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FY27 AMP Science Budget Reduction Scenarios

Reduced appropriations are expected for FY27

 Amount is unknown but expected to be at least 15% (U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
communication)

* The reduction could be 5% or 10% more than the 15% reduction (19.25% and 23.5%)

« To accommodate a timely recommendation, 15%, 19.25%, and 23.5% reduction scenarios
have been developed

Stakeholders conducted surveys/assessments

Budget Ad Hoc Group (BAHG) responded (15 responses) to survey questions on each element
regarding the

* highest impact in meeting LTEMP Goals,
* necessity for a better understanding of progress in meeting LTEMP goals, and
* necessity for decision making.

Department of Interior (DOI) agencies (not including USGS-GCMRC) responded to the same
guestions.
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Target Reductions

Process

» Score amount less than a perfect score
indicated Element’s Reduction Portion

* Reduction Portion was adjusted by the
relative funding level of the Element

* Proportional reductions were scaled to
reach the 15%, 19.25%, and 23.5% targets

* Reduction Targets were applied to
elements and adjusted based on relevant
science principles and realities of FY27.

2 USGS
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roposed Scenarios

FY27 GCMRC Budget Scenarios 2>

 Document presents the reduction scenarios
with impacts to science

» Brief discussion included for each project

 Three plans are developed with varied
program priorities emphasized

* Monitoring Priority Alternative
» ESA Priority Alternative

* Program Support Alternative

USGS

Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive Management Program FY27 Proposed
Grand Canyon Monitoring and Research Center Science Activities
Budget Reductions — 09 June 2026

The Bureau of Reclamation has indicated that a reduced Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive Management
Program (GCDAMP) budget for FY27 is anticipated. The extent of the reduction is currently unknown
but expected to be at least 15%. To accommodate a timely recommendation from the Adaptive
Management Work Group, new budgets have been developed by the Bureau of Reclamation and the
USGS Grand Canyon Monitoring and Research Center (GCMRC) projecting budgets at reduced levels,
Presented here is the reduced budget science plan and impacts to planned science from budget
reduction scenarios at the 15, 19.25, and 23.5% reduction levels (19.25% and 23.5% represent an
additional 5% and 10% reduction from the minimum (15%) reduction). Targets for reduction in the
science plan were generated based on the results of surveys of represented DOI agencies and other
participants in the GCDAMP Budget Ad Hoc Group (BAHG). Each project element was given a target
reduction generated by the amount a project scored below a perfect score in the surveys. Survey scores
were averaged between the DOI and non-DOI BAHG participants for each survey question. Those
averages for each question were averaged to generate a grand average of all survey scores. Target
reductions were specifically considered for each element, and adjustments were made based on
feedback from the BAHG and science principles relevant to the element. FY26 reductions that were
applied are also presented for comparison; target reductions for FY27 are based solely on the results
from the survey in FY26 regarding FY27. Reduction strategies are largely unchanged from the FY26
reductions, but reduction amounts have shifted with the new results. Significant changes were made to
the target reductions and are described in this document along with the impacts to the science plan

the Bureau of Reclamation presented in the FY25-27 TWP.

The GCDAMP BAHG was presented with a draft reduction plan by GCMRC on May  -RQIECT_PAGE |
26, 2026. Evaluation of the plan produced comments from & member ': 150
organizations and found it lacking, particularly in the effort remaining after - =
reductions to support Endangered Species Act concerns regarding the Humpback D 16
Chub. Some necessary corrections were also identified internally at GCMRC in the E 19
first draft. £ 2
G 25
A second draft was produced that protected the ESA priorities planned in the H 28
TWP; however, the required budget reductions then left too few funds to support ! 30
many other project elements and resulted in the complete elimination of effort J 33
on several LTEMP resources, The BAHG considered the second draft on June 5 'E ;2
and noted that the elimination of entire resources removes GCMRC expertise N m
from the program; ne support could be provided at meetings for emerging issues, N 0




