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(As Prepared for Delivery)
This is a budget hearing. So let’s talk about the budget.
Since Republicans took the House majority in 2012, we’ve used our power of the purse to
readjust EPA’s budget from the outlier levels of 2009 to something more in line with the trend
set for 2008 spending levels and to reduce EPA staffing to 1989 levels.
Why? Why did we cut your agency’s budget?

It's not because Republicans are anti-environment. We all want to breathe clean air and drink
clean and safe water.

And it's not personal or political either.
We appreciate your time here today, Madam Administrator, and | appreciate your willingness to
work with Congress on coal ash legislation and to update the Toxic Substances Control Act.

But, cooperation should not be the exception to the rule.

The problem, and the reason we’ve cut your budget, is that your agency, is prioritizing new rules
and regulations that Congress never told you to pursue in the first place.

You’re not doing a bad job, you’re doing the wrong job...And that’s a big problem.
It's a problem because the Clean Power Plan you’re working on is unconstitutional.

It's a problem because the WOTUS power grab you’ve attempted ignores clearly worded
statutes, and

It's a problem because your cap-and-trade scheme was explicitly rejected by a bipartisan
majority in Congress.

This isn’t the way our Constitutional Republic is meant to operate. Congress writes the laws, not
the executive branch.

So by cutting EPA’s budget and reducing its staff levels, our intent is that you’ll refocus your
limited resources toward implementing and enforcing congressionally authorized core missions
and policies. We want you to do your job -- no more, no less.
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