan and to include costs for “the longer war on terror.”)  
· Can you describe how the Defense Department generates its estimates?  My understanding is that DoD has a “cost model” to help generate war estimates.  Is this the primary tool for generating cost estimates?  (Likely answer is no.  Less than half of the estimates are explainable by DoD’s cost model.  This is evidence that the Defense Department has abused the war supplemental process to avoid making tradeoffs in its regular budget.)
Question 6:  The high cost of contractors in Iraq such as Blackwater

A recent Washington Post article reported that the cost of contractors can be extraordinarily high.  The government, for example, gets charged more than $1,000 per day for a Blackwater security guard in Iraq.  In contrast, an unmarried sergeant makes about $85 per day.

· There are many contractors operating in Iraq and they come at a premium.  For example, Blackwater has received more than $800 million to provide private security in Iraq since 2004.  However, the exact number of contracted personnel has been somewhat of a mystery.  Are there detailed estimates of how many contractors are actually in Iraq and how much they are getting paid?  Are there estimates of how much of the $450 billion provided to date went to contractors operating in Iraq?

· Is there data available that would allow a comparison of the cost of contractors operating in Iraq to those in previous conflicts?
Question 7:   Reconstitution (Fixing and Replacing Worn-Out Equipment) 

· How much funding has been provided to date for reconstitution?  How much of the funding provided to date has been for forward financing these requirements? (Former OMB Director Rob Portman admitted that the Administration “frontloaded” a portion of DoD’s reconstitution costs.)

· If a portion of DoD’s 2008 reconstitution requirement has already been financed, would it be reasonable to assume that the Administration’s 2008 reconstitution request would be smaller than the 2007 enacted reconstitution level?  (According to the Administration’s $196 billion war request for 2008, DoD is requesting $47 billion for 2008 reconstitution, an increase of $9 billion above the 2007 level.)
· CBO’s recent report, “Replacing and Repairing Equipment Used in Iraq and Afghanistan:  The Army’s Reset Program,” states that more than 40 percent of the Army’s requested reset funds weren’t intended to replace lost or repair returning systems.  Instead, these funds were going to be used to upgrade to more capable systems and to eliminate shortfalls in equipment inventories, some of which have been long-standing.  If this is the case, would it be more appropriate for the Department to include these requested funds in DoD’s base budget?
Question 8:  Carryover of Unobligated 2007 Funding and Timing of 2008 War Funding
· DoD received $170 billion of supplemental funding for 2007.  How much of that amount will carry over and remain available for obligation in 2008?  (One would expect very little carryover because emergency supplemental funding is intended to cover immediate costs.  Costs that are not immediate should be budgeted in the base budget.)
Question 9:  Cost of the “Surge”

· How much does CBO estimate the “surge” will cost in 2008?
· The Administration’s original 2008 war request of $145 billion was a straight-line projection of its 2007 war request, excluding the surge.  In July, the Administration asked for an additional $5.3 billion for the procurement of additional Mine Resistant Ambush Protected (MRAP) vehicles.  Secretary Gates recently testified that the Department of Defense will need an additional $42.3 billion “cost adjustment” to cover the surge, additional MRAPs and other requirements.  Does CBO/CRS have an idea of how much the additional $42.3 billion funds are for the surge, how much is for MRAPs, and how much is for other costs?
Question 10:   Drawing down from 20 brigades to 15 brigades is really not a drawdown
· The Administration’s plan to “draw down” surge forces from 20 combat brigades to 15 combat brigades by June 2008 arguably does not get force levels down to even the “pre-surge” level.  This is because a number of support troops and contractors associated with the surge will remain for some longer period.  One example would be the number of military police and other security personnel required to manage the additional Iraqis that have been detained (doubling from the 27,000 in detention centers in 2006 to 60,000 today).  Does CBO or CRS have any data on how many total troops and contractors associated with the surge will remain beyond June 2008?
Question 11:  Sustainability of Current Defense Plans
Since 2000, the annual national defense budget, excluding war costs, has increased $200 billion from about $300 billion in 2000 to $500 billion for 2008.  (When including war costs, the annual defense budget has increased nearly $400 billion since then to about $700 billion for 2008.)  The Administration’s Future Years Defense Program (FYDP) reflects sustaining this annual funding level through 2013.  However, in the CBO report, “Long-Term Implications of Current Defense Plans:  Summary Update for Fiscal Year 2007,” dated October 2006, CBO suggests current defense plans would be even costlier than what’s reflected in the FYDP.
· Does CBO believe that funding reflected in the current FYDP is unrealistically low given the Administration’s current defense plans?