Monitoring Priority Alternative Three Budget Scenarios Evaluated

19.25%, and 23.5% levels. FY26 budget reductions (yellow highlighted column titles) are included for
comparison
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Changes from the Triennial Workplan
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2oL ° 2 st c & Byl [E Project Elements in their ranked
34.5|NE NF NF 4 3|NF NE nE 33 [ sasne NE NE
3483333 T Ld P 3483333 T 4 L 34.83333|T PSM PSM Ol'del'.
35.66667|T P P P L 35.66667|T PSM PSM
oS NE e NE al s M = Maintained at TWP funding
36.66667|M ™ M i P .
38.16667|NE NF NF NE NE 38.16667|NF NE NE + =increased
38.66667]P P P o o 3866667|PSM__|[PSM___|PSM - = decreased
38.83333|P P P S8 03333 T a P 38.83333|PSM PSM PSM
39.5(P P P 93T P P 39.5|PSM PSM PSM T=Reduced bytargetamount,
40.83333|T+ T+ T+ 4083333 20.83333|T+ T+ T+ N
4166667 |NF NF NF 41 66667|NF INF NF += redUCUOnS exceeded target’
42.16667|NE hF NF 42.10667|NF NF NF - = reductions below targets
42.5|NF INF NF 42.5|NF EF NF
4266667 | P 3 42.66667|PSM PSM PSM P = Paused
43|NF INF NF 43|NF INF NF
43.5|NF NF NF 435|NF NF NF
aa[NE NF NF aa|NF NF NF PSM = Project Support Maintained
4433333|NF NF NF 44.33333|NF NE NF paused for FY26
44.66667|NF INF NF 44.66667|NF NF NF
46.83333|NF NF NF 46.83333|NF NF NF NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP
v NF NF 47.5|NF NE NF
f"‘& USGS INF NE 48.33333|NF hr NF
‘ hF NF 50|NF NF NF

Monitoring Priority Alternative ESA Priority Alternative Program Support Priority Alternative
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Changes from riennial Workplan

\ND |GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 19.25%| 23.50% ELEMENT f::".:...; 1ms|  10.2mm]  pzsom] ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 1925%| 23.50%
A1 | 3166667|M M M A1 | sassssrim " 5 Al | saees67|M M ™
11 3.166667|M m M 5 166847 M W m 11 3.166567|M M M
G.1 | a833333[T u T P wa ' Gl | 4833333(T u T
1.4 | 5666667|T il T 5 666657 |M 7] M M| 5666667 (M IME M
G.2 s|T u T G2 &M W " G.2 5T T T
G.3 75T u T G.3 75/mM M M G.3 75T T T
G.5 | 7.666667|T u T G5 | 7sssesrm " e G.5 | 7666567|T u T
A2 | 8666667|M M M A2 | sesessr|M M M A2 | 8666667|M M M
M2 | 1268667|Tx [+ T+ WUT] 1388887 |T+ Te T M2 | 1266667|T+ [T+ T+
B.1 12l I B salad a2 1 B.1 14(M M M
| K2 | 12666677+ E T (5] T T It_l K2 | 1466067+ T T |
15.16667|M M M ] ., = T T T T
PROJECT 16.33333|M M ™M M M v 16.33333(T T T
E 16T T T M " M 1 1.2 165|T i v
17|T T T T T- T || 1.3 17|T T T
18.16667[M ™ M M ™ M | H1 | 1816567|M M ™M
10.33333|M+ h+ M+ Mass [whes M 1 J1 19.33333|PSM PSM PSM
205T I L L s 1z G4 205[T i T
| 20833331+ T+ T+ TamsaTe T o 1 K3 | z0s3331v T T ]
N J 7410667 M M M- 16887 |M e | 2 T L I L
24.33333|NF INF NF 24 33333 | NF [N s I G.6 2433333|NF INF NF
27|T+ T+ T+ 27(Te m 1+ M1 T+ T+ T+
| 30.16667|T+ T+ T+ 30 18887| T 1+ 1+ K1 | s0.1ss67|T+ = T
30T - = 03[T- - T B.2 305|T- T - | These tables summarize the
03 L2 g L E E b2 S0/ L disposition of each Project Element
31.66667|P P P 31 66867|0 3 P 12 31.66667|PSM PSM PSM
3233333|M m ™ 32 33333 ]M a v H3 [ 3233:33PSM |psm |psm in the reduction plan alternatives.
3|1 i i BT P 4 33| SN STV ESWY Project Elements are presented in
33.33333|M M M 33338331 u a3 E 3333333[T T T R
33 68667|T P P 33 66667[T » 0 33.66067|T PsM_ |Psm order. The right the same
3¢33333|T- T T 333333 T- T- B 3433333)T- T T information is presented with
e = £ st 2 £ Byl [E Project Elements in their ranked
34.5|NE NF NF 4 3|NF NE nE 33 [ sasne NE NE
3483333 T Ld P 3483333 T 4 L 34.83333|T PSM PSM Ordel'.
35.66667|T P P P L 35.66667|T PSM PSM
ZSNE e ne X L M = Maintained at TWP funding
36.66667|M ™ M i P .
38.16667|NE NF NF NE NE 38.16667|NF NE NE + =increased
38.66667]P P P o o 3866667|PSM__|[PSM___|PSM - = decreased
38.83333|P P P S8 03333 T P P 38.83333|PSM PSM PSM
39.5|P P [ 33T P & 39.5PSM PsM PSM T = Reduced by target amount,
4083333|T+ T+ T+ 4083333 20.83333|T+ T+ T+ N
41.66667|NF NF NF 41.66667|NF NF NF + = reductions exceeded target,
42.16667|NE hF NF 42.10667|NF NF NF - = reductions below targets
42.5|NF INF NF 42.5|NF EF NF
4266667 | P 3 42.66667|PSM PSM PSM P = Paused
43|NF INF NF 43(NF INF NF
43.5|NF NF NF 435|NF NF NF
23|NE NF NF aa|NF NF NF PSM = Project Support Maintained
4433333|NF NF NF 44.33333|NF NE NF paused for FY26
44.66667|NF INF NF 44.66667|NF NF NF
e SeSBIINENF NP NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP
v NF NF 47.5|NF NE NF
f"‘& USGS NE NE 43.3333|NF hr NE
“ hF NF S50|NF NF NF

