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The institute goes on to say that the 

institute is designed to help develop 
new technologies and devices that com-
mercialize them. Now, with taxpayers 
shouldering over $5 trillion in Federal 
debt, why do we need to fund programs 
for the benefit of commercializing 
products? 

This institute was created in 2004. 
According to the Department of Home-
land Security, the agency which is 
charged with overseeing this, the De-
partment has never requested funds for 
the National Institute for Hometown 
Security. Why are we doing this 
through an earmark? 

I must ask the question: Would this 
institute exist in the first place if se-
lect members of a powerful committee 
did not direct the spending for it? 

Since receiving its first earmark, the 
institute has received more than $60 
million in Federal earmarks, including 
$12 million in 2005, $20 million in 2006, 
$20 million in 2007, $11 million in 2008. 
If this earmark is approved, the insti-
tute will have received $74 million in 
earmark funding. For what? What has 
the center produced or achieved that 
can possibly be worth this kind of 
money? Will we continue to earmark 
for this institute indefinitely? 

I am certain, if I had the opportunity 
to challenge this earmark on the House 
floor during regular order, the sponsor 
might be glad to highlight what he be-
lieves the institute’s achievements are. 
My response would simply be: If this 
institute is so important, if it’s so 
needed for the Department of Home-
land Security, why do you have to ear-
mark funding for it? Why doesn’t the 
Department seek its own funding and 
say this is a vital institute? ‘‘We ought 
to provide funding within the budget. 
We’re going to request it.’’ No. The 
money has to be earmarked by an ap-
propriator. 

In 2005, a Washington Post story pro-
vided details on the institute. It indi-
cated that the sponsor of the earmark 
has, as a senior appropriator, ‘‘encour-
aged contractors to move into his dis-
trict and has announced millions of 
dollars in antiterrorism research at 
Kentucky colleges and universities.’’ 

That same article highlighted the 
sponsor’s having taken credit for $206 
million in homeland security research- 
related funding for the State. The Post 
article indicated: ‘‘So much Federal 
money for high-tech homeland security 
projects has flowed to southeastern 
Kentucky, that those who are there 
have taken to calling it ‘Silicon Holler’ 
with the institute and the university 
consortium at the heart of it.’’ 

I would submit that handling this 
funding in any other way than through 
earmarks might put a damper on what 
appears to be a spoil system where cer-
tain powerful Members are able to 
shower their districts with taxpayer 
dollars. If we had regular order and a 
regular authorization-appropriation 

oversight process, we wouldn’t be ear-
marking funds like this. 

I would inquire also as to what, if 
any, oversight the Appropriations 
Committee has undertaken to ensure 
that the $60 million that has already 
been given to the institute was worth-
while and why an additional $11 million 
is warranted. 

I would submit also that, when tax-
payers send their dollars to Wash-
ington, they expect more than an ear-
marking system that is absent real 
oversight and that seems to just give 
the keys to the Treasury to a few pow-
erful appropriators. 

Mr. Speaker, I will soon be circu-
lating a letter to Speaker PELOSI and 
to the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, Mr. OBEY, asking them to 
ensure that if we don’t have regular 
order and if we don’t go through the 
appropriations process that we not air- 
drop earmarks into an omnibus bill 
when this body has not had a chance to 
even see them, let alone to adequately 
vet them. 

I urge my colleagues to do better 
with the taxpayers’ money. We should 
be better stewards. We have a time- 
honored process in this body of author-
ization, appropriation and oversight 
that we have been ignoring for years, 
and the taxpayers are the worse for it. 
We cannot continue to do that. This in-
stitution is a better body than that, 
and we ought to give more respect to 
it. 

f 

AMERICA’S CHALLENGES IN THE 
21ST CENTURY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, as we 
all know from listening to our col-
leagues and, even more importantly, 
from listening to the American people, 
the United States is currently facing a 
host of critical and complex challenges 
that have an enormous impact on our 
daily lives. 

Fuel prices have skyrocketed, cre-
ating a ripple effect throughout our en-
tire economy. We pay ever increasing 
prices at the pump, at the supermarket 
and nearly everywhere we buy the ev-
eryday goods that our families need. 
We all feel the strain of these rising 
prices. At the same time, we see our 
economy softening because of the hous-
ing crisis. 

