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So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———
AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS, THE RO-
TUNDA OF THE CAPITOL, AND
EMANCIPATION HALL IN THE
CAPITOL VISITOR CENTER FOR
OFFICIAL CONGRESSIONAL
EVENTS SURROUNDING THE

VISIT OF HIS HOLINESS POPE
FRANCIS TO THE UNITED
STATES CAPITOL

Mr. HARPER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tees on House Administration and
Transportation and Infrastructure be
discharged from further consideration
of House Concurrent Resolution 43, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 43

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR EVENTS SUR-
ROUNDING VISIT OF HIS HOLINESS
POPE FRANCIS TO UNITED STATES
CAPITOL.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS.—The Capitol Grounds may be used
for official Congressional events surrounding
the visit of His Holiness Pope Francis to the
United States Capitol on Thursday, Sep-
tember 24, 2015, or on such other dates as the
Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Rules and Administration
of the Senate may jointly designate.

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF CAPITOL POLICE
BoARD.—The Capitol Police Board shall take
such actions as may be necessary to enforce
the restrictions applicable to the Capitol
Grounds in connection with the events au-
thorized by this section.

(c) EVENT PREPARATIONS.—The Architect
of the Capitol is authorized to erect upon the
Capitol Grounds such stage, sound amplifi-
cation devices, and other related structures
and equipment as may be required for the
events authorized by this section.

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF ROTUNDA
FOR EVENTS SURROUNDING VISIT
OF HIS HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS TO
UNITED STATES CAPITOL.

The rotunda of the United States Capitol is
authorized to be used for ceremonies and ac-
tivities surrounding the visit of His Holiness
Pope Francis to the United States Capitol on
September 24, 2015, or on such other dates as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
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tration of the Senate may jointly designate.

Physical preparations for the conduct of

such ceremonies and activities shall be car-

ried out in accordance with such conditions
as the Architect of the Capitol may pre-
scribe.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF EMANCI-
PATION HALL FOR EVENTS SUR-
ROUNDING VISIT OF HIS HOLINESS
POPE FRANCIS TO UNITED STATES
CAPITOL.

Emancipation Hall in the Capitol Visitor
Center is authorized to be used for cere-
monies and activities surrounding the visit
of His Holiness Pope Francis to the United
States Capitol on September 24, 2015, or on
such other dates as the Speaker of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate may
jointly designate. Physical preparations for
the conduct of such ceremonies and activi-
ties shall be carried out in accordance with
such conditions as the Architect of the Cap-
itol may prescribe.

SEC. 4. ARRANGEMENTS WITH OTHER DEPART-
MENTS AND AGENCIES.

In carrying out their duties under this con-
current resolution, the Architect of the Cap-
itol and the Capitol Police Board are each
authorized to utilize appropriate equipment
and services of appropriate personnel of de-
partments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment, under such arrangements as each
may enter into with the heads of those de-
partments and agencies in connection with
the ceremonies and activities surrounding
the visit of His Holiness Pope Francis to the
United States Capitol.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 2028.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Young of Iowa). Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Idaho?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 223 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2028.

Will the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACK) kindly take the
chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2028) making appropriations for energy
and water development and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes,
with Mrs. BLACK (Acting Chair) in the
chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, April 29, 2015, a request for a re-
corded vote on an amendment offered
by the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) had been postponed, and
the bill had been read through page 22,
line 7.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HECK OF NEVADA

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)"’.

Page 25, lines 13 and 16, after each dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced to $0)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 223, the gentleman
from Nevada and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada.

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Madam Chair,
my amendment builds on the commit-
tee’s work to support scientific re-
search and development within the De-
partment of Energy.

More than 30 years have elapsed since
Congress passed the Nuclear Waste Pol-
icy Act, and over that time, technology
and scientific knowledge have evolved
significantly. However, Congress still
clings to outdated technology and pol-
icy prescriptions to address today’s nu-
clear waste issues.

The fact is that dumping our coun-
try’s highly radioactive nuclear waste
in a hole and hoping for the best is a
20th century solution. Instead, we must
encourage the use of 21st century tech-
nology to address this issue. My
amendment eliminates the money ear-
marked for the Yucca Mountain High-
Level Waste Geological Repository and
increases funding for the Nuclear En-
ergy University Program within DOE’s
Office of Nuclear Energy so that we can
better support our scientists and uni-
versities as they work to develop a 21st
century solution to this problem.