Monitoring Priority Alternative ESA Priority Alternative Program Support Priority Alternative



Changes from the Triennial Workplan

RAND vy [GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 19.25%| 23.50% ELEMENT |AVE RAMK 1ms|  10.2mm]  pzsom] ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 1925%| 23.50%
A1 | 3166667|M M M A1 | sissssim " ™ Al | 3166667|M M ]
1.1 3.166667|M M M 3 16684T M M M 1.1 3166667 Lt M
G.1 | a833333[T u T Py wa ' G1 | 4833333|T u T
14 | 5666667|T i u 5 666657 M ™ M 5666567 NI R |
G2 s|T T T G2 B " b s|T T i
G.3 75T u T G.3 75/mM M M 75T i T
G.5 | 7.666667|T u T G5 | 7sesssTm " e 76665671 u T
A2 | 8666667|M % M A2 | sassssr|M M M 8.666667|M M M
M2 | 1266667|T+ T+ ™ KT 33 8aaa]Ts Te e 12.68667|T+ T T
B.1 1a]m M M B.1 14m M M | 1a]m M ™
K2 | 1468667|T+ T ™ Xz | : Te m s 14.65567| T+ T ™
15.16667 M M M Y] M T 15.16667|T T T
16.33333|M M ™M M M 7 16.33333(T T T
12 16T T T L2 e v m | 165|T i v
2 o T e | e o P o 1 | 13 | a7t T T
| | 1 | 18.16667|M M M M 1 H1 | 1816667|M M M I
19.33333|M* i+ M+ Misss  |wass M+ 1 1533333[PSM X PSM
PROJECT v 2057 T T [ el 7 7 G4 205[T T T
eaaaTe e = e = = " 1 K3 [ 20s3333[7r T+ T
I | 24.16667|M M M- 24 16567 |M M- - 1 H.2 24.16667|M M- M- I
24.33333|NF NF NF 22 33333 WF W KF | Gb | oasmaNF_ NF [NF_ |
27|T+ T+ T+ T+ m 1+ M1 27|T+ T+ T+
30.16667| T+ T+ T+ T+ T 1+ K1 | s01ss67|T+ = T
305[T- T - T- - T | B.2 305[T- T T-- These tables summarize the
03 L2 g E L E b2 sosT [P disposition of each Project Element
31.66667|P P P » 3 P 12 31.66667/PSM PSM PSM
| 3233333(M w ™ M 0 & H3 | 3233:33)psM |psm [psm in the reduction plan alternatives.
3T o 0 T P L £ A S TV SN Project Elements are presented in
33.33333|M M M 233333z T " P 33.33333|T i T
33 66667|T B P 33 ::«: T 2 3 33.66667|T PsM_ |Psm order. The right the same
3¢33333|T- T T 13333 T- T- B 3433333)T- T T information is presented with
2oL ° 2 st c & Byl [E Project Elements in their ranked
34.5|NF NF NF 34 5NF NF NF 345|NF INF NF
3483333 T Ld P 3483333 T 4 L 34.83333|T PSM PSM Ol'del'.
35.66667|T P P P L 35.66667|T PSM PSM
oS NE e NE al s M = Maintained at TWP funding
36.66667|M ™ M T P .
38.16667|NE NF NF NE NE 38.16667|NF NE NE + =increased
38.66667]P P P o o 3866667|PSM__|[PSM___|PSM - = decreased
38.83333|P P P S8 03333 T P P 38.83333|PSM PSM PSM
39.5|P P [ 33T P & 39.5PSM PSM PSM T = Reduced by target amount,
4083333|T+ T+ T+ 4083333 20.83333|T+ T+ T+ N
4166667 |NF NF NF 41 66667|NF INF NF += redUCUOnS QXCQEded target’
42.16667|NE hF NF 42.10667|NF NF NF - = reductions below targets
42.5|NF INF NF 42.5|NF EF NF
4266667 | P 3 42.66667|PSM PSM PSM P = Paused
43|NF INF NF 43[NF INF NF
43.5|NF NF NF 435|NF NF NF
aa[NE NF NF aa|NF NF NF PSM = Project Support Maintained
4433333|NF NF NF 44.33333|NF NE NF paused for FY26
44.66667|NF INF NF 44.66667|NF NF NF
NE N seEmaNe NP NP NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP
, NF NF 47.5|NF NE NF
f“& USGS INF NE 48.33333|NF hr NF
“ hF NF 50|NF M NF

