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The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent to speak
for 12 to 15 minutes in morning busi-
ness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator is recognized.

————

MISPLACED PRIORITIES

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, as my colleagues know, earlier
this week President Bush announced he
will ask this Congress to provide an ad-
ditional $46 billion for the war in Iraq
next year. That is $46 billion more than
the $150 billion he already told us he
would ask for. Taken together, that is
close to $200 billion more than the hun-
dreds of billions of dollars the tax-
payers of this country have already
poured into the sands and marshes of
Iraqg—for a war this President has made
clear he has no intention of ending.

The people of Rhode Island are tired
of watching their sons and daughters,
their neighbors and their friends, sent
off to war by a President who won’t
trouble himself to make a plan to bring
them home. They are tired of spending
money our country has to borrow on a
war with burdens our country should
no longer have to bear. And they are
sick and tired of hearing this President
veto or threaten to veto legislation
passed by this Congress that supports
the real and urgent needs of Americans
and their families—all because he says
it costs too much.

Clearly, this President is an expert
when it comes to irresponsible and ex-
cessive spending. Look at the war.
Look at the private contractors. Look
at the national debt he has run up. But
how can he keep a straight face and
tell the American people it is more im-
portant to borrow and spend $35 billion
for 3% more months of the Iraq war
than it is to provide budgeted health
insurance for 5 years to 10 million
American children? What a sobering
revelation of this administration’s mis-
placed priorities.

No American should doubt for 1
minute what is going on here. Every
time President Bush vetoes a bill to
fund children’s health care, every time
he threatens to veto legislation that
will send our Nation’s children to col-
lege, keep families warm during the
winter months, invest in job training
and technical education programs, or
offer the promise of medical cures
through research at the National Insti-
tutes of Health, President Bush is mak-
ing a choice. He is choosing prolonging
a war in Iraq over battling cancer. He
is choosing his no-plan war over help-
ing families in poverty. It is a choice,
and it is the wrong choice.

Last night, the Senate passed a bill
to provide funding for the Departments

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

of Labor, Health and Human Services,
Education, and other agencies. On Oc-
tober 17, the administration expressed
its opposition to this appropriations
bill based on what it calls ‘“‘an irrespon-
sible and excessive level of spending.”
As 1 said, this President is certainly
expert at irresponsible and excessive
levels of spending, but what does he
mean? The President means that $10.8
billion spent to help millions of Ameri-
cans lead healthier, more productive
lives is irresponsible and excessive, but
the nearly $200 billion additional he
wants to borrow and spend on the war
in Iraq is just fine.

Let’s look at two areas in this bill
where the funding levels we propose ex-
ceed those in the administration’s
budget to see just how irresponsible
and excessive we are.

The first is at the National Heart,
Lung, and Blood Institute at NIH. Our
bill funds the institute at $67 million
more than the President’s request. I
want to introduce my colleagues to one
man who does not think this increase
is irresponsible and excessive.

This is a picture of Richard Pezzillo
on his last visit to Washington, DC.
Rich is a bright, kind, thoughtful
young man from North Providence, RI,
who hopes one day to become a mete-
orologist. Rich also suffers from hemo-
philia and right now lies in a hospital
bed in Rhode Island, too sick to attend
his classes at Western Connecticut
State University where he hopes to
graduate this May. Sadly, Rich, now 24,
has missed 2% years of school due to
his illness.

One of these absences was caused by
an activity most of us would never
even think about—something we do, in
fact, to save lives—putting on a seat-
belt. Three years ago, Rich unfastened
his seatbelt from the airplane, col-
lected his things, and walked off into
the airport and suddenly started to feel
tremendous pain. He started vomiting
blood. Simply wearing his seatbelt had
caused Rich to bleed internally, inside
of his stomach, eventually requiring
that his gall bladder be removed. Rich
spent roughly 3 weeks in the hospital,
accumulating bills totaling nearly $1.5
million. Luckily, Blue Cross-Blue
Shield of Rhode Island, his family’s in-
surer, covered most of these costs. But
Rich is desperately afraid what will
happen to him when he graduates from
college and no longer qualifies under
his parents’ health care plan. Hemo-
philia is one of the most expensive con-
ditions a person can have, one that few
insurance companies will want to take
on.

Richard Pezzillo is a fighter. He is an
example for us all. But he will continue
to face tremendous difficulties with his
health throughout his life. Soon,
thanks to research going on at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health; specifically
at the National Heart, Llung, and Blood
Institute, hemophilia could be the first
disease cured by gene therapy. The
funding in this appropriations bill will
go toward research which could save
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Richard’s life and the lives of 18,000
people across this country who suffer
from hemophilia. This spending is not
irresponsible. This spending is not ex-
cessive. This spending is vital and it is
working and it has the potential to
save thousands of people like Rich
Pezzillo.

A second place where this bill calls
for spending above the President’s
budget—3$128 million above his budget
to be exact—is at the National Cancer
Institute. Here I want to share the
story of Benjamin Haight. I met Ben’s
parents this summer when they came
down to my office from Warwick, RI, to
share their little boy’s story. Ben was
diagnosed with neuroblastoma early in
1999 when he was just 4% years old. At
the time, Ben’s dad was a senior chief
in the Navy, serving aboard the USS
Miami. He was airlifted off the sub-
marine to join his son, as Ben under-
went five rounds of chemo, surgery, ra-
diation, and endured two stem cell
transplants. These treatments left Ben
with no high frequency hearing, requir-
ing him to wear the two hearing aids,
and they left him with a severely com-
promised immune system. But Ben re-
fused to let any of this keep him from
being a kid. He told his doctors there
would be no treatments during science
class, and that they would have to be
out by 3 to go to Cub Scouts or base-
ball or soccer or other activities. He
often left his chemotherapy sessions
dressed in his Little League uniform.
Ben was a snorkler, a sailor, a swim-
mer, a fisherman, a climber, an artist,
and an animal lover. He was, as his
parents say, a child first and a child
with cancer second.

