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Amendments to H.R. 5325 — FY 2013 Energy and Water Development and
Related Agencies Appropriations Act (Frelinghuysen, R-NJ)

Order of Business: H.R. 5325 is expected to be considered, beginning June 1, 2012, under an open
rule providing for consideration of germane amendments under the five minute rule.

RSC Staff Contact: Curtis Rhyne, Curtis.Rhyne@mail.house.gov, (202) 226-8576.

Amendments Printed in the Congressional Record For May 31, 2012:

1. Graves (R-MO): This amendment caps funding for the Missouri River Recovery Program
at $50,000,000.

2. McClintock (R-CA): This amendment eliminates funding for the Department of Energy,
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. This amount is currently funded at
$1,450,960,000, and this amount is moved to the Spending Reduction Account. The
Department of Energy, Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy account includes funding
for energy efficiency and renewable energy activities. Americans for Prosperity will be
key voting in favor of this amendment.

3. McClintock (R-CA): This amendment reduces funding for the Nuclear Energy account
under the Department of Energy. This account is reduced by $514,391,000, and this amount
is transferred to the Spending Reduction Account. Americans for Prosperity will be key
voting in favor of this amendment.

4. McClintock (R-CA): This amendment eliminates funding for the Department of Energy’s
Fossil Energy Research and Development account and moves it to the Spending Reduction
Account. The amount is currently set at $554,000,000. Americans for Prosperity and
Heritage Action for America will be key voting in favor of this amendment.
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McClintock (R-CA): This amendment eliminates funding for the Department of Energy’s
Fossil Energy Research and Development account and moves it to the Spending Reduction
Account. The amount is currently set at $554,000,000, including $115,753,000 for program
direction. Americans for Prosperity and Heritage Action for America will be key
voting in favor of this amendment.

McClintock (R-CA): This amendment eliminates funding for the Department of Energy,
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy (currently set at $1,450,960,000) including the
$115,000,000 for program direction. Americans for Prosperity will be key voting in
favor of this amendment.

. Gardner (R-CO) & Welch (D-VT): This amendment prohibits funding to the Secretary of
Energy to comply with the Department’s energy management requirements under section
543(f)(7) of the National Energy Conservation Policy Act. A similar amendment was
offered to H.R. 5854 (Military Construction Appropriations) and passed by voice vote.

. Kucinich (D-OH): This amendment prohibits funding to provide new loan guarantees
under section 1703 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005.

Amendments Printed in the Congressional Record For June 1, 2012:

Burgess (R-TX) & Markey (D-MA): The amendment reduces funding for Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation within the Department of Energy. This funding is currently set at
$2,283,024,000 and this amendment transfers $100,000,000 to the Spending Reduction
Account.

This amendment is similar to the amendment offered by Reps. Pearce & Markey to the
National Defense Authorization Act, which was regarding develop of uranium enrichment
technology. This amendment failed to pass the House by a roll call vote of 121-300. The
RSC’s full summary of the Pearce/Markey amendment can be found here.

Talking points from the office of Rep. Burgess:

» “USEC has so poorly run its facilities since its inception two decades ago that on
May 15, 2012, S&P gave USEC a credit rating of CCC+, placing it on CreditWatch
with ‘negative implications’.”

» “DOE’s own documents indicate that down-blending Highly Enriched Uranium
(HEU) for purposes of obtaining tritium would cost taxpayers about $388 million.
By contrast, having USEC do the work would cost anywhere from $616 million-
$1.02 billion.”

» “USEC was recently warned that it was in danger of being de-listed by the New
York Stock Exchange. Delisting would mean that the company’s stock would
essentially be reduced to speculative "penny stock" status, reducing the market for
the company’s shares.”

» “Bailing out a company that can’t stand on its own two feet — even after billions of
dollars of federal bailouts have already been given to the company — is fiscal
insanity.”


http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2012/roll287.xml
http://rsc.jordan.house.gov/UploadedFiles/051712_HR4310_AMTs_PART2.pdf

10.

> “The $100 million earmark contained in the Energy and Water Appropriations Act
exceeds the $86 million dollar market capitalization of the ENTIRE company.”

The following information is from the office or Rep. Turner:

According to the National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA), in the near future, the
United States will need a fully domestic source of “unrestricted” enriched uranium, based on
domestically-developed technology, to support the nuclear weapons program and Navy
nuclear reactors program.