Monitormg Prlority Alternative ESA Priority Alternative Program Support Priority Alternative



®

Changes from riennial Workplan

RAND GRAND |GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 19.25%| 23.50% ELEMENT | AV R 1ms|  10.2mm]  pzsom] ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 1925%| 23.50%
A1 | 3166667|M M M A1 | sissssim " ™ Al | saees67|M M ]
11 | 3166667|M m M 3 186667 M M m 11| 3168567|M M ™M
G.1 | a833333[T u T P wa ' Gl | 4833333(T u T
14 | s666667|T il T 5 666867|M " M 5.666567|M M M
G.2 6T T T G.2 &M "] " &|T T T
G.3 75T r T G.3 75/M M M 75T il T
G.5 | 7.666667|T u T G5 | 7sesssTm " e 7.666567|T u T
A2 | 8666667|M % M A2 | sassssr|M M M B.666667|M M M
M2 | 1266667|T+ T ™ M2 | 12 sess]Ts Te m 12.68667|T+ T T
B.1 1a]m M M B.1 14m M M | 1a]m M ™
K2 | 1aese67|T+ [T+ T+ el . T Te s 14.66667|T+ T+ i
15.16667 M M M Y] M T 15.16667|T T T
16.33333|M M ™M M M 7 16.33333(T T T
12 16T T T L2 165 M " M 1 165|T i v
| IE T T T 13 [T - T | | = [T T T
|—W O I PP VI | wmm_m_m_
P ROJ ECT . 19.33333M+ v+ M = T T ;,LI . 1933333]PSM___ |PSM___[PSM I
X 205|T i T i i 1 205
20833331+ T T+ T m K3 | 20s3333[1+ T+ T
24.16667|M [m M- atecer M- 1 | H2 | 24.16567|M M- M-
24.33333|NF INF NF 24 33333 | NF [N s I G.6 2433333|NF INF NF
27|T+ T+ T+ 27(Te m 1+ M1 27|T+ T+ T+
30.16667|T+ T+ T+ 30 18887| T T 1+ K1 | s01ss67|T+ = T
30.5|T- T- T-- 3T T-- . | B.2 305|T- - T-- These tables summarize the
03 L2 g L E E b2 2027 L disposition of each Project Element
I 31.66667|P P P 31 66867|0 2 P 12 31.66667|PSM PSM PSM
3233333|M m ™ 32 33333 ]M a v 13 [szsmsslesm  Jpsw |esw || inthe reduction plan alternatives.
3T i i BT P 4 33| SN STV ESWY Project Elements are presented in
33.33333|M M M 233333z T " P 33.33333|T i T
33 68667|T P P 3 ::o.: T » 0 33.66067|T PsM_ |Psm order. The right the same
3¢33333|T- T T 333333 T- T- B 3433333)T- T T information is presented with
e = £ st 2 £ Byl [E Project Elements in their ranked
34.5|NF NF NF 54 5 NF NF NF 345|NF INF NF
3483333 T Ld P 3483333 T 4 L 34.83333|T PSM PSM Order.
35.66667|T P P P L 35.66667|T PSM PSM
ZSNE e ne X L M = Maintained at TWP funding
36.66667|M ™ M i P .
38.16667|NE NF NF NE NE 38.16667|NF NE NE + =increased
38.66667]P P P o o 3866667|PSM__|[PSM___|PSM - = decreased
38.83333(P P P 3803333 T 3 3 38.53333|PSM PSM PSM
395]P B ) B p 4 39.5 S HNS ST N 51 T = Reduced by target amount,
4083333|T+ T+ T+ 4083333 20.83333|T+ T+ T+ N
41.66667|NF NF NF prp— = e + = reductions exceeded target,
42.16667|NE hF NF 42.10667|NF NF NF - = reductions below targets
42.5|NF INF NF 42.5|NF EF NF
4266667 | P 3 42.66667|PSM PSM PSM P = Paused
43|NF INF NF 43(NF INF NF
43.5|NF NF NF 435|NF NF NF
23|NE NF NF aa|NF NF NF PSM = Project Support Maintained
4433333|NF NF NF 44.33333|NF NE NF paused for FY26
44.66667|NF INF NF 44.66667|NF NF NF
L SeSBIINENF NP NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP
v NF NF 47.5|NF NE NF
f"‘& USGS INF NE 48.33333|NF hr NF
“ hF NE 50|NF ne NF

