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helped loved ones communicate with 
soldiers overseas. Finally, after writing 
to elected officials about his desire to 
enlist, he was able to join the National 
Guard in June of 2003. 

After basic training, Staff Sergeant 
Dreasky served in Cuba before volun-
tarily deploying to Iraq for Operation 
Iraqi Freedom. On November 21, 2005, 
an improvised explosive device deto-
nated near his military vehicle near 
Habbaniyah, Iraq. He sustained severe 
injuries and was transported to the 
burn center at Brooke Army Medical 
Center in Fort Sam Houston, Texas, for 
treatment. 

Wrapped in medical bandages and un-
able to stand, he struggled to salute 
President George W. Bush, who visited 
him in the hospital. With his father, 
Roger; mother, Cheryl; sister, Dawn; 
and Mandy by his side, Staff Sergeant 
Dreasky never lost his patriotism. 

For 8 months, Staff Sergeant 
Dreasky fought courageously for his 
life, but ultimately passed away on 
July 10, 2006. His legendary commit-
ment to his family, community, and 
country is a testament to his enduring 
and selfless love. Staff Sergeant 
Dreasky is remembered as an inspira-
tion to the citizens of Michigan, a sol-
dier of unyielding dedication and a 
hero. He will be sorely missed. 

Mr. Speaker, during his 31 years, 
Staff Sergeant Dreasky enriched the 
lives of everyone around him. Today, I 
ask my colleagues to join me in mourn-
ing his passing and honoring his con-
tributions to our community and our 
country. 

f 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim Mr. EMAN-
UEL’s time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I wanted 

to point out that last Friday, the New 
York Times had an ad on the editorial 
page, the title of which was ‘‘True En-
ergy Security,’’ and it says as a sub-
headline, ‘‘Interdependence is the Sur-
est Means of Protecting Against En-
ergy Shocks.’’ This ad was paid for by 
the largest energy company in the 
world, ExxonMobil. 

I called the New York Times to fig-
ure out how much money ExxonMobil 
had to pay for an ad in that newspaper 
to tell us how wonderful it is that they 
are charging us such high prices and 
that America is truly dependent on im-
ported fuel. Believe it or not, that ad 
cost $44,037. 

I started to calculate if I gave several 
people in my district $20 gas coupons 
based on the $44,037 that they spent 
just on that ad in that one newspaper 
to try to get into our minds and turn 
around in our heads what is actually 

happening and make us think they are 
doing us a favor, I could have over 2,000 
families in my district be able to save 
money through those coupons. 

This company made so much money 
last year, it blew the lid off Wall 
Street. They made the largest profits 
in the history of the New York stock 
market, billions and billions and bil-
lions of dollars. And are they lowering 
gas prices for our people? Never. They 
are raising them. And then they are 
telling us we should feel good about it. 

In fact, the ad says that the answer 
to energy security is interdependence. I 
wonder how much they had to pay a 
firm on Madison Avenue to invent that 
word? Because our country was not 
founded on interdependence on oil re-
gimes. Our country was founded on 
independence. Independence, not inter-
dependence. 

If you look at what is happening with 
our imports of petroleum, they now 
consume the largest share of our trade 
deficit with the world. Two-thirds to 
three-quarters of the gasoline you buy 
comes from petroleum that was refined 
from imports. That means your money, 
your hardearned money, is going some-
where, in the case of ExxonMobil we 
are talking about Saudi Arabia. And if 
we really look here at the last 20 years, 
every single year the amount of im-
ported petroleum has gone up, to the 
point where now, in 2006, it is about 
three-quarters. 

America has lost her independence. 
Independence. 

I am giving this Special Order to-
night because I want the American 
people to think about what it will take 
to become independent again; what it 
will take on the part of the leadership 
of the President of our country, this 
Congress, to help move us to a new en-
ergy age. 

In rural America, we know there are 
new biofuels on the horizon. Why isn’t 
our government helping our butanol, 
our ethanol, our biodiesel producers, to 
guarantee their investment for 30 
years, as we did when we set up rural 
electric and rural telephone across this 
country, so that small farmers can 
band together and have some sense 
that some big company like Exxon 
isn’t going to come in and squash them 
if they try to put a gas pump in a town 
and then ExxonMobil, who is so much 
bigger, can come in and put a gas pump 
right next to them, cut the price in 
half, because there is no competition 
by these oil cartels? 

We need this government to help the 
American people transition to a new 
energy age. So many farmers across 
this country can’t raise the security, 
they can’t raise the investment dollars 
in and of themselves. The hurdle is too 
high. We need to have the kind of lead-
ership Franklin Roosevelt gave us 
when we set up rural telephone and 
rural electric across this country and 
have a new rural energy initiative that 

would help America just in that sector 
modernize quickly, in the area of hy-
drogen fuels, in the area of new types 
of turbines. 