According to CBO, this amendment
decreases budget authority by $756 mil-
lion and has no net impact on budget
outlays. The Nuclear Energy Univer-
sity Program is authorized by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 and the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005. Pursuant to
these authorities, DOE’s Office of Nu-
clear Energy allocates up to 20 percent
of its R&D to university-based pro-
grams and mission-supporting R&D
and related infrastructure improve-
ments each year.

The funds provided by my amend-
ment will be used by the Office of Nu-
clear Energy to support the Nuclear
Energy University Program and the ef-
forts by our universities to research
and develop ways to reduce the
radiotoxicity of nuclear waste, better
recycle and reuse spent nuclear fuel,
and ultimately provide a 21st century
solution to our nuclear waste problem.

For instance, grants provided
through the Nuclear Energy University
Program to the University of Nevada-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Las Vegas College of Sciences help sup-
port and maintain a world-class
radiochemistry program at UNLV that
is currently working to reduce the
radiotoxicity of nuclear waste. In fact,
the technology available to students at
UNLV is so advanced that scientists
working at the national laboratories
often use the facilities at UNLV to con-
duct experiments in the field of
radiochemistry.

Strengthening and supporting the re-
search and innovations already taking
place at UNLV and other universities
throughout the country to solve our
Nation’s nuclear waste problem is a
much wiser investment of Federal re-
sources than the flawed Yucca Moun-
tain proposal. Instead of continuing
the outdated, unworkable, one-State-
must-lose-for-49-States-to-win ap-
proach to this problem, why don’t we
invest in the development of research
and technology that will allow every
State to win?

For Nevada and other States
throughout the country, the 21st cen-
tury solution proposed by this amend-
ment has the potential to create count-
less new high-paying R&D jobs by uti-
lizing existing regional technological
capabilities. It is time we stopped sub-
scribing to 20th century ideas that
waste taxpayer resources by trying to
sweep our nuclear waste problems
under a very expensive rug and instead
invest in American innovation and in-
genuity to develop solutions that will
make our country a leader in the field
of nuclear energy once again.

I urge my colleagues to embrace the
future of nuclear waste disposal, sup-
port my amendment to help create
jobs, and restore the United States role
as a leader in science and technology
development.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SIMPSON. I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chair, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s amendment and
him offering the amendment, and I ap-
preciate his point of view and why he is
offering it, but this amendment would
eliminate $150 million in the bill for
the Department of Energy to reorga-
nize its adjudicatory response team
and get the Yucca Mountain licensing
process back on track and running.

Yucca Mountain is the law of the
land. You have to remember that.
Yucca Mountain is the law of the land,
even though the administration has
failed to follow that law. It has seen
overwhelming support in countless
numbers of votes and countless num-
bers of times in the House and is the
only permanent repository option we
have on the table.

This amendment would put in jeop-
ardy the more than $15 billion—let me
repeat that, the more than $15 billion—
that has been spent so far on this pro-
gram.

Once the Yucca Mountain application
is finished, all Members of this body
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and the Senate will have the oppor-
tunity to decide whether to move for-
ward to construct and use the facility,
but killing the process at this point, I
think, is shortsighted, even though I
understand the gentleman’s concern.

I, therefore, urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. HECK).

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

For Department of Energy expenses nec-
essary in carrying out fossil energy research
and development activities, under the au-
thority of the Department of Energy Organi-
zation Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including
the acquisition of interest, including defea-
sible and equitable interests in any real
property or any facility or for plant or facil-
ity acquisition or expansion, and for con-
ducting inquiries, technological investiga-
tions and research concerning the extrac-
tion, processing, use, and disposal of mineral
substances without objectionable social and
environmental costs (30 U.S.C. 3, 1602, and
1603), $605,000,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That of such amount
$120,000,000 shall be available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017, for program direction.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $45,000,000)"".

Page 57, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $45,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 223, the gentleman
from Minnesota and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, my
amendment is simple and straight-
forward. It is designed to reduce waste-
ful spending, which I think we all
would like to do around here.

This year Republican appropriators
increased taxpayer-funded fossil fuel
research and development by $45 mil-
lion above the President’s request. My
amendment would simply reduce the
funding for the Office of Fossil Energy
by $45 million, down to the President’s
requested level, and then dedicate
these funds to the spending reduction
account, which is something that I
think all of us want to do, given how
much we talk about wasteful spending
and deficit reduction around here.