According to Rep. Turner’s office: The amendment supporters tout URENCO USA
(formerly LES), a subsidiary of a European company which operates a uranium enrichment
plant in southern New Mexico, as a competitor to sell enriched uranium to the federal
government. Because URENCO is foreign-owned and uses foreign-owned technology,
international agreements prevent the U.S. government from purchasing enriched uranium
from it for military or defense purposes. Regardless of those agreements, the U.S. must
never rely on foreign companies for such a critical component of our nuclear deterrent.

Also according to Rep. Turner’s office: In fact, last month, NNSA briefed Members on the
importance of developing a domestic source of uranium enrichment to our national security.
Below are two excerpts from the Official Use Only document:
» “Uranium used to support national security missions such as producing tritium for
the nuclear weapon stockpile must be U.S.-origin and unobligated.”
» “An indigenous uranium enrichment capability is required to support national
security and meet nuclear non-proliferation objectives.”

Burgess (R-TX): This amendment prohibits funding to enforce section 430.32(x) of title
10, Code of Federal Regulation or to implement or enforce the standards contained in
section 325(i)(1)(B) of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295(i)(1)(B))
with respect to BPAR incandescent reflector lamps, BR incandescent reflector lamps, and
ER incandescent reflector lamps. A very similar amendment, H.Amdt 678, passed the
House on July 15, 2011, by voice vote.

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 contained a provision to phase-out the
use of the traditional incandescent light bulbs and mandate that only certain “energy
efficient” light bulbs may be sold in the U.S. after January 1, 2012. Since the provision was
signed into law, many conservatives have argued that it is essentially a “ban” on being able
to purchase a certain type of light bulb, reducing freedom of choice in products for
consumers. Many Members of the RSC have championed repeal efforts starting in 2007. It
has become so unpopular in many circles across the nation that the repeal effort has its own
website.

While this provision was intended to save on electricity costs and limit pollution by
mandating the replacement of traditional incandescent light bulbs with energy-efficient
alternatives, like many government mandates, it ended up creating a number of unintended
consequences including:
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Job Losses: As might be imagined when the federal government gets involved with
something as commonly used as a light bulb, there are severe economic ramifications. With
more and more light bulb manufacturing plants shut down due to the ban, many Americans
have found themselves out of work. Additionally, most compact fluorescent light or CFLs
are not manufactured in the United States. Last year General Electric closed their last
remaining ordinary incandescent light bulb plant in the U.S., located in Winchester, V.A.
This plant sustained 200 jobs, and their work is now being shipped overseas to places like
China, where production of CFLs is much cheaper.

Inefficiency: CFLs are also not designed to be turned off and on frequently. Their lifespan
may be reduced by up to 85 percent if you switch them off and on per normal use. Industry
experts claim that new and improved energy efficient bulbs are in development and some
are available on the open market. Consumers should be able to buy them if they choose to,
but the government shouldn't manipulate the market by outlawing the competition.

Health Risks: In addition to causing job loss, individuals with certain health conditions can
be harmed by CFLs, including Lupus patients that suffer from extreme photosensitivity and
others who experience disabling eczema-like reactions that can lead to skin cancer. CFLs
also contain mercury and have to be disposed of carefully. The amount of mercury in one
bulb can be enough to contaminate up to 6,000 gallons of water beyond safe drinking
levels. European countries are already well aware of the new low-energy bulb hazards. In
fact, a study by Germany’s Federal Environment Agency found that when one of them
breaks, it emits levels of toxic vapor up to 20 times higher than the safe guideline limit for
an indoor area. If a bulb is smashed, the U.K.’s Health Protection Agency advice is for
householders to evacuate the room and leave it to ventilate for 15 minutes. From healthcare,
to the cost of gasoline, to even the light bulbs you buy, lawmakers and bureaucrats in
Washington are making too many decisions that are better left to American families.

Gohmert (R-TX): The amendment prohibits funding to be used by the Department of
Energy for the new construction, purchase, or lease of any facility, land, or space in the
District of Columbia. This amendment does not apply to contracts were entered into before
the date of enactment. According to the General Services Administration, the federal
government currently has 261 leases within the District of Colombia. These leases total
21,284,998 square feet (488.64 acres).