Monitoring Priority Alternative ESA Priority Alternative Program Support Priority Alternative
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Changes from riennial Workplan

[GRAND
aoent |avenan| 155 05| onson NN |- [ [ ELEMENT |aveRank | 1s%| 1025%| 23.50% These tables summarize the
Al | 3185667|M M M A1 | sissssim " o Al | 5.166667|M M M disposition of each Project Element
L1 | 5.166667M il M M C O éll 2ASEEETM M M in the reduction plan alternatives.
G | 4833333 u T T a m . 4833333|T r T . i
14| seeee67|T T T P = = 14| se66667|M M M Project Elements are presented in
G2 ST u L G2 oM M M = ST s I order. The right the same
G3 25T T T G 73lM M W G.3 75T T T N o .
G5 | 7sssss7|T v i B5 | 7ses5m " w G5 | 7sssser|T T T information is presented with
A2 | 8666667|M ™ M A3 | sdossar|m W |m A2 B%M: Project Elements in their ranked
A3 | 9333333|M M M A3 | sansnlm " I A3 | 9333333 ™M order.
M2 | 12686671t T ™ WUT] 1388887 |T+ Te e M2 | 1266667|T¢ T T -
B.1 1a]m M ™ B LA 0 o | B.1 12]m M ™
K2 | 1466667/T+ T+ T 3 T+ T+ i N 14.55667|T+ 5= L& M = Maintained at TWP funding
15.16667]M M M ™ " i -LEEV i i I + = increased
1633333 M M M M d 16.33333[T T T T ’
12 165|T T T e w m 1 1.2 165[T i T = decrease
1.3 7|7 u T T T- T 1.3 17|T T T
HA | 1816667]M [m ™ M M M | H.1 | 1816667|M M M T = Reduced by target amount,
B 193sss3[mr i+ me [T T | é}‘ 1933333 | B NN SN 5 + = reductions exceeded target,
G4 205[T T T T+ 1+ B 205(T T T .
K3 | 208s333[T+ [+ T+ = = K3 | 208333310 T = - = reductions below targets
H.2 24.16667|M M M- M- - | H.2 24.16667|M M- M-
G.6 | 2433333|NE NF NE ne nF | G6 | 2433333|NF NF NF P = Paused
M1 a7[Te i T+ 7 i M1 27| T i
K1 | soceerre iad I L s ! K1 soteeerte - - PSM = Project Support Maintained
B.2 30.5|T- T = T-- T B.2 305|T- T T—
F2 oM v ™ 0 P o F2 s0s[T PsM_ |Psm paused for FY26
PROJECT 1.2 31.66667|P P P P ] P 12 31.66667|PSM PSM PSM .
H3 | 3233333|m m ™ 3233333 )M [ . H3 [ 3233:33PSM |psm |psm NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP
33T T T 2T p P 33|PSM Psvi PSM
| 2 | 3333333)M M M 33 33sm{T u a3 3333333)T T T
L P 123 Jadeger T I3 -3
34.33333(T- T-- T-- 2233831 T- T- T I
F3 345|T P P ST & P
| IE 34.5|NF NF NF 345 ]NF NE ner
— E4 | sessssslT B P 34933337 p i 34.83333|T EVEY