The threat of radical extremism per-
sists throughout much of the globe, in-
cluding, of course, in Afghanistan and 
in Iraq, where our brave men and 
women in uniform are fighting. We, of 
course, constantly face the problem of 
illegal immigration, which exposes the 
weaknesses of our borders and further 
strains our economy. 

Madam Speaker, these challenges are 
as diverse as they are complicated. 
They did not develop overnight, but 
have arisen over time. They contribute 
to a growing and pervasive frustration 
by the American people. These chal-
lenges are daunting, but they are far 
from hopeless. 

I believe the key to finding the solu-
tions to the challenges of the 21st cen-
tury is not to view them as isolated 
problems. We need a broad, visionary 
approach that sees these issues for 
what they are: the interconnected chal-
lenges of a smaller and smaller world. 

Growing demand for energy in both 
China and India, combined with vola-
tility in the Middle East, central Asia 
and the Niger Delta contribute to ris-
ing gas prices here in the United 
States. Natural disasters combined 
with rising fuel prices contribute to a 
global food crisis that threatens a bil-
lion people. Weak and corrupt govern-
ments perpetuate poverty in the devel-
oping world, which is exacerbated by 
the growing food crisis, contributing to 
growing unrest and ripe conditions for 
radical extremism. 

Every single day, Madam Speaker, 
every day, people who have not been 
screened for a criminal or for a ter-
rorist background enter our country 
through porous borders. Of course, we 
know all too painfully well the cabal of 
20 hijackers from 7 years ago this com-
ing September 11. They fed off the deep 
discontent that poverty and ignorance 
breed. They trained in Afghanistan, re-
ceived funding through international 
financing schemes. They entered the 
United States by way of a broken im-
migration system and perpetrated, as 
we all know, the worst terrorist attack 
on U.S. soil. 

These issues are not isolated from 
each other. Any 21st century agenda 
for America must recognize the funda-
mental nature of these issues and take 
a comprehensive view towards solving 
them. I believe this demands an ap-
proach that looks inward as well as 
outward. 

First and foremost, we need to look 
at how American policy is affecting 
American problems, and we need to 
find an American solution. Second, we 
need to look at the reality of this 
interconnected world about which I’ve 
spoken and give our approach a global 
view. 

Our energy crisis provides a good il-
lustration of exactly what I mean. 
There are a number of contributing 
factors that are driving up prices, as 
I’ve mentioned. There is growing de-
mand abroad. There is volatility in 
many oil-producing regions, but we are 
also suffering because we have failed 
here at home to develop our own do-
mestic solutions. 

Technology in the oil and gas indus-
try has become so advanced that we 
can explore and drill without damaging 
our environment. Yet we have vast re-
sources untapped in ANWR and way off 
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our shores. An increased supply of oil 
does very little good without the ca-
pacity to refine it. Yet we have not 
built a new refinery in three decades. 

b 1615 

We all know that nuclear energy is 
the cleanest, safest, most cost-effective 
energy source known to man, and yet 
we have also not built a new reactor in 
three decades. Furthermore, despite 
the fact that we in the United States 
and in my State of California are the 
world’s leaders in innovation, we have 
not invested nearly, nearly enough in 
new green technologies that diminish 
our dependence on fossil fuels and 
allow us to use the energy we have 
more efficiently. 

Madam Speaker, these are American 
failures. We need a comprehensive 
overhaul of our national energy policy 
to increase our domestic production, 
improve efficiency, and make us more 
self-sufficient. But at the same time, 
there is no escaping the global oil mar-
ket and the reality that prices are driv-
en by global factors. By promoting our 
own responsible energy agenda, we 
don’t extricate ourselves from the glob-
al market. We shape it, we shape it, 
Madam Speaker, through our leader-
ship. By increasing supply while dimin-
ishing demand through technology im-
provements, we can help to stabilize 
and reduce global prices. 

By neutralizing the acute crises 
caused by out-of-control prices, we can 
help to reduce the volatility that 
drives up prices to begin with. In other 
words, we need a uniquely American 
solution without losing sight of our 
place of leadership in this inter-
connected world. 

Madam Speaker, the same is very 
true for the problem of illegal immi-
gration. Failure on this issue is a fail-
ure of our border security. We cannot 
address this problem without address-
ing our borders. The solution begins 
with substantial resources for the bor-
der patrol and increased technology, 
including fencing along our border. We 
simply must strengthen and modernize 
our first line of defense. 