My goodness, we invest so much 
money in research across this govern-
ment, that ought to be at the top of ev-
eryone’s priority list. Yet the Sec-
retary of Defense said before our com-
mittee, well, Congresswoman, energy 
independence isn’t my job. 

What a wrong answer that was. The 
Department of Defense buys more pe-
troleum and more imported fuel than 
any other organization in this country, 
public or private. The Department of 
Defense ought to be leading America 
into energy independence again and 
unhook us from our dependence on oil 
regimes. 

f 

IS AMERICA BECOMING ANOTHER 
ROME? 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take the time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, this Hall that 

we work in every day is lined with 23 
marble busts of great lawgivers that 
influenced American law. We have 
Hammurabi, Gaius, Justinian, Napo-
leon and, of course, Moses over here in 
the very center. But one of those peo-
ple you won’t see up there is Caesar 
Flavius Valens. 

Let me take you back 1,642 years, Mr. 
Speaker, and let’s talk about a little 
bit of history. Caesar Valens controlled 
the Roman Empire. The Roman Empire 
at this time in the year 364 wasn’t just 
Italy. It controlled all the area to the 
Balkans, the Mediterranean coastline, 
including North Africa, France, and 
even Spain and part of what is now 
England; and the Caesar of the Roman 
Empire at this time was Flavius 
Valens. He controlled basically the 
eastern part of the empire. 

And while he is Caesar, the barbarian 
nation of the Goths to his northeast 
started coming toward the Roman Em-
pire. The reason was because the Huns, 
another barbarian group, had taken 
over the Goths’ land and moved them 
toward the Roman Empire. So they mi-
grated toward the Roman Empire, and 
at the time that this occurred, they 
came on the border. 

They were led by a person that was 
supposedly a friend of Rome, his name 
was Fritigern, King of the Goths, and 
he asked permission to come into 
Rome with some the Goths. 

Normally the Roman Government 
would not allow this, to have a state 
within a state; but, you see, Valens 
needed more people to be in his army 
and he needed more workers in the Em-
pire of Rome. So he granted permission 
for some of the Goths to come in le-
gally. But when the crossing started, 
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the Roman Government didn’t have 
enough border guards to control entry, 
and so massive waves of Goths came 
into the Roman Empire. 

What started out as a controlled 
entry mushroomed into a massive in-
flux. Several hundreds of thousands 
came across the Roman Empire. 

But the Goths did not take the oath 
to support the emperor. They did not 
assimilate. They did not become 
Roman. And a few years later, this 
state within a state revolted and inter-
nal war started. 

It culminated at the Battle of 
Adrianople. Most Americans don’t 
know where that is, but that is a place 
over in that area. It was the Waterloo 
for Valens. And the Goths and other 
barbarian groups assembled and took 
to the field. Of course, one of the Goth 
leaders was a person by the name of 
Fritigern, this supposed friend of 
Rome. 

The battle ensued and the Goths, 
with their large confederation, engaged 
the Roman cavalry. The Roman cav-
alry left. The Roman infantry was an-
nihilated. Over two-thirds of these 
thousands of legionnaires were mur-
dered, and Valens, of course was killed. 

I have a coin of Valens, it is about 
1,600 years old. He is not on our wall. I 
just have this coin of him, and just his 
head, because that was all that re-
mained of him after the Goths executed 
him, cut his head off, put it on a stake 
and marched around the Goth camp. 

Rome negotiated with all Goths and 
allowed them permanent status on 
Roman soil, and historians say this is 
one reason for the eventual fall of 
Rome, to allow a state to come into 
their state and refuse to make them as-
similate. And in 410, the Goths sacked 
the City of Rome. 

History speaks for itself, Mr. Speak-
er. Failure to control illegal entry into 
a country causes some problems, and 
we are not talking about legal entry. 
We are talking about illegal entry. And 
it encourages a state within a state. 
And when people come illegally to a 
nation and refuse to take allegiance to 
that country, start sending money to 
another nation and they don’t even 
learn the language, is America asking 
for trouble? Is America becoming just 
another Rome? 

Mr. Speaker, there are many reasons 
for the fall of Rome, but one of those 
reasons is simply the failure to control 
who came into their nation. I think the 
analogy is obvious. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

b 1615 

REAL SECURITY PLAN FOR 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF) is recognized for 60 

minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
Representative VAN HOLLEN and I will 
be discussing one of the core issues of 
national security, and that is energy 
independence. 

