[image: image1.png]









                    
        

 Contact: Stefani Zimmerman
    202.225.4601
Opening Statement

Submitted for the Record

Committee on Appropriations

Subcommittee on Homeland Security

Witness:

Secretary Janet Napolitano

1:00 PM | Tuesday | May 12, 2009 | 2359
Thank you, Mr. Chairman and welcome Madam Secretary for your first appearance before this Subcommittee.

INTRODUCTION

Madam Secretary, it has certainly been an eventful four months for you since your appointment.

In this relatively short period of time, you’ve taken a magnifying glass to DHS through a number of “program reviews” on everything from cybersecurity to priorities in immigration enforcement to E-Verify to information sharing with States and localities.  

From those reviews, you issued several significant action directives – directives that appear to shift the focus and priorities of the Department in key areas such as counter smuggling and worksite enforcement.

And on those directives, I have many questions.

There have also been some rather disconcerting efforts at semantics – efforts that I believe marginalize as well as politicize the vital mission of homeland security.

· Labeling “acts of terrorism” as “man-made disasters”; professing that “illegal immigration is not a crime”;  and failing to reject amateurish mischaracterizations of ideological views as potential domestic terrorism; are “semantic” efforts that severely diminish DHS’s credibility and distract the Department from the immense chore of protecting our Nation.

With a treacherous drug war raging along our border with Mexico, emboldened radicals in Pakistan and Afghanistan, and the recent outbreak of Swine flu, this is perhaps the absolute worst time for DHS to lose its focus. Madam Secretary, public perception for DHS shouldn’t come at the expense of deterring terrorism and diminishing our security.

RESULTS TO DATE


I have long viewed homeland security as a mission that transcends politics.  And, I believe that has been the approach of this Subcommittee since its inception—an approach that has helped DHS achieve some real results over the past six years, including:

· Aiding in the disruption of several terrorist plots;

· Strengthening our borders, intensifying immigration enforcement, ending the flawed practice of “catch & release”; and

· Notable efforts to secure our critical infrastructure and improve the preparedness of our Nation’s State and local first responders.

My question to you is how do you intend to build upon this progress while also adapting to the new and emerging threats confronting our Nation?

I ask this question because as I look at how the new Administration has tackled recent security issues, I believe there are some legitimate concerns that must be addressed.

MEXICAN DRUG WAR

On the response to the Mexican drug war, I remain skeptical of the sufficiency and clarity of the Administration’s $110 million enhancement of current DHS programs.  This skepticism is predicated on the fact that the Committee has just now received details for a proposed reprogramming now totaling $184 million in funds, some six weeks after the Administration’s initial announcement of a plan —Mr. Chairman, this delay potentially makes the reallocation of some of these resources in violation of Appropriations law, which requires our approval.

Furthermore, the bulk of this relatively small initiative — some $95 million — will not be applied to counterdrug efforts or border security, but rather to identification of criminal aliens – a laudable endeavor, but arguably not the bold action this situation demands in the face of a well financed cartels willing to commit heinous crimes on American soil.

· Now is the time to confront the true threat posed by this war with urgency and real, sufficient resources, not to advance political priorities.

SWINE FLU RESPONSE

With regard to the Swine Flu outbreak – a serious issue that put our medical preparedness as well as our resiliency to a potential biological attack to the test – I see some notable response efforts mired in what appears to be bureaucratic and international entanglements.  These are issues that the next outbreak may not afford; so, I look forward to learning how these challenges are being confronted and, more importantly, overcome.

FY 2010 BUDGET

Which brings us to today and a discussion of the resources needed to counter such threats.  While I am pleased the Subcommittee is convening at least one budget hearing this year, I’m disappointed that we only received the President’s budget request just five days ago – a schedule that does not comport with this Administration’s professed commitment to transparency and one that inhibits this Subcommittee from upholding its duty of strict oversight.  Also, I’m afraid it understates the importance of homeland security -- an issue we can’t afford to get wrong.

Having said that, I am struck by several things in the FY 2010 request:

· First, I note sizable increases in administrative expenses, but relatively modest gains in many operational components.

· Madam Secretary, it’s hard for me to agree with a more than 30% increase in your office, enormous increases in information technology, and the creation of many new policy offices, when frontline agencies like the Coast Guard and CBP are receiving only inflationary gains and level-funding on their major acquisitions.

· Second, I note what appears to be a deliberate emphasis in resources away from immigration enforcement priorities such as worksite enforcement and fugitive operations to criminal aliens – a shift that I believe is a misguided attempt at reform under the guise of “prioritization” and an initiative that appears to forget the fact that none of the 9/11 hijackers were so-called “criminal aliens”; 

· And finally, I note that within the President’s budget, only one cabinet agency’s budget is projected to decrease over the next five years – that being DHS.  While you may claim this decrease will be offset through increased aviation passenger fees, I’ve heard that story before and, to date, it has been little more than a fictitious gleam in OMB’s eyes.

CONCLUSION

Madam Secretary, given the current threat environment, now is certainly not the time to shortchange our investment in security.

This Subcommittee has always strived to tie funding to results – by ensuring the appropriate resources are in place to address our most glaring vulnerabilities and counter the most serious threats.

Today, I am interested in hearing how your FY 2010 budget meets that standard and will actually move DHS forward in improving our Nation’s security.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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