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children from the acne drug Accutane. 
As a legislator, I have called for more 
restrictions on the distribution of this 
drug, which is known to cause severe 
birth defects and a form of impulsive 
behavior and depression in people tak-
ing this drug. 

This drug has devastated my family 
with the loss of our son BJ and more 
than 250 other families who have lost 
their young son or daughter while he or 
she was taking the drug Accutane. 

Recent news stories concerning the 
safety of prescription drugs have 
quoted an FDA safety reviewer, Dr. 
David Graham, when he spoke to the 
Senate Finance Committee. Dr. 
Graham said, ‘‘I would argue that the 
FDA as currently configured is incapa-
ble of protecting America against an-
other Vioxx.’’ He told the Senate Fi-
nance Committee that ‘‘there are at 
least 5 other drugs on the market 
today that should be looked at seri-
ously to see whether they should re-
main on the market.’’ He cited the 
acne drug Accutane. 

Why Accutane? Accutane is the post-
er child for why we need an inde-
pendent body to approve and review 
drug safety. Accutane causes horren-
dous birth defects and may cause psy-
chiatric disorders such as depression 
and suicide. It is linked to over 250 sui-
cides, according to the FDA. 

A recent study by Dr. J. Douglas 
Bremner demonstrates how Accutane 
affects the brain, possibly causing im-
pulsive behavior due to changes in the 
orbitofrontal cortex. This is the front 
part of the brain. This is an area 
known to mediate depression.

b 2000 
Our investigation, that of the Com-

mittee on Energy and Commerce, found 
that the dosage for Accutane may be 
way too high. 

Too much Accutane, a synthetic vi-
tamin A, causes cerebri tumor or a 
pseudo tumor in some patients. Some 
pseudo tumor is a warning that is 
found on Accutane packaging, but 
what does it really mean? 

What it really means is it causes se-
vere headaches. And while it acts like 
a tumor in the brain, it cannot be dis-
covered. CAT scans will not show it. 
There is no evidence of a tumor. So 
what happens? 

As Dr. Bremner showed us here in 
this study of the orbitofrontal cortex, 
there is a decrease in the metabolism 
of the brain. This PET scan right here 
establishes a baseline of a person be-
fore they started Accutane, here on my 
far right-hand side. This PET scan of 
the same person 4 months later, while 
on Accutane, in the first PET scan, the 
color red representing brain activity in 
the front part of the brain. Now in the 
second PET scan after 4 months, notice 
very little red, representing decreased 
brain activity in the same person after 
4 months of treatment on Accutane. 
Accutane decreases the metabolism in 
the front part of the brain. 

This is one slide that Dr. Bremner 
has shared with us. There is a 21 per-

cent decrease in brain metabolism in 
this patient. This only occurred in 
some of the Accutane patients. Dr. 
Bremner also did PET scans with other 
patients taking oral antibiotics for 
acne, and none showed brain changes. 
It is not all Accutane patients who 
demonstrated a brain change, just 
those of who complained of headaches. 
Is the excessive dosage found in the 
current formula of Accutane that is 
prescribed to young people, is this the 
cause of the change of young people 
that we see? 

Medical evidence is clear that 
Accutane causes medical changes in 
the brain, and this may be what leads 
some people to take their own life 
through impulsive behavior. 

Even today, USA Today, dated 12/7/
2004, ‘‘Drug Maker Rebuffed Call To 
Monitor Users,’’ a special report in 
USA Today. What did it say? That the 
manufacturer, Hoffman-LaRoche, knew 
that this drug causes depression and 
impulsive behavior, but it did not want 
to warn anyone for fear of loss of sales 
in the U.S. market. 

The medical evidence is clear. 
Accutane causes changes in the brain, 
and this may be what leads some young 
people to take their own life. Let us 
join with Dr. Graham, the Centers for 
Disease Control, and other health care 
groups that have expressed strong con-
cerns about the safety of this drug and 
who have called for Accutane to be 
withdrawn from the market as far back 
as 1990. For 14 years these groups have 
been saying because of the birth de-
fects and psychiatric impact of this 
drug, we should withdraw it from the 
market until we have some answers. 

Let us pull this drug from the mar-
ket until we have all the answers sur-
rounding this powerful, dangerous drug 
called Accutane. Is this decreased me-
tabolism that we see here in the PET 
scan reversible? Will the brain repair 
itself? What amount or dose of 
Accutane is safe? What amount of 
Accutane can be safely taken by young 
people so the brain is not affected? 
These are questions that must be an-
swered to protect our young people.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

OSE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

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

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE REFORM 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish all of my colleagues a 
safe and prosperous holiday season; a 
time to fellowship with our family 
members and friends; time for our spir-
itual reflection of our respective faiths; 
a time to wish for a better life for all 
of us. 

We finally finished, Mr. Speaker, a 
very long journey; and that journey 
started on that fateful day of 9/11. So 
many of us can remember. 

