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H. Sterling Burnett, a Senior Fellow with the National Center for Policy Analysis, a non-

partisan, non-profit research institute with offices in Dallas, Texas and Washington, D.C. wrote a 
piece earlier this week that shows the entire folly of the green movement.  

Doubtless, his important findings will ever be mentioned in the media because it just doesn’t 
fitwith the current administration’s perception of the hoax composed of falsified data still 

sticking to the progressivem movement like glue.  

President Obama continues to tout his support for moving to a “clean” energy 
economy,confidently asserting in his State of the Union Address and subsequent speeches 

around the country, that his administration’s program of subsidies, government grants and tax 
breaks for green energy technologies will, reduce our dependence on foreign oil and thus 
improve the United States’ national security.  

Lost upon the man with little vision is that keeping US oil companies from drilling for natural 
gas and oil on land and offshore will help reduce that dependence.  His comments on nuclear 
energy can't for a moment be taken seriously.  

Unfortunately, the President is wrong. The U.S.’s thoughtless embrace of green energy 
technologies is likely to make the country worse off geopolitically.  

The reasoning is quite simple. In order for the progressive movement to continues on its “tilting 
at windmill tour” it must purchase key minerals for their heavily government subsidized projects.  

The United States imports all rare earth elements, principally from China. China's record as a 
major polluter while making solar panels has been less that stellar.  

As a paper released by the National Center for Policy Analysis notes, key components of every 
green energy technology, wind turbines, solar cells, energy efficient lighting, batteries, you name 

it, have components that require a small class of minerals known as the rare earth elements, and 
other rare minerals.  

Despite their name, these elements are rather abundant in the Earth’s crust, but they are rarely 
found in economically exploitable concentrations.  The exception to this generality is found in 

the People’s Republic of China.  

Indeed, with 96 percent of the global market, China has a de facto monopoly on these rare 
elements. 
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By contrast, the world’s oil market is diverse, with dozens of countries producing oil for export.  
In 2009, the United States imported oil or oil products from 90 different countries. 

Recently, China has proven willing to use their near monopoly on the rare earths to extract 
favorable political outcomes from foreign nations.  

In September 2010 a Chinese trawler collided with a Japanese coast guard vessel in a disputed 
portion of the East China Sea.  The Japanese arrested the captain of the fishing boat.  When 

Japan refused to release the Captain, China retaliated by first limiting and eventually halting 
exports of rare earth elements to Japan.  Japan eventually relented and sent the captain home. 

Closer to home, production of photovoltaic cells for energy relies on the rare element tellurium. 
However, the only tellurium mine that exists on Earth is in China, which is increasingly 
dominating the market for solar manufacturing.   

Whereas, in 2003, China produced only one percent of the world’s solar panels by 2009 its share 
had grown to 38 percent – and in 2010 its share rose to 43 percent. Over the same time period, 

the U.S.’s share of world solar panel production fell from accounted for 14 percent in 2003, to 
just four percent today. 

Similarly, rare earths are essential to the newest generation of batteries, critical for fuel-efficient 
hybrid and electric vehicles, and the magnets used in wind turbine production.  This means that 
U.S. auto companies and wind turbine manufacturers like GE are, in part, placing their hopes 

improving their companies’ fortunes on China’s good will.  

Sadly, this dependence on China is driven purely by politics not consumer demand. Absent huge 
government subsidies, grants and mandates, green energy, being more expensive and less 
reliable than traditional energy production, would not be so much in demand, and thus China 

would not be in the catbird seat.  

The push to replace fossil fuels with renewable energy technologies brings to mind the old 
saying, “out of the frying pan into the fire.”  On a more positive note here's another, "Drill Baby 

Drill" Sarah Palin. 

American ingenuity trumps that of most if not all countries in the world.  There is absolutely no 
reason that future energy saving technologies should not be pursued with the same vengeance of 
the Manhattan Project during WWII or following the direction of JFK who led the U.S. to 

become the first nation to land on the moon.  

What is needed is for the federal government to step aside, quit attempting to pick winners and 
losers; they have shown their propensity of picking losers with taxpayer dollars and let Adam 

Smith’s invisible hand guide the market with the ingenuity of the US entrepreneur leading the 
way. 

“ Build it and they will come” The field of dreams.  
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