Yet we would be hopelessly short-
sighted if we didn’t recognize that the 
problem does not begin, the problem 
does not begin at the border. It begins 
in the poor villages of our neighbors to 
the south. Nowhere else on Earth do a 
developed and a developing country 
share a 2,000-mile border. Nowhere else 
on the face of the earth is a border of 
2,000 miles existing between a devel-
oped and a developing nation. As we 
seek to hold back the tide of illegal im-
migration with a strong border, we 
must also endeavor to diminish the 
flow of that tide in the first place. 

In the long run, Madam Speaker, 
growth and opportunity in Mexico is 
the key to ending the scourge of illegal 
immigration. As their economy grows 
and jobs are created, the desire to at-

tempt to cross our border will greatly 
diminish. Because of this, a permanent 
solution to the problem demands that 
Mexico pursue sound economic policies 
so that there is opportunity on both 
sides of the Rio Grande. 

Our policy toward Mexico must be fo-
cused on encouraging them to be ac-
countable to the Mexican people for 
making the necessary economic re-
forms which will lead to this important 
growth. And because strong economies 
require strong institutions, we must 
also encourage them to pursue efforts 
to build their own capacity. 

Greater bilateral engagement will 
ensure Mexico’s continued effort to lib-
eralize their economy, to modernize 
and train their law enforcement and ju-
diciary is important, to build the ca-
pacity of their Federal, State, and 
local government institution is also 
key, to strengthen the rule of law and 
provide an environment where eco-
nomic opportunity can flourish is criti-
cally important. It will also ensure 
that we have an able and effective part-
ner in our efforts to stem the illegal 
flow of people and narcotics across our 
border. 

Madam Speaker, we have already 
seen, and this doesn’t get much atten-
tion, but we have already seen some 
positive results from our engagements. 
Mexico has taken a number of impor-
tant steps toward reform, liberaliza-
tion, and institutional capacity build-
ing. President Felipe Calderon put 
forth a bold reform agenda in his presi-
dential campaign. Since then, he has 
taken very positive steps in instituting 
economic reform, strengthening the 
rule of law, and very important—and 
they’re suffering greatly from this as 
you know, Madam Speaker—combating 
corruption. 

But we know very well that a great 
deal of hard work lies ahead for Mex-
ico. Millions, millions still live in pov-
erty, and good jobs are all too rare. 
Many key institutions are still very 
weak, exposing shortcomings at all lev-
els of government. The criminal justice 
system in Mexico is still woefully 
strained in its efforts to combat the il-
legal trafficking of drugs, guns, and 
people. 

These remaining challenges have left 
us no choice but to get tough on the 
issue of border security. But they also 
demand that we recognize that funda-
mental reform in Mexico is absolutely 
essential to tackling illegal immigra-
tion in the long run. 

Again, these are solutions, Madam 
Speaker, that demand a robust agenda 
here at home with a view toward the 
broader international context out of 
which these challenges arise. 

The need for development, oppor-
tunity, and growth abroad extends well 
beyond illegal immigration into the 
tremendous threat we face from the 
spread of radical and violent extre-
mism. When confronting any national 

security threat, we know that our 
Armed Forces are the guarantors of 
our security. We need a strong, modern 
military to protect our homeland and 
fight our battles overseas. But the ter-
rorists’ designs of radical extremists 
will never be thwarted through mili-
tary might alone. Their ability to per-
petrate attacks originates with their 
efforts to exploit the frustrations and 
disaffection in the developing world. 

Madam Speaker, with over a billion 
people living on less than $1 a day, the 
potential for exploitation is virtually 
limitless. Poverty breeds hopelessness, 
ignorance, and intolerance. These cir-
cumstances are made possible by weak 
or corrupt governments. They do not 
have the ability to strengthen the in-
stitutions that make economic oppor-
tunity possible or provide a voice for 
their people’s frustrations. 

The result, as we all have tragically 
found, is fertile ground for terrorism. 
Development is the only long-term sus-
tainable solution because it is the only 
approach that addresses the root prob-
lems. We must pursue greater eco-
nomic engagement so that new oppor-
tunities can be created, and we must 
also work to strengthen institutions so 
that governments are more account-
able and economies are more open. 