My recollection serves me well. It 
was a Tuesday morning. Some of us 
had already come to this Capitol, en-
gaged in meetings, prepared to do the 
normal business of the House. Within a 
flicker of an eye, the buildings in New 
York were struck; the Pentagon had 
gone up, a portion of it in smoke; and 
in a field in Pennsylvania, a plane had 
nose dived, killing all. 

I repeat this because for some reason 
this intelligence debate took on a life 
of its own, maybe even caused confu-
sion among the American public. But it 
did not cause confusion among those 
family members who had lost loved 
ones and those who lost their lives who 
are not here now to tell us their story. 

The real crux of the debacle and the 
tragedy of 9/11 was a failure on the part 
of this government. We failed in under-
standing the necessity of human intel-
ligence. We failed in understanding the 
surge of terrorist acts around the 
world. It was not a Republican failure 
or a Democratic failure. It was a fail-
ure of government, and we failed the 
American people and those who lost 
their lives. That is why I was so baffled 
by the long, extended time it took for 
this body to pass the 9/11 Commission 
report. Gratefully, after a long debate, 
we had a 9/11 Commission, and even 
that was opposed. 

Democrats strongly supported this 
Commission, but after the report went 
through and the balance of the rep-
resentation of the Commission, Demo-
crats and Republicans, who meticu-
lously listened to testimony after tes-
timony, reviewed documents after doc-
uments, and came up with what I think 
was a fair response to the tragedy of 9/
11, they gave us a road map upon which 
we could base our lack of under-
standing to make it better for the fu-
ture. 

We are very fortunate, and I would 
not give this credit to any one party. 
We came together. We forged a Home-
land Security Department. I have the 
honor of serving on the Select Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. We had 
hearing after hearing trying to explore 
where there were loopholes in the sys-
tem so we could ensure safety for the 
American people. Lo and behold, a re-
port came out, the eloquent state-
ments, tear-jerking statements of fam-
ily members who tore at our 
heartstrings about what they went 
through, the gap of time, the lack of 
information, the lack of coordination. 
It was glaring. We had failed. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 04:22 Dec 08, 2004 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00118 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07DE7.085 H07PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H11045December 7, 2004
And the singular key of failure was 

the lack of human intelligence and co-
ordinated intelligence of our intel-
ligence agencies around America and 
around the world. The FBI could not 
tell that there was a memo on the desk 
of an FBI agent in Minneapolis that 
suggested that there were people who 
were learning to fly, learning to take 
off, but not learning to land. There 
were series of terrorists in Florida 
going to aviation schools, paying cash, 
and no data came in to a central place 
of intelligence to say something is 
wrong. 

While we got, if you will, bundled up 
and shackled with the question of im-
migration, and immigration provisions, 
which I happen to think and hope that 
we will come together in a bipartisan 
way in the 109th Congress and begin to 
put in place comprehensive immigra-
tion reform, had really nothing to do 
with the terrorists, because they came 
in on legal documents. 

We can fix how they came in. We can 
ensure that our consul offices are more 
equipped with human intelligence so 
that we know who not to let into our 
country. That was the crux of the prob-
lem, not the fact that they were illegal 
immigrants. They had legal docu-
ments. Not the fact that they could get 
a legal driver’s license. They had legal 
documents. We know driver’s licenses 
are taken care of by the States to a 
certain extent. 

As I hear the time ending, let me 
conclude, if we fix driver’s license, we 
need to do it in an orderly fashion with 
the criteria and standards of docu-
mentation. But none of us are prepared 
to have a national ID card. 

This bill was long overdue. It fixed 
the singular problem. The singular 
problem is human intelligence. Immi-
gration can be fixed in the next Con-
gress, and I am grateful for the inclu-
sion of my CASE Act on the alien 
smuggling. We now have enhanced pen-
alties for those who will do the das-
tardly act of smuggling illegal immi-
grants into this country. 

This was a bill long overdue. I thank 
the families.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer my sincere 
gratitude and appreciation for everyone in-
volved in finally bringing this important bill to 
the floor of the House and for putting aside 
the poison pill immigration provisions and 
moving forward with a bipartisan intelligence 
measure that will implement the 9/11 Commis-
sion’s recommendations and make our country 
safer. While I applaud the leadership of the 
Committees of jurisdiction and the respective 
Conferees for their hard work in maintaining 
bipartisanship thus far, the simple fact is that 
the Conference report has not yet passed. 
The 9/11 victim families have left Capitol Hill 
feeling appeased that the work has been 
done; therefore, it is critical that we not renege 
on what has been represented to them. The 
job isn’t done until it is done. 

This Conference Report is sitting in our 
chambers and must be passed before we 
close for 2004. 

This week may be our last chance this year 
to consider and pass this overwhelmingly pop-

ular bipartisan measure. This sweeping bill in-
cludes the creation a national intelligence di-
rector to oversee the Central Intelligence 
Agency, a plan with which even our President 
agrees. 