The five most profitable oil compa-
nies—Exxon Mobil, Shell, Chevron, BP,
ConocoPhillips—together made more
than a trillion in profits last decade. A
trillion dollars of profit; I think that is
pretty good. Fossil fuels are reaping
$550 billion a year in subsidies, four
times the amount of $120 billion paid
out in incentives for renewable energy.
So fossil fuels are not getting the short
shrift.
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Air pollution from fossil fuels costs
money. Nationwide the hidden health
costs of electricity generated by fossil
fuels adds up to as much as $886 billion
annually, or about 6 percent of gross
domestic product. I am from Min-
nesota, and I live in north Minneapolis,
and I can tell you, Madam Chair, that
children there suffer greater rates of
asthma than the rest of the State, par-
tially as a result of emissions from ve-
hicles that run on fossil fuels.

Climate change costs money, too.
Climate change will make our elec-
tricity costs go up. Greenhouse-gas-
driven changes in temperature will
likely increase demand for electricity.
This will make it necessary for con-
struction of up to 95 gigawatts of new
power generation over the next 5 to 25
years.

Residential and commercial rate-
payers will pay up to $12 billion more
per year, and people living in coastal
communities could pay as much as $35
billion a year within the next 15 years
because of sea level rise and hurricane
activity.

Conclusion: let’s lower the deficit;
let’s cut wasteful spending; let’s stop
wasting taxpayer money on dirty fossil
fuel resources that cost all of us a lot
more in the long term.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SIMPSON. I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chair, it is al-
most humorous to listen to someone
who wants to reduce the deficit and put
this money into the deficit reduction
account but then complains that we
are following sequestration, and it is
just too low and too crazy, and we need
to do away with sequestration. We need
to be able to spend more money.

The reality is, it is not that it is the
deficit reduction account; it is that it
is out of the fossil fuel program, which
is more than what the President rec-
ommended. The administration has pri-
orities, and Congress has priorities.
This bill reflects the priorities of the
subcommittee and the full committee
that brought it to the floor. The
amendment would reduce funding for
the fossil energy account by $45 million
in favor of deficit spending.

Fossil fuels such as coal, oil, and nat-
ural gas provide nearly 85 percent of
the energy used by the Nation’s homes
and businesses. Fossil fuels such as
coal, oil, and natural gas provide near-
ly 85 percent of the energy used by the
Nation’s homes and businesses and will
continue to provide for the majority of
our energy needs for the foreseeable fu-
ture.

The bill rejects the administration’s
proposed reductions to the fossil en-
ergy program, particularly the drastic
cuts to the coal program, which is cut
by $31 million in the budget request,
and instead funds these programs at
$605 million, a $34 million increase over
last year. With this additional funding,
the Office of Fossil Energy will target
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research into how water can be more
efficiently used in power plants, how
coal can be used to produce electric
power through fuel cells, and how to ef-
ficiently capture and store carbon from
our abundant natural resources.

This amendment would reduce fund-
ing for a program that ensures we use
our Nation’s fossil fuel resources as
well and as cleanly as possible. Let me
repeat. Fossil fuels, such as coal, oil,
and natural gas, provide nearly 85 per-
cent of the energy used by our Nation’s
homes and businesses, and will con-
tinue to provide for the majority of our
energy needs in the foreseeable future.

Therefore, I must oppose the amend-
ment and urge my colleagues to do so.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, do I
have time remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Minnesota has 2% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, surely
my friend and I can join together on
the spending reduction account on this
particular measure. It is not that much
money in the scope of this big event.
The fact is, we should all be trying to
reduce the deficit where we can, par-
ticularly when we are talking about in-
dustries that have combined profits of
a trillion dollars. A trillion.

I do not think my constituents in the
Fifth Congressional District of Min-
nesota need to foot the bill for R&D for
Exxon Mobil, Shell, Chevron, BP, and
ConocoPhillips. I think they should
pay their own R&D if they are banking
money like that. I think they are doing
just fine, and they don’t need more of
the average taxpayer’s dough.