Question 12:  Other War Costs – i.e., military readiness, opportunity costs
· What is the state of Army readiness today?  How does this compare to the readiness of the Army in 2000?
· To what extent has our military involvement in Iraq affected the ability of our armed forces to respond to other crises around the world?  To what extent has our preoccupation in Iraq diminished our military’s deterrent effect and emboldened rogue states such as Iran and North Korea?  To what extent has our involvement in Iraq produced more terrorists?  (Question not for Orszag)
Question 13:  Accuracy of Reported Data on War Costs
Everyone has a different estimate of the costs of these operations – CBO, CRS, GAO, and DoD.  
· Why do DoD, CBO, CRS, and GAO all have different estimates?
· CBO’s war cost estimates have been consistently lower than what the Administration ultimately requests.  Can you explain why?  (Intent of question is not a criticism of CBO, but rather to get better understanding of the difficulty in obtaining meaningful data upon which to base future cost projections).
· It is unclear that the Defense Department’s cost reports capture all the funding it received in support of war operations.  Funding for classified and intelligence funding and army modularity are two examples.  Is it known for sure that that the Department of Defense is capturing all obligations associated with the war funding it receives?
· Ms. Belasco, you’ve mentioned in testimony the difficulty in determining the number of forces that are deployed in support of these operations.  You have received average end strength data that suggest force levels have been relatively static.  I believe your estimates came from the Defense Manpower Data Center (DMDC).  Is this the sole source of these data within the Department of Defense?  The Joint Staff has been using a deployed forces level of 210,000.  Does the Joint Staff get this number from DMDC?
Enclosure 1.

	Table 3. Budget Authority for Iraq, Afghanistan, and Other 

	Global War on Terror (GWOT) Operations:

	FY2001-FY2007 Enacted Supplemental 

	(CRS estimates in billions of budget authority) 
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	thru FY07 

	Funding Source 
	FY02a 
	FY02 
	FY03 
	FY04 
	FY05 
	FY06 
	FY07 
	Supp. 

	OPERATION IRAQI FREEDOM (OIF)b 

	Department of Defense 
	0 
	0 
	50.0 
	56.4 
	82.5 
	98.2 
	130.6 
	417.7 

	Foreign Aid and Diplomatic Opsc 
	0 
	0 
	3.0 
	19.5 
	2.0 
	3.2 
	3.7 
	31.3 

	VA medicald 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0.2 
	0.4 
	0.9 
	1.6 

	Total: Iraq 
	0.0 
	0.0 
	53.0 
	75.9 
	84.7 
	101.7 
	135.2 
	450.4 

	OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM (OEF)/Afghanistan and GWOT 

	Department of Defense 
	9.0 
	11.0 
	14.0 
	12.4 
	18.0 
	17.9 
	34.7 
	116.9 

	Foreign Aid and Diplomatic Opsc 
	0.3 
	0.5 
	0.7 
	2.2 
	2.8 
	1.1 
	2.1 
	9.7 

	VA Medicald 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0.0 
	0.1 
	0.1 

	Total: OEF 
	9.3 
	11.5 
	14.7 
	14.5 
	20.8 
	18.9 
	36.7 
	126.7 

	Enhanced Security (Operation Noble Eagle) 

	Department of Defense 
	7.0 
	6.0 
	8.0 
	3.7 
	2.1 
	0.8 
	0.5 
	28.1 

	Total: Enhanced Securitye 
	7.0 
	6.0 
	8.0 
	3.7 
	2.1 
	0.8 
	0.5 
	28.1 

	DOD Unallocated 
	0.0 
	0.0 
	5.5 
	0.0 
	0.0 
	0.0 
	0.0 
	5.5 

	ALL MISSIONS 

	Department of Defense 
	16.0 
	17.0 
	77.4 
	72.4 
	102.6 
	116.8 
	165.8 
	568.0 

	Foreign Aid and Diplomatic Operationsd 
	0.3 
	0.5 
	3.7 
	21.7 
	4.8 
	4.3 
	6.3 
	41.0 

	VA Medicald 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0 
	0.2 
	0.4 
	1.0 
	1.6 

	Total: All Missions 
	16.3 
	17.5 
	81.1 
	94.1 
	107.6 
	121.5 
	173.0 
	610.5 


U.S. Pays Steep Price for Private Security in Iraq
By Walter Pincus
Monday, October 1, 2007; A17
It costs the U.S. government a lot more to hire contract employees as security guards in Iraq than to use American troops.

