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hard for the future. This garnered
much criticism, with many suggesting
that it is impossible to adequately
focus on today’s challenges if one is
also thinking about the future. That’s
what Secretary Gates believed. He even
went so far as to deliver a speech where
he disparagingly termed this concept
as ‘next-waritis.” Is it not the respon-
sibility of the Secretary of Defense to
plan for the future defense of this Na-
tion?

Many mistakes that Moseley and
Wynne were blamed for can be laid
squarely at the feet of the Pentagon
leadership. Without a real commitment
from the Secretary of Defense’ office,
many of those problems will persist. To
ignore this trend is simply irrespon-
sible. General Moseley and Secretary
Wynne understood this. Unfortunately,
it led to their dismissal.

Responsible military leaders do not have the
luxury of focusing on the present at the ex-
pense of the future. Failure to anticipate,
adopt and learn lies at the core of military dis-
asters. Given the stakes, “next-war-it is” is a
sacred duty, not a reason for decapitating the
leadership of the Air Force. History has taught
us repeatedly that those who solely fixate on
today’s problems will be woefully unprepared
to address tomorrow’s challenges. Iraq and Af-
ghanistan are obviously important, but we
must also respond to global trends and realize
that future wars may not always mirror our
past conflicts.

We must support our military leaders who
aggressively tackle the challenges of today
and tomorrow. Firing Moseley and Wynne for
taking this comprehensive view is simply irre-
sponsible and sets a disastrous precedent. In-
stead, we owe them a debt of gratitude for all
they did to help win today’s fight and help the
nation posture for the future. They understood
the complex array of challenges facing the
country and | stand resolute in my support for
continuing this encompassing approach—the
nation cannot afford to consider any other op-
tion.

Many of the mistakes that Moseley and
Wynne were blamed for can be laid squarely
at the feet of the Pentagon leadership. Without
a real commitment from the Secretary of De-
fense’s office, many of these problems will
persist. We cannot ask aircrews to fly in com-
bat missions if their airplanes are falling out of
the sky due to structural fatigue. We cannot
afford the cost of inefficiencies within the De-
partment of Defense that is created by unnec-
essary overlap in roles and missions. We can-
not ask our Airmen to undertake missions if
they are not supported with adequate budgets
to facilitate those missions that we as a nation
ask them to fulfill.

To ignore these trends is simply irrespon-
sible and could prove devastating for the na-
tion. It takes an immense amount of time,
planning, and resources to posture for these
challenges and we will not have the luxury of
any of these elements when what was once a
seemingly distant future threat becomes a crit-
ical challenge for today. General Moseley and
Secretary Wynne understood this. Unfortu-
nately, it led to their dismissals.

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CALVERT)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. CALVERT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMPBELL)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CAMPBELL of California ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WOLF addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. ROHRABACHER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

ENERGY SOLUTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from
Minnesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the minority leader.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank you for that designation of hour,
and the purpose for being here this
evening is to focus on the number one
issue that many of us are hearing from
our constituents back home, and that’s
the pain that they’re feeling over the
increase in energy prices.

There are a number of us here that
are serving in the United States House
of Representatives that are hearing the
American people, Mr. Speaker, and we
are crying out, as our constituents are
crying out, to make sure that some-
thing can be done.

And the reason why we’re bringing
this discussion here before this body,
the most magnificent body on the plan-
et, the floor of the United States Con-
gress, where freedom reigns, we’re
bringing this up here because the
United States Congress is the entity
that caused the current problem that
we’re under, and let me explain why.

The United States Congress has made
it virtually illegal to access America’s
rich storehouse of energy resources. I
know it’s hard to believe, Mr. Speaker.
It’s almost impossible to believe. Why
would any group of people, especially
in a country where there’s freedom,
want to restrict access to energy re-
sources? It doesn’t make any sense.

So a number of us are here this
evening because we want to talk about
the possibilities that there are to have
energy independence in the United
States and to reach the very possible
goal of getting back to having Ameri-
cans pay $2 a gallon or less.

So, to start off this evening, I'd like
to call on my colleague and I'd like to
defer to him, Mr. PATRICK MCHENRY
from the great State of North Carolina.

Mr. MCHENRY. I thank my colleague
for yielding, and Congresswoman
BACHMANN, thank you for your leader-
ship here. This is your first term in
Congress. To take such an active role
on energy Dpolicy is very helpful, not
just for Minnesotans but for the rest of
the country as well. Thank you, and
thank you for hosting this hour as
well.

I think it’s important that the Amer-
ican people understand what’s hap-
pening in terms of energy policy. This
challenge was not created overnight,
nor will it be fixed overnight. But we
have to take steps now to make sure
we have an American energy independ-
ence day in the future. And what we
can do now to decrease the price at the
pumps is to increase supply. I think
the American people understand the
laws of supply and demand, but let’s
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