In March of 2005, I had the great 
privilege of joining with my colleague, 
DAVID PRICE, under the leadership of 
Speaker Hastert and now Speaker, 
then-minority leader, NANCY PELOSI, as 
we founded the House Democracy As-
sistance Commission. I had the privi-
lege of leading the Commission when 
we were in the majority. 

Today we continue that very able 
work under, as I said, my colleague, 
Mr. PRICE. Our Commission endeavors 
to engage in precisely the kind of ca-
pacity building that I have been dis-
cussing. We work with 12 legislatures 
around the world in new and re-
emerging democracies providing guid-
ance and training in legislative func-
tioning. Our mission, Madam Speaker, 
within the broad goals of capacity 
building, is very specific: to strengthen 
the representative bodies of these 
fledgling democracies so that they ef-
fectively meet the needs of the people 
they represent. 

A strong, effective legislature is crit-
ical to enacting the economic policies 
that create both growth and oppor-
tunity. It ensures a check on an over-
reaching executive branch, and it gives 
a voice to those with grievances, all of 
which contribute to a vibrant, a very 
vibrant, prosperous, and peaceful de-
mocracy, all of which are necessary to 
ensure that radical extremism cannot 
take root. 

Madam Speaker, clearly our struggle 
against terrorism demands a global de-
velopment agenda. Once again, we see 
that the solution to the challenges we 
face requires that we look inward as 
well as outward. We cannot guard 
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against terrorist attacks without a 
strong national defense, but we cannot 
overcome terrorism without engaging 
worldwide. 

The challenges of the 21st century 
are not isolated problems, and we can-
not hope to address them by isolating 
ourselves from this interconnected 
world. Of course, moving forward on 
these great challenges also demands 
that we, as Americans, find common 
ground. 

In many ways, we, as a Nation, are 
currently grappling with very funda-
mental philosophical questions on the 
problems that we are confronting. A 
central question we all have is how to 
apply our core American principles to 
the new challenges that we face. How 
do we secure ourselves against new 
threats without diminishing the civil 
liberties that we hold so dear? How do 
we wage a war against Islamist extre-
mism without appearing to treat those 
of the Muslim faith with the very in-
tolerance that fuels extremism? How 
do we end the scourge of illegal immi-
gration while continuing to be that 
shining city on a hill to the many legal 
immigrants who have always helped to 
make this country the great Nation 
that it is? How do we engage in the 
worldwide marketplace while ensuring 
that Americans can successfully com-
pete in a very dynamic economic envi-
ronment? 

There are those who say that Amer-
ica is bitterly divided today over these 
questions. Madam Speaker, it’s cer-
tainly true that there is great diversity 
of opinion in how to address the secu-
rity and economic challenges that we 
face. But if we are willing to engage 
each other in honest and open debate, 
this diversity of opinion is our great 
strength, not our weakness. 

As we face these substantial new 
challenges that I discussed, we need 
that great clash of ideas just as our 
founders intended. Unfortunately, re-
sorting to inflammatory talking points 
has supplanted sincere and honest de-
bate. The shrill voices of ‘‘talking 
heads’’ are no substitute for true en-
gagement. 

Madam Speaker, I believe Americans 
have grown weary of politics-as-usual, 
of the endless fighting that takes place 
right here in Washington, DC, but not 
because of the existence of opposing 
views. Americans have grown weary of 
the obstinacy, the hardened positions 
and intolerance of differing opinions. 
The refusal to truly engage in an open 
and substantive way is something that 
has frustrated most Americans. Now, 
Madam Speaker, in a country of over 
300 million people there will never, 
there will never be uniformity of opin-
ion, but there can and should be a deep 
respect for the clash of ideas and an in-
terest in reaching broad consensus on 
the great issues of our day. 

