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Marshall University/University of Nebraska.—The conference 
agreement includes $2,000,000 to support Marshall University and 
the University of Nebraska to conduct safety studies in rail equip-
ment, human factors, track, and rail safety related issues. 

West Virginia University (WVU).—The conference agreement 
provides a total of $250,000 for structural integrity research uti-
lizing glass fiber reinforced polymers on railroad ties at WVU’s 
Constructed Facilities Center. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The conference agreement includes a provision, proposed by 
both the House and the Senate, specifying that no new direct loans 
or loan guarantee commitments shall be made using federal funds 
for the payment of any credit premium amounts during fiscal year 
2004. No federal appropriation is required since a non-federal in-
frastructure partner may contribute the subsidy amount required 
by the Credit Reform Act of 1990 in the form of a credit risk pre-
mium. Once received, statutorily established investigation charges 
are immediately available for appraisals and necessary determina-
tions and findings. 

The conference agreement includes a provision, proposed by 
the Senate, mandating that no payment of principal or interest 
shall be collected during fiscal year 2004 for the direct loan made 
to the National Railroad Passenger Corporation. 

NEXT GENERATION HIGH-SPEED RAIL 

The conference agreement provides $37,400,000 for the next 
generation high-speed rail program instead of $28,250,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $29,350,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
The following table summarizes the conference agreement by budg-
etary activity:

Program Amount 
Train control systems ............................................................................ $10,000,000

North American joint PTC project ................................................ (9,000,000) 
Train control—TTC ........................................................................ (1,000,000) 

Non-electric locomotives ........................................................................ 9,900,000
Advanced locomotive propulsion system ....................................... (3,000,000) 
Prototype non-electric locomotive .................................................. (1,900,000) 
Diesel multiple units compliance and demonstration ................. (5,000,000) 

Grade crossing and innovative technologies ........................................ 9,000,000 
Mitigating hazards ......................................................................... (2,000,000) 
Low-cost technologies ..................................................................... (1,000,000) 
North Carolina pedestrian crossing safety pilot: Clayton grade 

separation .................................................................................... (800,000) 
Springfield, Missouri grade reconfiguration study ...................... (800,000) 
Anchorage C Street corridor grade Crossing ................................ (1,000,000) 
Tupelo Rail study ........................................................................... (1,500,000) 
New Orleans Union Passenger Terminal ..................................... (1,000,000) 
KBS railroad Hazard elimination, Kankakee, IL ........................ (400,000) 
Ohio statewide highway-rail crossing barrier gates .................... (500,000) 

Track and structures ............................................................................. 1,000,000 
Corridor planning .................................................................................. 2,500,000 

Gulf Coast corridor ......................................................................... (1,500,000) 
Southeast corridor .......................................................................... (750,000) 
Midwest regional rail planning and engineering study .............. (250,000) 

Maglev .................................................................................................... 5,000,000 
Washington to Baltimore maglev deployment ............................. (1,000,000) 
California-Nevada Interstate maglev project ............................... (1,000,000) 
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Program Amount 
Pittsburgh-Greensburgh, Pennsylvania maglev deployment 

project .......................................................................................... (2,000,000) 
Southern California maglev ........................................................... (1,000,000) 

Total ............................................................................................. 37,400,000

Train control systems.—The conferees note that several new 
and ongoing pilot projects are important to demonstrating the oper-
ational and safety benefits of wider deployment of train control sys-
tem technologies on freight railroads. The conferees encourage the 
FRA to utilize a portion of its appropriations to further the devel-
opment and testing of safety overlay train control technologies that 
work in conjunction with existing methods of operation and signal 
and control systems to protect against the consequences of human 
and technology failures. 

Diesel multiple units.—The conference agreement provides 
$5,000,000 to validate the compliance of diesel multiple units with 
existing passenger car safety standards and to make a grant to up 
to two public bodies for the purpose of initiating a demonstration 
in daily revenue service of a compliant DMU during calendar years 
2003 and 2004. Federal funding shall only be made available if 
funds are matched on a dollar-for-dollar basis from non-federal 
sources and shall only be used for activities related to establishing 
the compliance of the DMU design with passenger safety standards 
and for the acquisition of DMUs (through a conventional competi-
tive procurement process) and service facilities necessary for rev-
enue service demonstration. All other expenses, including the cost 
of passenger facilities and any net operating expenses are not eligi-
ble for funding under this appropriation. In making the grant 
award decision, FRA shall consider among its criteria: the extent 
that the award would develop or facilitate the domestic rail pas-
senger car manufacturing industry and the extent that it is com-
patible with DMU technology acquired pursuant to the fiscal year 
2003 appropriation. Nothing shall preclude FRA from making 
funds available to the recipient of the fiscal year 2003 award. 

California corridor.—Funds made available for high-speed rail 
in California should supplement, not replace, state funding for this 
same program. 

Northern New England high speed rail corridor.—The con-
ference agreement directs the Secretary to include the train routes 
from Boston, Massachusetts via Worcester and Springfield, Massa-
chusetts to Albany, New York and from Springfield, Massachusetts 
via Hartford, Connecticut to New Haven, Connecticut as part of the 
existing Northern New England High Speed Rail Corridor. 

Magnetic levitation.—In order to assist in the evaluation of the 
potential of magnetic levitation to achieve traffic congestion relief 
and determine its appropriate role in our nation’s transportation 
system, the conferees direct FRA to provide the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations a report comparing the cost and 
benefits of magnetic levitation to other modes of travel. This report 
should be undertaken while moving forward on submitted projects. 

Rail-highway crossing hazard eliminations.—A total of 
$5,250,000 is made available for the elimination of rail-highway 
crossing hazards. A limited number of rail corridors are eligible for 
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