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Thank you, Mr. Vice-Chairman.  I’ll keep my comments short this morning, since I know we’ll have much more time to discuss the merits of this bill in full committee after the July 4th recess.  

I’d like to recognize you for putting together an excellent bill.  I think it’s a significant improvement on the Administration’s budget request.  While there are things I would have changed somewhat, I’m overall very pleased with this bill.

Before I turn to the subcommittee recommendation, I would like to thank all of the staff on both sides of the Subcommittee, as well as in my office and yours, for their dedication and hard work.  

The Subcommittee’s recommendation totals $33.82 billion, which is $1.1 billion below the President’s request and $200 million above the Fiscal Year 2009 enacted level.    

I am mindful that our bill was preceded by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, which gave $38.7 billion to the Department of Energy.  So our bill cannot be viewed in the traditional manner since the DOE has nearly one and half times more money to manage even before we consider its annual appropriations of over $26 billion.

I’m most pleased that we were able to improve upon the Administration’s request in several ways.  The recommendation increases the budget request by over $400 million for the Army Corps of Engineers, enabling us to address water needs across this country.  Army Corps projects touch virtually every Congressional District and I know Mr. Pastor and I highly respect the interests of all members, who knowing their district needs, have sought some assistance.  

Our recommendation increases research and development for both renewable energy and nuclear power, while supporting clean coal initiatives and other clean technologies, such as geothermal, solar and wind power.  And, I’m exceptionally pleased that our bill keeps the Department on track for the Next Generation Nuclear Plant program.

Additionally, our recommendation includes additional funding for the Fusion Energy Sciences program within the Office of Science.  This program continues to do groundbreaking research on the possibility of commercial fusion energy. 

There are some areas that I would have done a bit differently, of course.  Not surprisingly, I would have preferred to have done more to counter the Administration’s decision to shutter the Yucca Mountain repository.  The bill before us does contain the Administration’s significant cut to the program and I’m deeply concerned.  However, our bill does provide enough funding to ensure that questions raised during the license application process can be answered.  And, it requires that funding for the “Blue Ribbon Panel” is only available for a review which includes ALL alternatives, including Yucca Mountain.  I think this is the only way the review could be credible.  

I also would have preferred more to support for the development of additional nuclear power here in the United States and the greater availability of nuclear loan guarantees, but I understand the reauthorization obstacles.
Although we were able to do much to improve the Weapons Activities request, I’m still concerned about the unintended consequences of the Administration’s “placeholder” budget submission.  I strongly support the Administration’s efforts to further reduce our weapons stockpile but I am concerned.  Funding for dismantlements, and for the science to certify the reliability of our legacy weapons, is from this account.  We must provide adequate funding to retain our highly specialized scientists and technicians, and to maintain the facilities they must have to do their work.  The only way to achieve the President’s vision and support our national security is by increasing this account, not holding it flat.  I hope we can address this in conference. 

Mr. Vice Chairman, I’d like to thank you for your leadership and for the great work of our subcommittee.  You’ve always considered our views and treated us fairly.  I think the recommendation before us is a reflection of how cooperation can lead to a better product, and I’d like to recognize you for your approach.    This is a good bill, and I intend to support it.
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