Let me also say that we are already
giving the fossil fuel industry $550 bil-
lion a year in subsidies. Isn’t that
enough? Can’t they live with a little
less, given that they are making a tril-
lion dollars in combined profits? We
are giving them $550 billion in sub-
sidies, and they want more, and they
just cannot possibly do with $45 million
less than we are giving them already?

I have got to tell you, I have just got
a feeling that if they don’t get this
extra money, they will be fine. I feel
ConocoPhillips and Chevron will some-
how make it if they don’t get our
American taxpayers’ $45 million.
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I urge a very strong ‘‘yes’ in favor of
this amendment for deficit reduction
and to end a little bit of corporate wel-
fare.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SIMPSON. The vreality is
ExxonMobil, all of the other companies
you named, don’t get this money. This
money goes into research, research
that fuels 85 percent of the electrical
needs in this country—research.

Now, you could also say: If you are
going to do that, why not take away all
the money that goes into renewable en-
ergy research? Why not take away all
the money that goes into wind power
or into solar power or into nuclear
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power or into any of the other research
that we do?

It is just that some people can’t fath-
om the fact that 85 percent—that is
getting close to 100—but 85 percent of
our energy is produced by fossil fuel.
While the gentleman talks about def-
icit reduction, the reality is I think he
just wants to take some money out of
the fossil fuel research account.

I will be interested, being so inter-
ested in deficit reduction, how the vote
comes later on with the Republican
budget that will be before the House
later on, so I will be watching that
very closely.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota will be
postponed.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES

For Department of Energy expenses nec-
essary to carry out naval petroleum and oil
shale reserve activities, $17,500,000, to remain
available until expended: Provided, That,
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
unobligated funds remaining from prior
years shall be available for all naval petro-
leum and oil shale reserve activities.

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE

For Department of Energy expenses nec-
essary for Strategic Petroleum Reserve facil-
ity development and operations and program
management activities pursuant to the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6201 et seq.), $212,030,000, to remain available
until expended.

NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE

For Department of Energy expenses nec-
essary for Northeast Home Heating Oil Re-
serve storage, operation, and management
activities pursuant to the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.),
$7,600,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION

For Department of Energy expenses nec-
essary in carrying out the activities of the
Energy Information Administration,
$117,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

For Department of Energy expenses, in-
cluding the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment and
other expenses necessary for non-defense en-
vironmental cleanup activities in carrying
out the purposes of the Department of En-
ergy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.),
including the acquisition or condemnation of
any real property or any facility or for plant
or facility acquisition, construction, or ex-
pansion, $229,193,000, to remain available
until expended.

URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND
DECOMMISSIONING FUND

For Department of Energy expenses nec-

essary in carrying out uranium enrichment
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facility decontamination and decommis-
sioning, remedial actions, and other activi-
ties of title II of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, and title X, subtitle A, of the Energy
Policy Act of 1992, $625,000,000, to be derived
from the Uranium Enrichment Decontamina-
tion and Decommissioning Fund, to remain
available until expended, of which $32,959,000
shall be available in accordance with title X,
subtitle A, of the Energy Policy Act of 1992.
SCIENCE

For Department of Energy expenses includ-
ing the purchase, construction, and acquisi-
tion of plant and capital equipment, and
other expenses necessary for science activi-
ties in carrying out the purposes of the De-
partment of Energy Organization Act (42
U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the acquisition
or condemnation of any real property or fa-
cility or for plant or facility acquisition,
construction, or expansion, and purchase of
not more than 17 passenger motor vehicles
for replacement only, including one ambu-
lance and one bus, $5,100,000,000, to remain
available until expended: Provided, That of
such amount, $181,000,000 shall be available
until September 30, 2017, for program direc-
tion.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLORES

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 25, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert “‘(increased by $2,500,000)"".

Page 51, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 223, the gentleman
from Texas and a Member opposed each
will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I rise to
offer an important amendment that en-
sures that the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission is appropriately funded to
meet its core mission. The NRC’s work
is vital to the energy picture of our Na-
tion, and safety remains and always
will be the number one priority.

The NRC is funded in two ways: 10
percent of its budget comes from ap-
propriated funds from the taxpayers;
and, secondly, 90 percent of the fees are
collected from the nuclear industry.

While I am a strong supporter of nu-
clear power and safety, the NRC budget
has grown dramatically in the last dec-
ade from $669 million per year in 2005
to the current level of over $1 billion
this year. Herein lies the problem.

