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Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 6 be in-
structed to confine themselves to the mat-
ters committed to conference in accordance
with clause 9 of rule XXII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives with regard to
““high-level radioactive waste’ as defined in
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 and
other provisions of Federal law.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1078

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to have my
name removed as a cosponsor of H.R.
1078.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 1, MEDI-
CARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG AND
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2003

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, subject to rule XXII, clause 7(c), |
hereby announce my intention to offer
a motion to instruct on H.R. 1, the pre-
scription drug bill.

The form of the motion is as follows:

Mr. BisHoP of New York moves that the
managers on the part of the House at the
conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the Senate amendment to the
bill H.R. 1 be instructed to reject division B
of the House bill.

———
SUPPORT THE SUPPLEMENTAL

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, the
President has issued a supplemental
appropriation request for $87 billion to
go towards our continuing efforts in
Irag and Afghanistan. The Wall Street
Journal recently tallied the cost to our
country and the economy from the 9-11
attacks. Another similar attack will
surely happen if terrorists are left to
their own devices.

The terrorist attacks 2 years ago cost
this country a lot of money. Here is
just a sample: $78 billion lost in income
for families of the victims, $21 billion
to New York City for direct damage
costs, $4 billion for the Victims Fund,
$18 billion to clean up Ground Zero, $6.4
billion in reduced or lost wages for
workers in New York City industries,
$11 billion in lost business to the air-
line industry, and $15 billion Federal
bailout of the airline industry.

Mr. Speaker, these are just a sample.
The total cost, if we add all the ones
that were included in the article, is
$355 billion to the American people.
Now we are debating this question.
This would cost Americans a lot more
money if we do not pass this supple-
mental.

Mr. Speaker, the President has issued a
supplemental appropriations request for $87
billion to go towards our continuing efforts in
Irag and Afghanistan.
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The Wall Street Journal recently tallied the
costs to our country and economy from the
9/11 attacks. Another similar attack will surely
happen if terrorists are left to their own de-
vices. The terrorist attacks 2 years ago cost
much. Here is just a sample: $78 billion in lost
income for families of the victims; $21 billion
to New York City for direct damage costs; $4
billion for the Victims’ Fund; $18 billion to
clean up Ground Zero; $700 million to repair
the Pentagon; $6.4 billion in reduced or lost
wages for workers in NYC industries; $150 bil-
lion in reduced GDP; $50 billion in costs to the
insurance industry; $11 billion in lost business
to the airline industry; $15 billion Federal bail-
out of the airline industry; $38 billion in costs
for new border security, protection against bio-
logical threats, and emergency preparedness;
$1.3 billion in costs to State governments for
homeland security; and $33 billion in spending
by the private sector for new protective serv-
ices.

Total cost of these and others is over $355
billion to the American people. Now we are
debating spending $87 billion to prevent terror-
ists from taking over a weak nation? If we left
Iraq in the condition as it was before, or is
now after, the end of the Saddam regime, we
would be guilty of allowing terrorists and their
power and pocketbooks to fester. This would
cost Americans a lot more money, not to men-
tion lives.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 7,
2003, and under a previous order of the
House, the following Members will be
recognized for 5 minutes each.

————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to replace the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY)
and proceed at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

————

GOLD-PLATING AND WAR
PROFITEERING

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. Madam Speaker, the
President has asked the United States
Congress to borrow another $87 billion
to finance ongoing action in lraq, and
of that, the President is asking the
United States Congress to borrow on
behalf of the American people $20.3 bil-
lion to engage in an extensive recon-
struction of lIraq. There has already
been discussion on the floor of the no-
bid contracts and the favoritism and
extortion prices to Halliburton and
other companies, war profiteering, but
now there is also, now that we have
seen the list, questions about the prior-
ities in a couple of ways.
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There are questions about what they
are going to spend the money on. On
the list is Wifi. A lot of people do not
even know what Wifi is. Iraq is a coun-
try where | do not think the average
Iragi or even the elite Iragis own
laptop computers. We are going to give
emergency spending money, which the
American people are going to borrow,
to give them Wifi capability in lIraq,
when the people in the rural parts of
my district do not even have
broadband. They have hardly decent
telephone service, but we are going to
do Wifi in Iraq.

