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I want to add my support to the bill that Chairman Visclosky and his subcommittee staff have developed.  It is a good bill.  

It certainly helps to have an allocation that is $1.1 billion over the Administration’s request.  However, I do not disagree with the major funding decisions that the Chairman made in this bill.

This bill takes a thoughtful approach to some very difficult issues, including investing in our nation’s water infrastructure, developing domestic energy sources with less impact on global climate, and fostering our national security through rational efforts on nuclear nonproliferation and nuclear weapons.  

I want to comment briefly on a couple specific programs and projects, including the three that Chairman Visclosky just discussed.  I fully support the increased spending proposed for water resources infrastructure, and I am pleased that the Chairman continues the continuing contracts and financial management reforms for the Army Civil Works program.

I generally agree with the majority’s priorities within the Department of Energy.  It is essential that we develop advanced energy technologies that increase our energy security by reducing greenhouse gas emissions and reducing our dependence on foreign oil.  However, I will caution that increased spending at the Department of Energy is no guarantee of increased results.

I share the majority’s concerns on the Reliable Replacement Warhead.   The concept of RRW has merit if it allows us to have a smaller stockpile of more reliable weapons that will not require nuclear testing.  But all we have right now is a vague promise — what we need to see is a specific stockpile plan from the Administration that shows how developing the RRW will actually get us to a much smaller future stockpile.  Such a stockpile plan is also essential before we invest significant resources in modernizing the DOE nuclear weapons complex. 

There is only one place in the bill where I have a significant difference of opinion with the majority, and that is on funding for the MOX plant.  I understand the pressures on the Chairman to provide some funding to MOX, and at least it is a good sign that the funding level is reduced significantly from the requested amount.  However, this project is a waste of money.  It is now all about jobs in South Carolina rather than cooperative nonproliferation with Russia, and funding for this project should be reduced all the way to ZERO.  I appreciate that the Chairman put DOE on notice that this is their last chance to perform on MOX.

As I said at subcommittee markup several weeks ago, I have great uneasiness with the decision to go forward without earmarks in this bill, with the intent to add these projects later in the process.  I see enormous risk in that strategy, especially when we get to conference with the Senate. This bill totals over $31 billion dollars — that is a lot of money, and we fail in our responsibility as appropriators if we don’t provide detailed guidance to the agencies on how to spend it.  

I am pleased to report that Chairman Visclosky has continued the tradition of bipartisan cooperation in the Energy and Water subcommittee.  I am proud to be part of a subcommittee that focuses on getting the job done efficiently, and does not let partisan politics get in the way of doing the right thing for the American people.  

This subcommittee could not get the job done so well without exceptional staff, and I want to thank Dixon Butler, Taunja Berquam, Scott Burnison, Terry Tyborowski, and Lori Maes on the majority side for their hard work and dedication.  I also want to thank Chris Frabotta, our Corps detailee this year, Kevin Cook, Ben Nicholson, and Rob Blair on our minority subcommittee staff, and Shari Davenport on the Chairman’s personal staff and Kenny Kraft on my staff.   

Overall, I would like to congratulate the Chairman on his first bill.  As I learned several years ago, the first one is always the hardest one.  I intend to be as good a partner to Chairman Visclosky as he was to me when I was chairman.  The only way we can solve some of the problems in the Corps of Engineers and Department of Energy is for us to continue working together as partners.  Despite my concerns about the level of spending without congressional direction — because I am opposed to giving a blank check to any agency — I intend to support this bill, and I encourage the other Members of the Committee to do so as well.
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