35.66667|T P P P L 35.66667|T PSM PSM
G.9 36.5|NF INF NF NF Lid
| F1 [ ssesee7/m Im M T O
G.8 38.16667|NF INF NF NE KF 38.16667|NF INF NF
38.66667|P P P L] L 38.66667|PSM PSM PSM
38.83333[P. P P G ) & 3853333/PSM__ |PSM__[PSMm
39.5(P P P 93T P P 39.5|PSM PSM PSM
40.83333|T+ T+ T+ A0 BI3N 40.83333(T+ T+ T+
. 4166667 |NF NF NF 41.66667|NF INF NF
L3 | s216667|NF rﬁF NF 42.16567|NF NE NF
42.5|NF INF NF 42.5|NF EF NF
4266667 |P P P 42.66667|PSM PSM PSM
B.4 43|NF INF NF 43[NF INF NF
B.3 43.5|NF NF NF 435|NF NF NF
DA 42|NF NF NF 44|NF NF NF
E3 44.33333|NF NF NF 4433333|NF NF NF
L2 44.66667|NF INF NF 44.66667|NF NF NF
D.5 46.83333|NF NF NF 46.83333|NF NF NF
v C5 NF NF 47.5|NF }H‘ NF
r"-& INF NF 48.33333|NF NF NF
‘ U hF NE s0[NF NF NF

Monitoring Priority Alternative ESA Priority Alternative Program Support Priority Alternative



Changes f

rom

e Triennial Wor

RAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15% 19.25%)| 23.50%
These tables summarize the Al | sssee7m M ™M
disposition of each Project Element S 5166667 M [M M
. . B G.1 4.833333(T T T
in the reduction plan alternatives. 14 | scseecr|T T =
Project Elements are presented in G2 6|7 s T
order. The right the same 63 72T u u
G.5 7.666667|T i T
information is presented with A2 | 8666667|M [m M
Project Elements in their ranked A3 | 9333333|M M M
M.2 1266667 | T+ T+ T+
order. B.1 14]M ™ M
K.2 1466667 | T+ T+ T+
M = Maintained at TWP funding L5.16667M L &
. 1633333|M M M
+=increased ot T E
- = decreased T T T
18.16667|M M M
T = Reduced by target amount, 1933335 Mg Lbe2 M+
+ = reductions exceeded target, 2037 u u
X 2083333 T+ T T+
- = reductions below targets 2418857|M I M
2433333 |NF NF NF
P = Paused 27|T+ ks L
30.16667| T+ T+ T+
. . . 30.5[T- - T--
PSM = Project Support Maintained 05| = =
paused for FY26 3166667|P B )
32.33333|M M M
NF = Not funded in FY25-27 TWP 23T u i
33.33333|M M M
. 33.66667|T P [
¥ = Program priority not met EPP - T
3a5|T P P
34.5|NF NF NF.
3483333 T Ld P
35.66667|T P P
36.5|NF NF NF
36.66667|M M M
38.16667 |NF NF NF
38.66667|P P P
38.83333|P Ld P
39.5(P P P
4083333+ T+ T+
41.66667|NF INF NF
42.16667|NF hF NF
42.5|NF INF NF
42 66667 P P P
43|NF NF NF
43.5|NF NF NF
44|NF NF NF
44.33333|NF NF NF
4466667 |NF NF NF
46.83333|NF NF NF
v NF NF
’—'—J NF NF
s -