Tipton (R-CO): The amendment prohibits funding to be used to conduct a survey in which
money is included or provided for the benefit of the responder. It does not prohibit federal
agencies form gathering public input or sending out surveys, it simply puts and end to the
arguably unethical practice of giving away taxpayer dollars to solicit a desired response.

Broun (R-GA): The amendment strikes language in the legislation that allows the
Secretary of Energy to waive the allocation formula when allocating weatherization
assistance funds to the states and tribes.

Broun (R-GA): The amendment prohibits funding to be used by the Department of Energy
Advanced Research Projects Agency--Energy to provide awards to projects with expected
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Technology Readiness Levels (TRL) of TRL 7, TRL 8, or TRL 9 at the end of the project, as
described by the ARPA E eXCHANGE User Guide.

Broun (R-GA): The amendment prohibits funding to be used for expenditures related to
advertising, promoting the sale of products or services, and raising capital in contravention
of the requirements of sections 31.205 1 and 31.205 27 of title 48 of the Code of Federal
Regulations.

Broun (R-GA): The amendment prohibits funding to subordinate any loan obligation to
other financing in violation of section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C.
16512) or to subordinate any Guaranteed Obligation to any loan or other debt obligations in
violation of section 609.10 of title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations.

Cravaack (R-MN): The amendment prohibits funding to require grant recipients to replace
any lighting that does not meet or exceed the energy efficiency standard set forth in section
325 of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295).

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 contained a provision to phase-out the
use of the traditional incandescent light bulbs and mandate that only certain “energy
efficient” light bulbs may be sold in the U.S. after January 1, 2012. Since the provision was
signed into law, many conservatives have argued that it is essentially a “ban” on being able
to purchase a certain type of light bulb, reducing freedom of choice in products for
consumers. Many Members of the RSC have championed repeal efforts starting in 2007. It
has become so unpopular in many circles across the nation that the repeal effort has its own
website.

While this provision was intended to save on electricity costs and limit pollution by
mandating the replacement of traditional incandescent light bulbs with energy-efficient
alternatives, like many government mandates, it ended up creating a number of unintended
consequences including:

Job Losses: As might be imagined when the federal government gets involved with
something as commonly used as a light bulb, there are severe economic ramifications. With
more and more light bulb manufacturing plants shut down due to the ban, many Americans
have found themselves out of work. Additionally, most compact fluorescent light or CFLs
are not manufactured in the United States. Last year General Electric closed their last
remaining ordinary incandescent light bulb plant in the U.S., located in Winchester, V.A.
This plant sustained 200 jobs, and their work is now being shipped overseas to places like
China, where production of CFLs is much cheaper.

Inefficiency: CFLs are also not designed to be turned off and on frequently. Their lifespan
may be reduced by up to 85 percent if you switch them off and on per normal use. Industry
experts claim that new and improved energy efficient bulbs are in development and some
are available on the open market. Consumers should be able to buy them if they choose to,
but the government shouldn't manipulate the market by outlawing the competition.
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» Health Risks: In addition to causing job loss, individuals with certain health conditions can
be harmed by CFLs, including Lupus patients that suffer from extreme photosensitivity and
others who experience disabling eczema-like reactions that can lead to skin cancer. CFLs
also contain mercury and have to be disposed of carefully. The amount of mercury in one
bulb can be enough to contaminate up to 6,000 gallons of water beyond safe drinking
levels. European countries are already well aware of the new low-energy bulb hazards. In
fact, a study by Germany’s Federal Environment Agency found that when one of them
breaks, it emits levels of toxic vapor up to 20 times higher than the safe guideline limit for
an indoor area. If a bulb is smashed, the U.K.’s Health Protection Agency advice is for
householders to evacuate the room and leave it to ventilate for 15 minutes. From healthcare,
to the cost of gasoline, to even the light bulbs you buy, lawmakers and bureaucrats in
Washington are making too many decisions that are better left to American families.

18. Harris (R-MD): The amendment prohibits funding any portion of the International
program activities at the Office of the Department of Energy with the exception of the
activities authorized in section 917 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007
(42 U.S.C. 17337). According to the sponsor, this amendment would prohibit the use of
funds for many of the international programs in the Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy program, including a proposed $600,000 “Sustainable Cities” project with China and
India. A very similar amendment (H.Amdt. 675) passed the House on July 15, 2011 by a
roll call vote of 236-185.

