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Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I want to begin my comments by sincerely thanking you for listening to my concerns and accommodating the minority’s interests, where possible.  I also want to thank you for your commitment to this bill’s traditions of professionalism, bipartisanship, and regular order.

The Chairman has already discussed many of the details, so I’ll refrain from repeating them.  And while the Chairman has endeavored to “improve” the bill to address many of my concerns, I’m sure I will have some other “improvements” to make as we go through the process.  Having said that, I do want to briefly discuss a few specific items in the bill.

First, the 302(b) allocation of $39.9 billion – $2.3 billion above the President’s request – is a very generous allocation, to say the least.  It’s an allocation I’m sure OMB would agree is too generous, and one that provides no real fiscal discipline to our budgetary process.

While I support the underlying functions in this bill, I have always maintained that homeland security funding should be distributed in a fiscally reasonable and responsible way.  Homeland security is not a problem that can be simply solved by more money and more government.

I have other concerns as well.

Like last year, I’m extremely concerned about the restrictions for border security, fencing, infrastructure, and technology deployment.  While my track record as Chairman clearly shows I support robust oversight and I am pleased to see the bill at least fully funds these critical items, I remain apprehensive about the length and complexity of the strings being placed on these funds.
· From the requirements for protracted consultation to the detailed alternative analysis hurdles, I’m afraid that the bill might be setting the bar too high—a concern that is substantiated by the fact that six months after enactment and after considerable back-and-forth with CBP, the Committee has yet to release any of the funds that were withheld last year, thereby delaying CBP’s ability to secure the border.
· We’ve appropriated the money for it.  The public is demanding it.  CBP is doing the outreach.  It is time get past needless delays, build the fence, and secure our porous borders.
Also, like last year’s House bill, I am concerned about the inclusion of many legislative provisions, like the Davis-Bacon requirements, that appear to do more to help special interests than our homeland security.  Such provisions have no business being included within this bill – especially when they are made permanent.
Finally, there is no screener cap.  Now, I know the Chairman and I disagree on this issue; but I make no apologies to my firm commitment to advanced technologies rather than an army of Federal screeners as the absolutely best way to address our aviation security needs.  Absent law that expressly prohibits it, I am concerned that TSA will revert to antiquated, costly ways of solving screener problems.  So, needless to say, I am disappointed that the screener cap is not included in the bill.
Mr. Chairman, I believe this bill has the potential to do a lot of good.  There are many provisions that I agree with, and I applaud your efforts in keeping the Department on track to produce results, and continuing the Subcommittee’s tradition of strict accountability.  I plan to support this bill—for now—while continuing to voice my reservations and work with the Chairman as we approach full committee mark-up on items I think can be improved upon.

___

However, I would be remiss if I did not point out the laudable traditions of this bill that I mentioned earlier, and that are being notably upheld by Chairman Price, are in stark contrast to the languishing supplemental.  It has now been 492 days since the President’s supplemental request first arrived on the Hill and I think it goes without saying that our brave men and women in harms way in Iraq and Afghanistan deserve this much needed funding.

So, as we begin the FY 09 Appropriations process with today’s mark-up, I find it absolutely unconscionable that the Committee and the Congress has not followed-through on supporting our troops.  While the Homeland Security Appropriations bill is certainly a priority, I can think of no greater priority than our national security and supporting those who are fighting to preserve it.
I remain hopeful that the House will address the critical funding needs of our troops before this Homeland Security Appropriations bill comes before our full committee next week.  At this point, I just find it hard to imagine placing the FY 09 process ahead of our troops.
Thank you Mr. Chairman.  I will continue to push to ensure the supplemental gets enacted and, of course, look forward to working with you as we move this bill through the legislative process.

###
PAGE  
1