Monitoring Priority Alternative

kplan

GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RAsK 15%| 1o.2e%) 23.50%|
Al | s1es887|m M m
M Ll M
4833338/M e M
5 668667 M M M
G2 &M M L
G.3 75/M M M
G5 | 76ss557|M M Ll
A2 | wessssr|M M Im
A3 | sananlm ] M
M2 | 12s8867]Ts B T
B.1 14m » M |
K.2 1 T+ T+ T+
™ " i
M M u
L2 M » o |
i3 T T- 1
H1 M M M I‘
L1 o T |
G4 T+ 1+
K3 T+ T+
M- - 1
EG reF
7T T+ T+
30 18887 T+ T 1e
03T = - 1
pb L p P *
231 555L7 (P P L
32 33333]M [ -
BT P Ld
33338381 " 3
T 3 P
T- T- -
T » L
bl
p
"
N
T
[
L]
S8 03333 T a
93T P
A0 BI3N

ESA Priority Alternative

[GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 1925%| 23.50%
Al 3166667
11 3166667,
G.1 | 4833333
1.4 5666667,

G5 | 7666667,

A2 B.666667)

HEEEEHEHE

HEEEEEEEB

m.2 12 66667 | T+ T+ T+
B.1 14|M M ™M
K2 1466667 | T+ T+ T+
16.33333|T T T
1.2 16.5|T T T
1.3 17|T u T
H.1 18.16667|M M ™M
11 19.33333|PSM PSM PSM
G4 205(T T T
K3 20.83333|T+ T+ T+
H.2 24.16667|M M- M-
G.6 2433333|NF NF NF
M.1 27|T+ T+ T+
K1 30.16667|T+ T+ T+
B.2 305|T- - T--
F2 305(T PSM PSM

J2 | 31.66667|PSM PSM PSM
H.3 | 3233333|PSM PSM PSM
33|PSM PSM PSM

33.33333|T u T
33.66667|T PSM PSM
34.33333|T- T-- T--
345[T PSV PSM
345|NF NF NF
34.83333|T PSM PSM
35.66667|T PSM PSM

INF NF
PSM PSM
PSM PSM
PSM PSM
T T
INF NF
NF NF
'Er NE
PSM PSM
INF NF
INF NF
NF NF
E3 44.33333|NF NF NF
L2 44.66667|NF NF NF
D.5 46.83333|NF INF NF
c.5 47.5|NE Pr NE
48.33333|NF NF NF
S50|NF NF NF

Program Support Priority Alternative



FY27 AMP Science Budget Reduction Next Steps

GCMRC Staff have had very little time to consider these alternatives
* Impacts to Science are likely lacking detail
» These plans are a numbers exercise

« GCMRC staff are working to develop a “middle-of-the-road” approach that maximally protects
priority interests in consideration of staffing realities (takes time)

The budget exercise demonstrates the trade-offs inherent in the lower funding level

» At this time, no plan has been identified that can maintain a field monitoring effort for
each resource, maintain planned levels of ESA-relevant work, and provide program
support with expertise across LTEMP resources in FY27.

* No plan has been identified that can do even two of those things across the range of
potential reductions.
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Phote: Bureau-of R

|GRAND. P GRAND
ELEMENT |AVE RANK 15%| 19.25%| 23.50% et Jave s o T p— ELEVENT |AVE RANK 15%| 19.5%| 23.50%|
Al 3.166667[M ™M M 3 168657 M m b Al | 3.166667|M M M
11 3.166667[M M M 3 180687 |M "] M 1.1 3.166667|M M M
G.1 4.833333[T T T e i " G.1 4.833333|T T T
14 5.666667|T T T 5 666667 |M s M 14 M M M
G2 s[T T T sl " m G2 i i T
G3 75[T T T 73[M M m G.3 T T i
G5 7.666667 (T u T 7.666557|M " . G.5 Ll T T
A2 8.666667[M M M & 6686487 M ™ M A2 M ™M M
A3 | 9333333[m M m S.333333M M W A3 M
1266667|T+ T T+ T Te T M2 T
1a[m ™ m PR M M | BL M
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