This chart lays out the picture that
we face today with the NRC. Under the
NRC’s 2005 budget, there were 3,108 em-
ployees responsible for oversight on 104
reactors and the review of 1,500 licens-
ing actions. In their fiscal year 2016
budget request of $1.032 billion, the
NRC called for 3,754 employees to over-
see 100 reactors and review 900 licens-
ing actions.

In summary, the number of reactors
has gone down by 4 percent; the num-
ber of licensing actions has gone down
by 40 percent; the number of employees
has gone up by 21 percent, and the
budget has grown by 54 percent.

Madam Chair, only in Washington
does the staff and the cost grow while
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the workload goes down. The historical
increases in both funding and staff re-
sources occurred in anticipation of new
reactors being built under a nuclear
renaissance for our country.

Unfortunately, due to increasing bu-
reaucratic red tape and other market
conditions, the work never material-
ized; thus, a shrinking nuclear industry
has faced an ever-growing regulator
over the past 10 years. Only in Wash-
ington, as I said before, does the bu-
reaucracy grow while the workload
shrinks.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
even admits that it needs to downsize.
In its February 2015 report entitled,
“Project Aim 2020,” they said the same
thing. Additionally, the NRC has 60
rulemakings underway, and they are
collecting additional fees from existing
reactors to make up for lost licensing
revenue. These fees are ultimately paid
by hard-working American families in
their electricity bills.

My amendment is simple. It reduces
funding by $25 million, or about 2.5 per-
cent, and would right-size the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to meet its
core mission and safely regulate our
existing nuclear fleet.

The industry share of support, or 90
percent of that, would be reduced by
$22.5 million, and the Federal share of
$2.5 would be redirected to basic re-
search in DOE’s Office of Science in
order to develop future American en-
ergy solutions.

Madam Chair, in the last few min-
utes, I have had the opportunity to
have great discussions with Chairman
SIMPSON, and I am confident that he is
aware of this issue and has taken steps
to do this. He said he would work with
me in the future to continue addressing
this issue. I am raising this today, but
I will be withdrawing my amendment.

I would like to thank Chairman
SIMPSON for his efforts to address this
issue and for agreeing to work with me
on the issue.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chair, I claim
time in opposition, although I am not
opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Idaho is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to thank the
gentleman for being dogged on this
issue. We share his concern. We had a
great hearing with all the commis-
sioners of the NRC. They also under-
stand this concern. It was the Aim
Project 2020 that they put together
that realized that they have too many
staff and they need to reduce it. They
want to do it in a responsible way.

In the full committee, we adopted an
amendment to reduce their budget by
$25 million. That is in addition to the
fact that they had carryover fund that
they could have spent last year that
they won’t have available this year.

Their budget is going down; whether
it is the right amount or not, we don’t
know yet, but we are going to keep on
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this because we want them to reestab-
lish their credibility in the world. They
need to do that because they are a reg-
ulatory agency that is very important,
and they do incredibly important work.

We are going to be holding hearings
again on this next year when we do
their budget to make sure they are fol-
lowing through on their commitment
to reduce their size and scope, particu-
larly the rulemaking authority that
they have got out there. Many people
believe they are writing far too many
rules, and some believe it is because
they have too many employees.

I appreciate the gentleman offering
this amendment and the discussion and
offering to withdraw the amendment.

Ms. KAPTUR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SIMPSON. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio.

Ms. KAPTUR. I would just say to the
offerer of the amendment from Texas
that I come from a part of the country
where the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion did not do its job for a long time.

I appreciate what you are attempting
to do, and all I would say is, coming
from a region where we have serious in-
fractions that put human life at risk
more than once, as you look at that
budget and try to improve it, do not as-
sume whatever levels of regulation ex-
isted in fact were appropriate because,
in many cases, they were shortchanged
and inadequate.

As you move forward in this impor-
tant arena, I would urge you to look at
the places in the country where mis-
takes happened and figure out why and
then direct resources to where they are
most important in this very important
technology.

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to withdraw
my amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee
will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
ROKITA) assumed the chair.
——

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-

nicated to the House by Mr. Brian
Pate, one of his secretaries.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Committee will resume its sitting.

—————

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016
The Committee resumed its sitting.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER
Mr. FOSTER. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.
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