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Messrs. STEARNS, SHAYS and

ABERCROMBIE changed their vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the conference report accom-
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panying H.R. 2311, and that I may in-
clude tabular and extraneous material.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Alabama?
There was no objection.
———

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2311,
ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2002

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 272, I call up
the conference report on the bill (H.R.
2311) making appropriations for energy
and water development for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 272, the con-
ference report is considered as having
been read.

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of
October 30, 2001, at page H7418.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. CALLAHAN)
and the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
VISCLOSKY) each will control 30 min-
utes.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
to the House the conference report on
H.R. 2311, the fiscal year 2002 Energy
and Water Development Appropriations
Act.

At the outset, I would like to state
how pleased I am that the conference
committee was able to work out the
dramatic differences between the
House and Senate bills so amicably and
to such a positive effect. Given the
great divide over the House and Senate
priorities, many concluded that we
would never be able to resolve our dif-
ferences. Not only did we resolve those
differences, we did so in such a way
that the critical priorities of the House
and Senate were carefully protected.

I am proud of the agreement struck
between the House and Senate on en-
ergy and water development programs.
It was a difficult and arduous negotia-
tion, but the product of our delibera-
tions is a package that will help
strengthen our defense, rebuild our
critical infrastructure, and increase
our scientific knowledge.

The total amount included in the
conference agreement for energy and
water programs is $24.6 billion. This is
$891 million over the amount included
in the House-passed bill and about $2.1
billion over the budget request.

I am especially pleased with the level
of funding we have recommended for
the civil works program of the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers. At $4.5 bil-
lion, the recommended funding is $586
million higher than the administra-
tion’s inadequate budget request. The
majority of this increase, about $391
million, is in the Corps’ construction
program. While that may sound like a
large increase, the amount we have
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recommended is about the same as the
amount the Corps spent in fiscal year
2001 on construction. If we had funded
the construction program at the level
requested by the administration, the
result would have been schedule delays,
increased project costs, and the loss of
project benefits.

For the Bureau of Reclamation, we
have provided $914 million, which is $95
million above the budget request.

For the nondefense programs of the
Department of Energy, we were able to
provide modest increases over the last
year for several programs. The basic
research performed by the Department
of Energy has led to many of the tech-
nological breakthroughs that have
helped our economy grow. These pro-
grams will even be more important as
we move into the 21st century.

I am pleased to report that the addi-
tional allocation we received has en-
abled us to fund these programs slight-
ly above the levels requested by the ad-
ministration. For renewable energy
programs, we were able to provide
about $19 million over the House-
passed level.

For the Atomic Energy Defense Pro-
grams of the Department of Energy,
the conference agreement includes
$14.7 billion, a significant increase of
almost $1.2 billion over the budget re-
quest. These funds will ensure that we
have a reliable and safe nuclear weap-
ons stockpile, continue to fund impor-
tant nuclear nonproliferation programs
to secure nuclear materiels in Russia,
and meet our commitments to commu-
nities throughout the United States to
clean up the damage done to the envi-
ronment over the past 40 years.

I want to thank my Senate counter-
part, Chairman HARRY REID, and his
ranking minority member, Senator
PETE DOMENICI, for their cooperation
and hard work. Moreover, I would like
to expression my sincere appreciation
to my colleagues on the House Sub-
committee on Energy and Water Devel-
opment, whose devoted efforts made
this conference report possible.

I am especially grateful to my good
friend and ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY). I
want to thank our full committee
chairman, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG), and the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) for their coopera-
tion in enabling us to bring this con-
ference report before the House today.

Finally, I would like to express my
deep appreciation and sincere gratitude
to the House Appropriations staff for
the Subcommittee for Energy and
Water Development: Bob Schmidt,
Jeanne Wilson, Kevin Cook, Paul
Tuminello, Tracey LaTurner, Dave Kil-
lian, Rich Kaelin, Jennifer Watkins,
and my personal staff, Mike Sharp and
Nancy Tippins.

Their expertise, knowledge, and ne-
gotiating skills have helped produce
the bipartisan product that we present
for Members’ consideration today, and
each is to be commended for their fine
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