We are going to give them Zip codes
in Iraq, an American invention. We are
going to give them a national 911. Is
that not nice? The American people are
going to borrow money to install 911 in
Iraqg. Why would we do that? Why is
that necessary? They did not have 911
before the war. We did not destroy it
with bombing. Why they are going to
have it now?

Then there is the executive training.
We are going to provide $10,000 for a 4-
week course for Iraqgi executives that
exceeds the cost of sending them to
Harvard University for the same period
of time, let alone a community college
in my district that could do a fine job
for a quarter the price, but no, it is not
just that. It is the fact that this is
gold-plated and out of control.

Here are a couple of examples. Major
General David Petraeus, in charge of
North Irag, told a congressional delega-
tion, his engineers said and we priced
rebuilding a cement plant for $15 mil-
lion. Well, the Iraqis were in kind of a
hurry. So they decided to do it on their
own and not wait for the $15 million
and the U.S. contract. They did it for
$80,000, a tiny fraction of the price. So
at least the American taxpayers did
not get gouged for that and did not
have to borrow $15 million to do an
$80,000 job on a cement plant. Maybe
that was isolated. Well, unfortunately,
no.

We also have another instance, $25
million to refurbish 20 police stations
in Basra and a member of Iraq’s gov-
erning council kind of laughed at that
and said, we could do it for five and
still make a bunch of money.

So the American people are going to
be asked to borrow $25 million for a
gold-plated contract to do something
that would cost something less than
five. The American people are being
asked to borrow money to build houses
in Irag at a price that is 10 times the
value of the average Iraqi house.
Maybe it would be better if we give
them a little of the wherewithal, some
materials and nails and cement, and let
them go at it themselves. They have 60
percent unemployment. | think they
would be happy to build their own
houses.

But that is not the way the Bush ad-
ministration wants to do this. They
want to gold-plate it. They want to
make the American people borrow $20
billion and pay for it the next 30 years,
the gold-plate and war profiteer, for
the reconstruction of Irag.
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Then, finally, there is Ahmed al-
Barak, a member of the Ruling Coun-
cil, very prominent, who became un-
popular with this administration, al-
though previously had been very fa-
vored by them, when he said the sav-
ings could be a factor of 10 if the Iraqis
did their own work. Basically, where
they spend $1 billion, we would spend a
hundred million.

So | offer the 10 percent solution to
this administration. Two point three
billion dollars is still a lot of money
where | come from, but it is a lot bet-
ter than $20.3 billion, and the lraqis
could do it for that price. We could do
the reconstruction, whatever we are
really obligated to because of the de-
struction of the war, but we do not
need to give them exotic things they
never had before.

I have heard we have to rebuild the
electrical infrastructure. We have kind
of got a failing one here, and the rea-
son was they have got boilers from the
1950s and 1960s. Guess what? Our war
did not install boilers from the 1950s
and 1960s, so why is it the American
people have to borrow the money to
give them brand new boilers or new
high-efficiency turbines to generate
electricity when we could use that
money here at home to put Americans
to work? If we spent $20.3 billion on
real infrastructure projects that are
underfunded by this administration in
the United States of America, we could
put one million Americans to work.

So, no, to the gold-plating, maybe a
10 percent solution if that is justified,
but we should not be borrowing in the
name of the American people $20.3 bil-
lion and indebting generations of
Americans to pay for the gold-plated
war profiteering in lraqg.

——

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

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

———————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. OSBORNE. Madam Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent to take the
gentleman from Michigan’s (Mr.
SMITH) time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

O 1630

————

PARTISAN STRIFE WEAKENS
NATIONAL RESOLVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. OSBORNE. Madam Speaker, | am
relatively new to Congress. When |
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first came here 2% years ago, | was sur-
prised and somewhat disappointed by
the partisanship that | encountered. |
was from a competitive arena, and yet
I had really never encountered any-
thing like it. And then 9-11 came, and
for 2 or 3 months | saw Congress func-
tion as it could. What we saw was unity
of purpose. Welfare of the country was
the primary priority. Partisanship,
personal ambition was set aside.