Madam Speaker, this is the essence 
of the United States of America. And it 

is the essence of what we just cele-
brated earlier this month on July 4th: 
the freedom of ideas, all ideas to be de-
bated, debunked, or developed in this 
messy process of democracy. I truly be-
lieve that our country will rise to the 
challenges we face today just as we 
have always done. We will accomplish 
this through open, sometimes heated 
and passionate, but always respectful 
debate. We will accomplish it by apply-
ing the core American values that we 
have long held while maintaining a 
global perspective on the challenges of 
the 21st century. 

b 1630 
Whether the issue is soaring gas 

prices, illegal immigration, terrorism, 
or any other challenge that we face, we 
must set our priorities as Americans. 
But we must tackle our problems with 
a worldwide focus, boldly asserting our 
global leadership role. By doing so, we 
will make our borders safer, our econ-
omy stronger, and our future ever 
brighter for our children. 

f 

PEAK OIL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT) is recognized 
for 60 minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam 
Speaker, I want to begin this evening’s 
discussion by reading a little reminisce 
that was written by one of my staff 
members, Dr. John Darnell. He’s imag-
ining that he is talking to his grand-
daughter at some future date, and this 
little reminisce is called, ‘‘Making It 
Through the Energy Crisis—Future 
Reminiscences with my Grand-
children.’’ 

‘‘Grandfather, tell us the story about 
the men who went to the Moon and 
barely made it back—and how that was 
like when the world discovered there 
wasn’t enough oil. 

‘‘Oh, you mean Apollo 13. Yes, that 
story is very much like what happened 
back in the energy crisis of 2008, before 
you were born. What those astronauts 
had to do to survive was very much 
like what the world had to do. 

‘‘Tell us the story, Grandfather! 
‘‘Apollo 13 was one of many trips to 

the Moon and back, some returning 
without landing. This trip was planned 
to include a landing to explore the 
lunar surface. When they left Earth 
they were on a ‘safe return’ trajectory 
so that if something went wrong, their 
craft would have automatically looped 
around the Moon and returned on the 
proper path for a safe landing. In order 
to land on the lunar surface, however, 
they had to adjust their trajectory for 
a better orbit for the landing. Once 
they had made that adjustment, they 
were no longer on the ‘safe return’ tra-
jectory. 

‘‘And, that’s when the problem hap-
pened? 

‘‘Right! A sudden, loud bang an-
nounced the problem—there had been 
some warning signs that something 
was not right for some time before, but 
the controllers didn’t know what to 
make of them—and in a similar way 
the early symptoms of the energy cri-
sis were misunderstood and ignored. 

‘‘So, what was the loud bang? 
‘‘One of the liquid oxygen tanks that 

powered the command module’s fuel 
cell and supplied oxygen to breathe had 
exploded! When they finally realized 
what had happened, they had to quick-
ly shut off the oxygen to the fuel cell 
to save what was left. That meant 
there was no power for the command 
module. Fortunately, in planning the 
mission, they had rehearsed what they 
would do if the command module lost 
power—they would use the lunar lander 
as a ‘lifeboat’! That’s like what we 
called ’contingency planning’ in pre-
paring for anticipatable disruptions of 
the world’s energy supplies. 

‘‘So, that’s how they got back safely? 
‘‘Well, yes, but that wasn’t all there 

was to it—their problems were far from 
over. 

‘‘First, not only could they no longer 
land on the Moon, but the power and 
oxygen they had assumed would be 
available were now limited to what the 
lunar lander could supply—only in-
tended for two people for a few days on 
the surface—which now had to be 
stretched out to supply three people for 
the trip all the way back to Earth. 

‘‘How could they get by on so little? 
‘‘By purposeful conservation! By that 

I mean that it was not enough to just 
use a little less energy; they had to use 
a lot less. 

‘‘The astronauts not only had to save 
enough to make it all the way back be-
fore their supplies ran out, they also 
had to have enough power to spare to 
operate the controls of the lunar lander 
during two course corrections. 

‘‘The world in 2008 faced a very simi-
lar problem: availability of fossil fuels 
had reached a peak and could not keep 
growing to match exploding demand, 
not to mention needs of business as 
usual. And, not only did the world have 
less energy available than it could have 
used, but, as with the astronauts, pur-
poseful conservation was needed to 
save enough extra to have resources, 
including energy, to spare for investing 
in the shift to a more sustainable en-
ergy path. 

‘‘It sounds like the astronauts almost 
ran out of time if they hadn’t changed 
course to speed up their return—which 
used up some of their reserves! How 
close did they come to running out? 

‘‘Very close. Every minute and every 
breath used up precious supplies—the 
time they bought by conserving made 
it possible to invest in the course cor-
rections, with very little to spare! Not 
only that, but they had an unantici-
pated complication: carbon dioxide was 
building up in their atmosphere—they 
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