Though Ben and his family enjoyed 2
years of remission, he relapsed again in
October 2001 at the start of second
grade. This new round of treatment
consisted of more chemo and over 200
blood and platelet transfusions. Ben
lost his battle with neuroblastoma on
August 8, 2003, at the age of 9. The
night before he died, Ben turned to his
mom and asked: ‘“Can’t we try a
stronger medicine?”’

Well, Ben, at the pediatric oncology
branch of the National Cancer Insti-
tute, they are trying to create that
stronger medicine. Ten phase I and
four phase II clinical trials are cur-
rently being conducted on neuro-
blastoma, and scientists are closer and
closer every day to the stronger medi-
cine you asked for.

Is it really so irresponsible and exces-
sive to provide the funding for these
studies, to find the treatments that
could have saved Ben Haight and could
save so0 many more children like him?

To me, irresponsible and excessive is
borrowing and spending $450 billion for
an endless war that undermines our na-
tional security and then asking the
Congress for another $196.4 Dbillion
without a plan to bring our troops
home, all while nearly 50 million
Americans go without health insurance
and millions of families hover at the
door of poverty.
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We should be clear that the nearly
$200 billion this President has re-
quested for the war in Iraq, on top of
the hundreds of billions he has already
spent, is not even the whole story.
When this administration tells us
about the financial costs of this disas-
trous war, they don’t tell us about the
interest payments we will have to pay.
The Congressional Budget Office tells
us that interest on the war will total
$415 billion by 2017, and then there will
be more interest on the additional $200
billion the President wants us to bor-
row and spend. The final interest costs
of this war could approach $1 trillion,
passed on to our children and grand-
children.

President Bush, I think most Ameri-
cans would argue with you. I think
most Americans would argue that $22
billion to keep our families healthy is
a pretty sound investment in our coun-
try’s future, and trillions of dollars in
spending and hundreds of billions of
dollars in interest for a war you won’t
take action to end, that is what is irre-
sponsible and excessive.

The President’s threatened veto of
this appropriations bill is just another
illustration of his extraordinarily mis-
placed priorities. The $67 million in-
crease this bill calls for to fund the Na-
tional Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute
is a few hours of the cost of the war in
Irag—not even a full day, not even half
a day, a few hours. In fact, the entire
NIH budget in this bill is only $1 billion
above the President’s request. One bil-
lion dollars sounds like a lot of money,
of course, but it is, in fact, only a few
days of the war in Irag—not a month,
not a week, only a few days.

President Bush would rather prolong
the war in Iraq than fund additional re-
search at the National Institutes of
Health into pediatric cancer, into he-
mophilia, and into other diseases such
as diabetes, heart disease, arthritis,
multiple sclerosis, autism, Parkin-
son’s, and Alzheimer’s. He would rather
fund a continuous war than provide
hope for millions of families around
this country.

Well, I hope President Bush will lis-
ten to Rich Pezzillo’s story. I hope he
will listen to Ben Haight’s parents. I
hope he will listen to the thousands of
Rhode Islanders who have reached out
to me to demand a new direction, not
only in Iraq but here at home in Amer-
ica. I hope he will listen to Americans
across this country who think that
people such as Rich and Ben should be
our first priorities.

I am proud this bill puts people such
as Rich and Ben ahead of the extreme
rightwing ideologies and reckless wars
this President pursues, and I hope we
in Congress will stand our ground
when, of all people, this President
charges that putting Rich and Ben first
is irresponsible and excessive.

Madam President, I yield the floor,
and I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TESTER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

PASSENGER RAIL INVESTMENT
AND IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2007

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we are
going to move to the Amtrak bill.
There is an understanding that I have
with Senator LOTT that a number of
Members on the Republican side want
to be able to have a little extra time to
do some amendments dealing with this
bill. There are no games being played
with this legislation. This is something
which is long overdue, and we want to
complete this.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate now proceed to consideration of
Calendar No. 158, S. 294, the Amtrak
authorization measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, let me say
this. We have a lot to do here. For peo-
ple who are concerned with why we
haven’t been doing things this after-
noon, it takes time getting things
done, and I appreciate that. This is a
bipartisan effort to move forward on
this legislation. It is something I think
we can do. There is no effort to do any-
thing other than get a bill passed.

I have had a conversation with Sen-
ator LOTT and with two other Repub-
lican Senators, and we have agree-
ments with what we have talked about
with them. It is a gentleman’s agree-
ment, but we will live up to it on our
side.

Mr. President, there will be no more
votes today. We hope there will be a
good debate on this important issue
today and hope there will be some
amendments offered tomorrow and Fri-
day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 294) to reauthorize Amtrak, and
for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Commerce, Science and Transpor-
tation, with amendments, as follows:

(The parts of the bill intended to be
stricken are shown in boldface brack-
ets and the parts of the bill intended to
be inserted are shown in italic.)

S. 294

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Passenger
Rail Investment and Improvement Act of
2007,

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT OF TITLE 49, UNITED
STATES CODE.

Except as otherwise specifically provided,
whenever in this Act an amendment is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to a sec-
tion or other provision of law, the reference
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shall be considered to be made to a section
or other provision of title 49, United States
Code.
SEC. 3. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
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Sec. 3. Table of contents.
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