Now here we are 2 years later and it
seems as though we are drifting toward
and have drifted toward business as
usual. We are told that this is an elec-
tion year that is coming up. Partisan-
ship is escalating and some people say,
well, we really cannot get much done
next year because this is going to be an
election year. Yet | would submit that
the threat to our Nation is just as
great as before 9-11 at this time. The
battle lines are more clearly drawn.
The stakes are higher. And still the in-
ternal dissension intensifies.

To me, this is a little bit mystifying.
The great majority of people | have
gotten to know, both sides of the aisle
here in Congress, are genuinely good
people. Yet that is really not the image
that we project. Most people in my dis-
trict are totally turned off by the dis-
cord they see. They do not seem to un-
derstand it; and they dismiss it as,
well, that is just politics.

Certainly not all Democrats are tax-
and-spend liberals with no moral com-
pass. Certainly all Republicans are not
heartless pawns of big business. And
yet many times that is the way we por-
tray each other. Certainly the Presi-
dent of the United States has not start-
ed a war to boost his approval ratings.
Those types of comments are alarming,
and they are very disturbing.

Unfounded congressional comments
impugning motives and denigrating
character only give substance to the
belief we have no national resolve or
unity. Where there is unity of purpose,
the whole exceeds the sum of its parts.
And | saw that consistently in ath-
letics. If people were committed to a
common goal, they pulled together and
the dissenting factors tended to fall
away. But where there is a lack of
unity, the whole is less than the sum of
its parts. Sometimes | feel that that is
what characterizes this body as we get
fragmented, as we throw rocks at each
other.

It is critical at this time in our Na-
tion’s history that both parties pull to-
gether, that civility is exercised. As far
as | am concerned, we are at war. It is
a different type of war. At a time of
war we cannot afford partisan strife
that weakens national resolve.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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THIMEROSAL

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. Madam
Speaker, as we approach the flu season,
many of my colleagues will visit the
doctor’s office here on Capital Hill and
receive a flu shot. And before they go,
I think all my colleagues ought to
know that that flu shot contains mer-
cury, which is a substance that is toxic
to the human brain. That is not to say
you should not get your flu shot if you
want to, but there is a lot of neuro-
logical disorders that have been caused
by mercury, and | think everyone
should know there is mercury in that
vaccine.

That is not the only vaccine that
contains thimerosal. From anthrax to
hepatitis, from lyme disease to DTaP,
which is given to infants to protect
against diptheria, tetanus and whoop-
ing cough, numerous vaccines exist
that contain mercury, a harmful pre-
servative. And parents around this
country, | am sure, would be very upset
if they knew that.

Scientific evidence continues to ac-
cumulate regarding the biologically-
plausible connection between mercury
and thimerosal, autism, and other neu-
rological developmental disorders. Yet
several well-known and firmly estab-
lished pharmaceutical companies con-
tinue to put mercury into vaccines as a
preservative, and it has never been
tested. That is very interesting. Al-
though the U.S. Food and Drug Admin-
istration asked vaccine manufacturers
to begin removing the mercury-latent
thimerosal from vaccines in 1999, they
did not order them to do it. So the
pharmaceutical companies continue to
put that in our vaccines.

During my tenure as chairman of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form and Oversight, a myriad of sci-
entists testified at a series of hearings
before the committee that mercury in
vaccines is a contributing factor to de-
veloping neurological disorders, includ-
ing Alzheimer’s disease and autism in
children. Fifteen years ago, one out of
every 10,000 children were autistic. Now
it is one out of 150. And many sci-
entists believe that is because of the
mercury in vaccines.

In May of this year, the California
Department of Developmental Services
released a report entitled ‘‘Autistic
Spectrum Disorders, Changes in the
California Caseload: 1999 to 2002.”” And
the findings are very alarming. Califor-
nia’s autistic population has nearly
doubled in 4 years, from 10,360 cases in
1998 to over 20,000 cases in 2002.

This growth rate represents a 97 per-
cent increase in just 4 years and a
nearly 100 percent increase in Califor-
nia’s case law since 1999. And they are
not alone. The rate of growth in the
population of persons with autism
across this country is really horrible,
and it is very bad in States such as
Georgia, Minnesota, and Massachu-
setts. We have an absolute epidemic on
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