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think about immigration policy just
because these people were Killed by il-
legal immigrants in this country, peo-
ple that most of them have been de-
ported more than once for committing
other crimes in this country, and then
you have cities in this country passing
laws, telling their police officers, tell-
ing their law enforcement personnel
that they cannot enforce the law.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GERLACH). Members are reminded to di-
rect their remarks to the Chair and not
to the television audience.

———

BRAND NEW, BOLD VISIONARY EN-
ERGY POLICY FOR AMERICA
NEEDS TO BE ADOPTED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for
the remaining time to midnight.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, | would
advise the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. TANCREDO) that there may be time
left at the end of my presentation.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. INSLEE. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Colorado.

Mr. TANCREDO. May |
time?

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, | would
yield any remaining time to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of
history made in this building, and one
of the most magnificent things that
happened in this building happened
right behind me on May 9, 1961, and
that decision by young President in
1961 1 will talk about a little bit is a
model that | think we ought to follow
given the challenge our country now
faces.

On May 9, 1961, John F. Kennedy
came to this Chamber to the rostrum
behind me and challenged America in a
very bold, visionary challenge to put
an American on the Moon within that
decade, and it was an extraordinarily
ambitious challenge, and he did so be-
cause he had the innate understanding
of the can-do attitude of Americans, of
the tremendous technological cre-
ativity of Americans, and the recogni-
tion that America is not a country that
ever rests on its laurels but always is
looking over the horizon.

Indeed, that challenge was met, and
when you think about it, it was a rel-
atively historic thing to meet that
challenge because, at the time he made
it, frankly many pundits thought that
the challenge was wildly unrealistic,
wildly optimistic and there was no way
that America was going to meet the
challenge. Kennedy’s sense of optimism
was fulfilled, and America indeed put a
man on the Moon within the close of
that decade and brought him and them
home safely.
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That decision and that challenge and
that sense of optimism of John F. Ken-
nedy is something we now need to
recreate this year, in the year 2003, in
adopting a brand-new bold, visionary
energy policy for America because
many of us here believe in this Cham-
ber that the moment is ripe for the
Congress to create a promise and a
challenge of America that is equally
bold, equally visionary, and ultimately
equally achievable as Kennedy’s chal-
lenge to put a man on the Moon in the
next 10 years.

As a result of that, | am working
with a group here in the United States
House of Representatives in an attempt
to propose and pass into law what we
call the New Apollo Energy Project,
and we do so because we believe that
we need to seize the moment of techno-
logical promise and the can-do spirit of
America to, in fact, move forward to a
new clean energy future for America,
an energy future that will not be bound
by the chains that are hampering us so
much in our foreign policy, by the fact
that we are now losing jobs to other
countries who are moving ahead of us,
regrettably, in new, clean energy fu-
tures and in an energy future that will
reduce the amount that we are contrib-
uting to global climate change gases in
our atmosphere.

So what we are doing is working to
build a consensus in the House to adopt
not an old, previous century policy
that is dependent on the technologies
of the past, but one that leans forward
to the technologies of the future and
the industry of the future and the jobs
of the future; and we believe this is the
year to do that.

Right now, the other Chamber is con-
sidering an energy package. The House
has passed one which is regrettably
very, very short of this goal; but we
want to continue to work on that, and
| have come to the floor to address the
House tonight about what a New Apol-
lo Energy future would look like and
why it is necessary.

This New Apollo Energy future we
think needs to accomplish three goals,
and we think goal-setting is important
for a Nation as it is for any other group
or team. So we would set three na-
tional goals in the New Apollo Energy
Project.

Goal number one, we believe we
should set a new national goal of cre-
ating 3 million new jobs, well-paying
jobs in the next 15 years that would, in
fact, be dedicated to these new tech-
nologies that are on the cusp of coming
to become market-based technologies,
and we believe it is fundamentally im-
portant for America to say those jobs
need to be American jobs. They need to
be home grown, and the reason they
need to be home grown is that we
know, looking over the horizon just a
bit, that there are going to be new in-
dustries built up with these new tech-
nologies, wind, solar, a huge number of
efficiencies from cars to air condi-
tioners to housing implements, to geo-
thermal, a whole slew of new tech-

H6459

nologies and new industrial bases that
are going to come on line, and we want
the jobs to manufacture those goods, to
build those transmission lines, to build
those wind plants to be right here in
America.

Sadly, right now, that is not hap-
pening. Sadly, because of our retro-
grade policies, we are giving away
those jobs. We are giving away the jobs
for solar cell production to German
companies. We are losing the jobs in
the auto industry to energy efficient
vehicles in Japan. We are even losing
good, high-paying manufacturing jobs
to the little, though impressive, coun-
try of Denmark which is ahead of us in
wind turbine technology.
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We think it is time to right that ship
and say that this Nation is going to
seize its manifest destiny of being the
technological leader of the world and
at the same time grow these 3 million
jobs at home.

This is an economic development
issue, and we believe that one of the
most prudent, highest payoff invest-
ments that America can make is to in-
vest $300 billion over the next decade in
the research and development, in the
incentives, in the incentives for manu-
facturers to help them retool their in-
dustries, incentives to consumers to
help them buy energy-efficient prod-
ucts, to the use of the government fa-
cilities to help spread this new tech-
nology. That is an extremely wise in-
vestment to make sure that we grow
jobs at home in the new technologies of
the future. This is an industrial devel-
opment program for this millennium,
and we need to seize that moment.

Second goal: We need to break our
addiction to Middle Eastern oil. We all
know that on a bipartisan basis we
have been slaves at various moments
to the addiction of oil coming from the
Persian Gulf, and it has tainted our
foreign policy in various ways. It has
made America, for its own economic
interest, act in ways that is not in its
long-term liberty interest or security
interest. And it is high time that
America become more energy-inde-
pendent so that we can make decisions
about foreign policy free from the
chains of this addiction.

So we believe that we need to set a
national goal to reduce our oil con-
sumption, and we believe there is some
very realistic goals we can set. Again,
goal-setting is important, and we need
to set a national goal in three parts:
Number one, to reduce our oil con-
sumption by 600,000 barrels a day by
the year 2010. Now, that is roughly the
amount of oil that we previously had
gotten from lIrag. It is doable, it is
achievable, and it is important to our
foreign policy and our economic devel-
opment.

By the year 2015, we ought to adopt
measures to reduce our oil imports by
1.5 million barrels a day, which is
roughly the equivalent we have im-
ported from Saudi Arabia historically.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-19T12:02:12-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