Amendments Offered or Expected to be Offered:

Chabot (R-OH): The amendment reduces funding for the Appalachian Regional Commission by
$75,317,000, the Delta Regional Authority by $11,677,000, the Denali Commission by
$10,679,000, the Northern Border Regional Commission by $1,425,000, and the Southeast Crescent
Regional Commission by $250,000. The amendment transfers $99,348,000 to the Spending
Reduction Account. Heritage Action for America will be key-voting in favor of this
amendment.

Fortenberry (R-NE): The amendment would prohibit funding to finalize, implement, or enforce
the propose rule entitled “Energy Conservation Program: Energy Conservation Standards for
Battery Charges and External Power Supplies.” According to the sponsor, this amendment would
block the Department of Energy from implementing energy conservation standards for golf car
battery chargers. The proposed rule would likely lead to the loss of American jobs while achieving
minimal energy savings.

Hirono (D-HI), Chu (D-CA), Matsui (D-CA), Lee (D-CA), & Carnahan (D-MO): The
amendment would increase funding for the Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy (ARPA-
E). According to the sponsor, the amendment would transfer $133.4 million from the Fossil Fuel
R&D account, bringing ARPA-E's funding to $333.4 million. RSC Staff have not seen the text of
this amendment. This summary is based off information provided by the sponsor’s office.

Luetkemeyer (R-MO): The amendment would prohibit funding to continue the study conducted
by the Army Corps of Engineers pursuant to section 5018(a)(1) of the Water Resources
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Development Act of 2007. According to the sponsor, this prohibits funding for the Missouri River
Ecosystem Restoration Plan (MRERP). MRERP was first created to study potential habitat loss and
work through requirements of the Endangered Species Act, has become a tool for the promotion of
the return of the river to its most natural state with little regard for navigation, trade, power
generation, or the many people who depend on the Missouri River and adjacent lands for their
livelihoods. A similar amendment, H.Amdt. 677, was offered during the FY2012 appropriations
process and passed the House by voice vote.

Luetkemeyer (R-MO): This amendment would prohibit funds for the Missouri River Authorized
Purposes Study (MRAPS). According to the sponsor, it is essential that the $25 million first
earmarked for MRAPS, which has already cost American taxpayers $7.6 million, is prohibited
through the end of Fiscal Year 2013. MRAPS comes on the heels of a comprehensive, $35 million,
17-year study, completed in 2004, that confirmed that the current authorized purposes are important
and should be maintained. The House has passed a similar amendment to eliminate MRAPS
funding in H.R. 1 by a roll call vote of 245 to 176. A similar amendment, H.Amdt. 676, was
offered during the FY2012 appropriations process and passed the House by voice vote.

Reed (R-NY) & Higgins (D-NY): The amendment increases funding for the Department of
Energy’s Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup account by $36,000,000. It reduces funding for the
Department of Energy’s salaries and expenses by $18,000,000. It also reduces funding for the
Office of the Administrator in the National Nuclear Security Administration by $18,000,000.

Shimkus (R-1L): The amendment reduces funding for Departmental Administration for Salaries
and Expenses of the Department of Energy by $10,000,000. The amendment increases funding for
Salaries and Expenses with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. According to the sponsor, this
amendment increases the amount appropriated to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the
review of the Yucca Mountain licensing application by $10 million.

Stearns (R-FL), Scalise (R-LA), Adams (R-FL), Broun (R-GA): The amendment prohibits the
Department of Energy from using funding to subordinate taxpayers’ interest in any loan guarantee.

Stearns (R-FL): The amendment reduces funding for the Advanced Research Projects Agency,
which was established by section 5012 of the America COMPETES Act (PL 110-69). It reduces
the funding by $20,000,000 and transfers that amount to the Spending Reduction Account. The
RSC listed several potential conservative concerns with the American Competes Act in our original
Legislative Bulletin which can be viewed here.

Stearns (R-FL): The amendment prohibits the Department of Energy from using funding for the
purchase of any light duty vehicles.

Woodall (R-GA): The amendment would prohibit funds made available by this bill (such as loans,
loan guarantees, and grants) from being used by companies that have not verified their workforce
with E-Verify.
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