Given the recent vulnerabilities that we have 
experienced in bioterrorism defense with the 
shortage of flu vaccinations and the recent 
discovery that 380 tons of explosive material 
in Iraq remains unaccounted for, it is more 
than critical for this body to pass the Intel-
ligence Reform legislation now—while we 
have an opportunity. The families of the fallen 
victims are looking to us for leadership and re-
sponsible action. 

I believe very strongly that immigration does 
not equate with terrorism. Nevertheless, we 
continue to look to the enforcement of our im-
migration laws as a way to protect our country 
from terrorist attacks, and this did not begin 
with the terrorist attack on September 11, 
2001. Serious efforts in this regard were going 
on long before that happened. For instance, 
partly in response to the 1993 World Trade 
Center bombing, Congress strengthened the 
antiterrorism provisions in the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the INA) and passed provi-
sions that were expected to ramp up enforce-
ment activities, notably in the Illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
(IIRIRA) of 1996 (P.L. 104–208) and the 
Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act 
(P.L. 104–132). 

The INA gives the government broad au-
thority to arrest and detain aliens in the United 
States who are suspected terrorists or who 
are suspected of supporting terrorist organiza-
tions, as well as aliens who have violated 
other provisions of immigration law. This was 
augmented by a mandatory detention provi-
sion that we added with the U.S. Patriot Act. 

More than 1,200 people reportedly were de-
tained after September 11. Some experts sup-
port a broadening of the authority to arrest 
and detain aliens in the United States who are 
suspected terrorists or who are suspected of 
supporting terrorist organizations. 

I believe that current law will be adequate 
with minimal changes. I am concerned that 
further expansion may erode individual rights 
and that, as a result, innocent foreign nation-
als may be detained and deported. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 10, the House bill to im-
plement the Commission’s recommendations 
included a number of extraneous immigration 
provisions that dealt with immigration reform 
issues rather than with the need to secure our 
country against further terrorist attacks. 

For instance, it included court-stripping pro-
visions to reduce access to federal court re-
view from adverse decisions in immigration re-
moval proceedings. It had a provision to take 
away the power of a Federal court judge to 
stay an alien appellant’s removal pending the 
outcome of this appeal proceedings. It pro-
vided for greatly expanding the use of expe-
dited removal proceedings, which would have 
enabled the government to remove thousands 
of undocumented aliens without hearings or 
due process of any kind. It even had a provi-
sion permitting the government to deport 
aliens to countries where they would be tor-
tured—in direct violation of the Convention 
Against Torture. 

One of these provisions was particularly 
misguided, H.R. 10 included a provision, 
which specified what documents States were 
to be permitted to accept as identification in 

connection with driver’s license applications. In 
cases of an alien seeking to identify himself 
with a foreign document, the only acceptable 
foreign document would be a passport. This 
was alleged to be a security measure to pre-
vent terrorists from obtaining driver’s licenses. 
The absurdity of this measure can be seen in 
the fact that all nineteen of the 9/11 hijackers 
had passports. If this provision had been in ef-
fect at that time, it would not have prevented 
any of the 9/11 hijackers from obtaining a driv-
er’s license. 

The extraneous provisions troubled the 9/11 
Commissioners to the point where they wrote 
letters to the Congress encouraging us to put 
these contentious issues aside so that we 
could move forward with the serious business 
of implementing their recommendations. 

I am pleased that bipartisanship and a 
sense of responsibility prevailed in the end as 
far as the joint conference is concerned. The 
extraneous provisions I just mentioned have 
been removed from the bill. 

The Conference Report strikes a provision 
attempting to prevent the use of Matricula 
Consular cards in the United States; harsh 
new evidentiary standards for asylum relief; 
and a new criminal provision making it a fel-
ony (punishable of up to 5 years’ imprison-
ment) for making false claims to U.S. citizen-
ship. 

None of these provisions had anything to do 
with protecting this nation against potential ter-
rorist attacks. These provisions would not 
have implemented any of the recommenda-
tions of the September 11 Commission or pro-
tect us against a terrorist attack. 

I am pleased also that provisions from my 
Commercial Alien Smuggling Act (the CASE 
Act) were included in this bill. These provi-
sions would permit a judge to increase a crimi-
nal sentence by up to 10 years in smuggling 
cases in which the offense was part of an on-
going commercial organization or enterprise; 
aliens were transported in groups of 10 or 
more; and the aliens were transported in a 
manner that endangered their lives or the 
aliens presented a life-threatening health risk 
to people in the United States. I am confident 
that this will go a long way towards deterring 
commercial smuggling operations that are 
recklessly killing desperate immigrants who 
come to our country to establish a better life 
for themselves and their families. 

The final product is worthy of the out-
standing effort that the commission put into 
analyzing the horrific events of September 11, 
2001. While I recognize that it does not fully 
implement the recommendations of the Com-
mission in every respect, it is a major effort to 
move forward with the essential elements of 
the Commission’s recommendations. We must 
consider and pass this legislation now!

f 

OIL FOR FOOD CORRUPTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the Speaker for the 
opportunity, I think, to be the last 
speaker of the 108th Congress, if I am 
not mistaken. 
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