National security is the core function 
of our government. For most of our 
history as a Nation, bipartisanship 
governed American national security 
policymaking. In the words of Senator 
Arthur Vandenberg, a Republican, 
‘‘Politics must end at the water’s 
edge.’’ 

A succession of American Presidents 
from Woodrow Wilson to Harry Tru-
man to Dwight Eisenhower to Ronald 
Reagan guided this Nation through two 
world wars and the tense decades of the 
Cold War. Their leadership was based 
on asserting America’s power in a way 
that advanced the ideals of our found-
ers, and which made America a beacon 
to millions of people who were suf-
fering under fascism and communism. 

Most importantly, these men knew 
the limits of any one Nation’s ability, 
and they saw the wisdom of marshaling 
our strength with that of other free-
dom-loving people. They listened to 
the counsel of our allies and members 
of both parties here at home. 

The current administration has too 
often believed that it has the answers 
and does not need to pay attention to 
the ideas of others. This refusal to lis-
ten to other voices and an excessively 
partisan and ideological approach has 
resulted in an America that is more 
isolated than at any time in the post-
war era. 

Around the world, among nations 
that should be our strong allies, we are 
less often seen as a force for good in 
the world, and this has jeopardized the 
cooperation we must have to win the 
war on terror. This has been most 
clearly seen in Iraq, where insistence 
on invading the country without the 
broad international coalition we as-
sembled in the Gulf War, and then our 
brushing aside offers of help from the 
international community, have seri-
ously undermined the war effort and 
increased the burden that our troops 
and our country must bear. 

But Iraq is not the only challenge 
facing our Nation. The ongoing crisis 
involving Israel, and Hamas and 
Hezbollah terrorists, Iran’s standoff 
with the international community over 
its nuclear program, and a similar 
faceoff with North Korea are all com-
peting for the attention of American 
policymakers. 

In each of those crises, America’s 
ability to marshal international sup-
port and use the full range of our power 
to effect a positive outcome has been 
undermined by the administration’s in-
effective stewardship of our national 
security. Democrats have developed a 
comprehensive blueprint to better pro-
tect America and to restore our Na-

tion’s position of international leader-
ship. 

Our plan, Real Security, was devised 
with the assistance of a broad range of 
experts, former military officers, re-
tired diplomats, law enforcement per-
sonnel, homeland security experts and 
others, who helped identify key areas 
where current policies have failed and 
where new ones were needed. 

In a series of six Special Orders, my 
colleagues and I have been sharing 
with the American people our vision 
for a more secure America. The plan 
has five pillars, and each of our Special 
Order hours have been addressing each 
of them in turn: Building a military for 
the 21st century, winning the war on 
terrorism, securing our homeland, a 
way forward in Iraq, and achieving en-
ergy independence for America, the 
subject of Ms. KAPTUR’s recent 5- 
minute speech. 

During our first Special Order we dis-
cussed the first pillar of our plan, 
building a military for the 21st cen-
tury. To briefly summarize what we 
discussed 2 weeks ago, here are the ele-
ments of that pillar: Rebuild a state-of- 
the-art military; develop the world’s 
best equipment and training, and main-
tain that equipment and training; ac-
curate intelligence and a strategy for 
success; a GI bill of Rights for the 21st 
century; and strengthening the Na-
tional Guard. 

We next discussed a comprehensive 
plan to win the war on terror, which fo-
cused on a wide-ranging series of strat-
egies to destroy the threat posed by Is-
lamic radicalism. This involves de-
stroying al Qaeda and finishing the job 
in Afghanistan; doubling special forces 
and improving intelligence; elimi-
nating terrorist breeding grounds; pre-
ventative diplomacy and new inter-
national leadership; securing loose nu-
clear materials by 2010; stopping nu-
clear weapons development in Iran and 
North Korea. 

The job of securing our homeland re-
mains unfinished. In the wake of 9/11, 
there have been numerous commissions 
and investigations at the Federal, 
State and local level as well as a mul-
titude of private studies. All of them, 
all of them, have pointed to a broad 
systemic and other flaws in our home-
land security program. 

Almost 2 years ago, the independent 
9/11 Commission published its report, 
but most of its recommendations have 
yet to be implemented. Our homeland 
security plan requires the implementa-
tion of all of the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations. It provides for the 
screening of all containers and cargo. 

It safeguards our nuclear and chem-
ical plants. It prohibits outsourcing of 
ports, airports and mass transit to for-
eign interests. Trains and equips our 
first responders and invests in public 
health to safeguard Americans. 

In early June we discussed our plan 
for Iraq, a new course to make 2006 a 
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