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June 25,2014

Mr. Frank Rusco

Director

Energy and Science Issues

U.S. Government Accountability Office
441 G Street, N. W,

Washington, D.C. 20548

Dear Mr. Rusco:

Thank you for appearing before the Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations on Friday,
May 30, 2014, to testify at the hearing entitled “Department of Energy Oversight: Status of L.oan
Programs.”

Pursuant to the Rules of the Committee on Energy and Commerce, the hearing record remains
open for ten business days to permit Members to submit additional questions for the record, which are
attached. The format of your responses to these questions should be as follows: (1) the name of the
Member whose question you are addressing, (2) the complete text of the question you are addressing in
bold, and (3) your answer to that question in plain text.

To facilitate the printing of the hearing record, please respond to these questions with a
transmittal letter by the close of business on Wednesday, July 9, 2014. Your responses should be mailed
to Brittany Havens, Legislative Clerk, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 2125 Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, D.C. 20515 and e-mailed in Word format to brittany.havens@mail.house.gov.

Thank you again for your time and cffort preparing and delivering testimony before the
Subcommittee.

Sincerely,

Tim Murphy
Chairman
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations

cc: Diana DeGette, Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations

Attachment



Attachment—Additional Questions for the Record

The Honorable Gene Green

1. The IG Report stated that “recommendations made by the Office of Inspector General and
the Government Accountability Office are statutorily requested to be tracked and
implemented” whereas Independent Reviews are not. Going back to the four
recommendations on which DOE has made significant progress, was there any overlap
between earlier GAO recommendations and the Independent Review recommendations?

2. Did the Independent Review shed new light on anything GAO hadn’t already covered?



