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Communities across the country benefited from $230 billion in federal investments in clean energy and
environmental protections in 2024, including economically distressed and rural counties, Tribes and
small businesses, and red and blue Congressional districts.

Federal funding supports critical infrastructure and environmental protections, including for energy,
clean drinking water, rail, food security and farming, and affordable housing in communities across the
nation—collectively referred to “energy and environment protection” investment or spending in this
analysis. That federal funding is delivered through grants and loans to local governments, states, Tribes,
and small business. This research looks at spending patterns from 2010-2024, showing how federal
spending is critical to local and state economies, and how the distribution of those funds matters.

White House Executive Orders 14008 (2021)* and 14096 (2023)? framed the Justice 40 Initiative, which
“made it a goal that 40 percent of the overall benefits of certain Federal climate, clean energy, affordable
and sustainable housing, and other investments flow to disadvantaged communities that are
marginalized by underinvestment and overburdened by pollution.” We analyzed Federal Aid (loans and
grants) spending for 468 of 518 Justice 40 programs from 2010 to 2024 using the US Department of
Treasury’s USA Spending database®. Our analysis looked at funds going to Tribes, rural counties®,
“disadvantaged” areas identified by the Council on Environmental Quality’s Climate and Economic Justice
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Screening Tool (CJEST)?, counties with lower incomes and/or high unemployment®, and highly vulnerable
communities’.

From 2010 to 2024, $21.57 billion was invested in Alaska via federal energy and environment
programs. Annual amounts increased from $1.46 billion in 2010 to $2.51 billion in 2024.

Of the total $21.57 billion distributed between 2010 to 2024, $2.31 billion (or 10.7%) was
granted to Alaska Native and Native American Tribes, schools, housing and other Native
organizations (see Table 1). This amount grew from $108.47 million in 2010 to $575.25 million
in 2024. In the same period, $9.72 billion (or 45.1%) was granted to rural counties in Alaska.

Table 1. Proportions of Total Energy and Environment Spending (2010-2024) to Alaska Native and
Native American Tribes, Rural Counties, Distressed Counties, and Highly Vulnerable Counties in Alaska.

Measure of “Disadvantage”

Year Average %
(2010-2024)

CJEST Distressed Counties 12.1% 20.8% 28.2% 21.7% 20.2%

Alaska Native and Tribes 5.2% 5.1% 9.3% 23.0% 10.7%

Rural Counties 25.0% 51.5% 52.7% 44.9% 45.1%

Economically Distressed 13.7% 42.2% 41.4% 38.4% 33.3%

Counties

SVI Highly Vulnerable Counties 11.1% 15.4% 14.8% 14.4% 13.3%
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The greatest share of energy and environment investments ($12.33 billion, or 57.2%) came
through the federal Department of Transportation, especially the Highway Planning and
Construction and Transit-Oriented Development Planning (TOD) programs that fund planning,
public works, transportation, construction/renewal/rehabilitation projects and fixed guideway
investments such as new and expanded rail and bus rapid transit.

The Highway Planning and Construction Program is a broad umbrella that includes the National
Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Formula Program (NEVI), improvements to bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure, railroad safety, and highway widening projects. Some of these are
climate-friendly projects, others are not, but the program is important to rural areas for
transportation and transit access.

The Department of Housing and Urban Development ($3.32 billion, or 15.4%) and the
Environmental Protection Agency ($1.74 billion, or 8.1%) also invested significant amounts.
Different programs were more important for particular recipient types based on amounts
invested (see Table 2).

Table 2. Programs with the Most Energy and Environment Spending (2024) to Alaska Native and
Native American Tribes and Business

Recipient | Programs with the most spending to the recipient type
Type

Alaska Highway Planning and Transportation (Department of Transportation) - $762.16
Native & | million

Tribes Indian Environmental General Assistance Program (Environmental Protection

Agency) - $422.15 million

Indian Housing Block Grants (Department of Housing and Urban Development) -
$226.84 million

Low Income Home Energy Assistance (Department of Health and Human
Services) - $109.75 million

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund - Zero Emission Technologies Grant Program
(Environmental Protection Agency) - $62.45 million

Business | Section 8 Housing Assistance Payments Program (Department of Housing and
Urban Development) - $129.84 million
Rural Rental Assistance Payments (Department of Agriculture) - $89.03 million




Federal Transit Capital Investment Grants (Department of Transportation) -
$71.85 million

Supportive Housing for the Elderly (Department of Housing and Urban
Development) - $17.82 million

Supportive Housing for Persons with Disabilities (Department of Housing and
Urban Development) - $14.47 million

Funding to Alaska Boroughs, Municipalities, and other Local Governments

Statewide, Alaska’s per capita investment over the 2010-2024 period grew from $1,991.95 per capita in
2010, to $2,228.00 per capita in 2020, and up to $3,519.05 per capita in 2024. The per capita spending
rank in 2024 was first out 50 states. Alaska’s large area, significant area of federal lands, rural character,
and long distances / cold environment all contribute to the history and need for significant federal
investment in infrastructure, energy, and the environment in Alaska.

Table 3. Local governments with the most and least per capita federal investment in energy and
environmental protections in 2024

Haines Borough, AK $29,497 Wrangell City and $368
Borough, AK

Skagway Municipality, AK $27,702 Sitka City and Borough, | $743
AK

Yukon-Koyukuk Census 518,681 Fairbanks North Star $1,391

Area, AK Borough, AK

Yakutat City and Borough, $15,024 Matanuska-Susitna $1,482

AK Borough, AK

Southeast Fairbanks Census | $12,521 Juneau City and 51,594

Area, AK Borough, AK

Note: Alaska underwent substantial reorganization of county-equivalent local government boundaries, some error
may result when aggregating at the county-equivalent level



Figure 1. Per capita federal investment in energy and environmental protections by county in 2024
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Figure 3. Federal Energy and Environment Spending 2010-2025
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Note: FY2025 is partial year data for 6 months (October 2024 to April 2025)
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