It comes down to the simple business equation of every transaction requiring a profit.

The contract that Blackwater Security Consulting signed in March 2004 with Regency Hotel and Hospital of Kuwait for a 34-person security team offers a view into the private-security business world. The contract was made public last week by the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee majority staff as part of its report on Blackwater's actions related to an incident in Fallujah on March 31, 2004, when four members of the company's security team were killed in an ambush.

Understanding the contract's details requires some background: Regency was a subcontractor to another company, ESS Support Services Worldwide, of Cyprus, that was providing food and catering supplies to U.S. armed forces in Fallujah and other cities in Iraq. And ESS was a subcontractor to KBR, a subsidiary of Halliburton, which had the prime contract with the Defense Department.

So, Blackwater was a subcontractor to Regency, which was a subcontractor to ESS, which was a subcontractor to Halliburton's KBR subsidiary, the prime contractor for the Pentagon -- and each company along the way was in business to make a profit.

Under the contract, Regency was to pay Blackwater $11,082,326 for one year, with a second year option, to put together a 34-person team that would provide security services for the "movement of ESS's staff, management and workforce throughout Kuwait and Iraq and across country borders including the borders of Iraq, Kuwait, Turkey and Jordan."

Blackwater's personnel were to do more than just convoy security. They were also to run command centers in Kuwait and Iraq 24 hours a day, seven days a week, that were to control all ESS security operations; prepare risk assessments; develop security procedures; train ESS personnel in security; and even vet other Iraqi security forces hired by Regency.

But their main role was to provide "tactically sound and fully mission capable protective security details, the minimum team size [being] six operators with a minimum of two vehicles to support ESS movements."

Blackwater's pricing was to be on "a per person support basis, not including costs for housing, subsistence, vehicles and large equipment items," according to the contract. The team would be made up of two senior managers, 12 middle managers and 20 operators.

Regency was to provide Blackwater personnel with housing and necessities, including meals, as well as office space and administrative support. In addition, Regency would provide basic equipment, including vehicles and heavy weapons, while Blackwater was responsible for purchasing individual weapons and ammunition.

According to data provided to the House panel, the average per-day pay to personnel Blackwater hired was $600. According to the schedule of rates, supplies and services attached to the contract, Blackwater charged Regency $1,075 a day for senior managers, $945 a day for middle managers and $815 a day for operators.

According to data provided to the House panel, Regency charged ESS an average of $1,100 a day for the same people. How the Blackwater and Regency security charges were passed on by ESS to Halliburton's KBR cannot easily be determined since the catering company was paid on a per-meal basis, with security being a percentage of that charge.

Halliburton's KBR blended its security costs into the blanket costs passed on to the Defense Department.

How much more these costs are compared with the pay of U.S. troops is easier to determine.

An unmarried sergeant given Iraq pay and relief from U.S. taxes makes about $83 to $85 a day, given time in service. A married sergeant with children makes about double that, $170 a day.

Army Gen. David H. Petraeus, the top U.S. commander in Baghdad overseeing more than 160,000 U.S. troops, makes roughly $180,000 a year, or about $493 a day. That comes out to less than half the fee charged by Blackwater for its senior manager of a 34-man security team.










1Average monthly obligation rates derived from Department of Defense Supplemental and Cost of War Execution Reports.
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						Afghanistan		Total

				Iraq		and other		War Costs

		Funding Provided to Date		450		154		604

		Future Costs FY 2008- FY 2017		844		211		1,055

		Total		1,294		365		1,659

		Approximate Debt Service Impact (2001-17)		564		141		705

		Total		1,858		506		2,364
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		($ in Billions)				2008		2009		Total

		February Request

		National Defense (Function 050)

				Department of Defense		141		-		141

				Other (Energy, Coast Guard, FBI)		0		-		0

				Undistributed		-		50		50

				Total National Defense		142		50		192

		International Affairs (Function 150)				3		-		3

		Subtotal February Request				145		50		195

		050 Budget Amendments

				MRAP		5		-		5

				DoD "Cost Adjustment"		42		-		42

		150 Budget Amendment

				International Programs		4		-		4

				Total War Funding Request		196		50		246






