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(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, a 
study released by the House Committee 
on the Budget staff concludes that the 
cost of the Iraq war and the Iraq occu-
pation could easily reach $417 billion 
over the next decade. That is $17 billion 
more than the President has proposed 
for a prescription drug benefit for our 
seniors. The report says the best-case 
scenario would cost taxpayers only $308 
billion. Deputy Defense Secretary 
Wolfowitz said recently, ‘‘No one I 
know of would ever say that this war is 
cheap.’’

That, Mr. Speaker, contradicts what 
everyone in the Bush administration 
was saying before the war. Budget Di-
rector Mitch Daniels said Iraq would be 
‘‘an affordable endeavor’’ that ‘‘will 
not require sustained aid.’’ Top White 
House Economist Glen Hubbard said 
back then before the war, the ‘‘costs of 
any such intervention would be very 
small.’’ And another White House aid, 
Larry Lindsey, was fired after he said 
it would cost $100 billion to $200 billion. 

The report details how the Presi-
dent’s request allocates $157 per Iraqi 
for sewage improvements, while the 
President’s budget has only $14 per 
American for sewer improvements. 
This is U.S. tax dollars. The adminis-
tration is devoting $38 per Iraqi for 
hospitals, compared with $3.30 per 
American. 

The President is seeking $5.7 billion 
to rebuild and expand Iraq’s electricity 
generation, transmission and distribu-
tion systems, just as millions of Ameri-
cans are regaining power lost due to 
Hurricane Isabel, and Congress con-
tinues to deal with the fallout from the 
August blackout in my part of the 
country and in the Northeast. 

The President’s request would send 
over 350 times more per person, $255 per 
Iraqi, compared to 71 cents per U.S. cit-
izen on electric power rehabilitation. 

The President wants $856 million to 
upgrade Iraqi airports, seaports, rail-
ways and communication systems. An-
other $470 million would go towards re-
pairing roads, bridges and houses in 
Iraq and rehabilitating Iraqi govern-
ment buildings. 

The fine print of the President’s re-
quest shows how far U.S. expenditures 
are going overseas and how the Bush 
administration, frankly, misled us be-
fore the war when he said this could be 
done on the cheap. 

In Iraq, $875 million is earmarked to 
restore drained marshlands, while at 
home the administration wants to hold 
wetland conservation programs to last 
year’s level at $100 million, one-eighth 
as much. 

We have a duty, to be sure, to help 
the people of Iraq and Afghanistan as 
they rebuild their countries, but not at 
the expense of our own. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1738, the Iraqi 
Parity Act, a bill to require the U.S. 
Government to pay for infrastructure 
and social service needs for the 50 U.S. 
States in the same amount as the 

amount of relief and reconstruction 
funds provided to Iraq. State and local 
governments in the United States de-
serve, at a minimum, the same level of 
Federal involvement to address infra-
structure and social service shortfalls 
as the amount of relief and reconstruc-
tion funds provided to Iraq. 

What I am hearing from my constitu-
ents, and I have come to this floor day 
after day reading letters from constitu-
ents about their concern about our 
entry into the war and the aftermath 
of that war and how the administration 
may not have told us everything, it 
may not have told us the truth in how 
this Congress, this Republican leader-
ship in this Congress, has failed and re-
fused to investigate these expenditures 
and failed to and refused to investigate 
many of the other issues around the 
Iraq war. 

But what I am hearing from my con-
stituents in these letters is the U.S. 
cannot go it alone in Iraq. My constitu-
ents are uncomfortable with the huge 
price tag for reconstruction; my con-
stituents do not feel their tax dollars 
should bear the entire burden of recon-
struction in Iraq; my constituents do 
not feel our troops should bear the en-
tire burden of protecting Iraq; and, 
most of all, my constituents are con-
cerned that the administration is sim-
ply not doing enough to ensure the 
safety of our men and women in the 
Armed Forces. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a serious issue 
that this Congress needs to debate. We 
need answers. We need the Bush admin-
istration to tell us what their plans 
are. How long we are going to be in 
Iraq? How we are going to rebuild that 
country? How much it is going to cost, 
and when we are going to withdraw 
from that country?
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SERIOUSNESS IN THE SPOTLIGHT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I just 
would like to start by saying that 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, in fighting 
World War II, did not tell the American 
people how long it was going to take or 
what it was going to cost; all he told 
them was that we were going to win. 

Ronald Reagan did not tell the Amer-
ican people how long it would take or 
what it would cost to defeat com-
munism; he just told the American 
people we were going to win. 

This week, two items on the agenda 
will give Members of both parties the 
opportunity to show the American peo-
ple just how serious they are about 
winning the war on terror. In the com-
ing days, we will hold hearings on the 
President’s supplemental spending re-
quest for military and democracy-
building operations in Afghanistan and 
Iraq. 

And also this week, the House will 
likely debate the conference report on 
the Homeland Security spending bill. 

Since September 11, some have tried 
to split homeland security from na-
tional security, as if they were two sep-
arate issues. But the war on terror can-
not be won if we employ such flawed 
logic. Homeland security and national 
security are one and the same, and 
only by accepting this fundamental 
fact can we hope to defeat terrorism. 

Whether we like it or not, we have to 
fight this war on terror. Our choice is 
whether to fight it in the streets of 
Baghdad, or in the streets of Brooklyn. 

Critics of the President’s policy sug-
gest that spending billions on civil de-
fense without aggressively fighting the 
terrorists everywhere they live and 
plan will, in and of itself, make Amer-
ica safer. But in this war, with an 
enemy that acknowledges no rules of 
engagement, we should not have to 
rely on responding to their actions; 
they should be responding to ours. And 
today in Afghanistan and Iraq, they 
are. 

Here at home, the President’s com-
prehensive security policy has made 
America a safer and better prepared 
Nation than ever before. Our intel-
ligence and law enforcement commu-
nities foil terrorist plots every month. 
Our enemies, those here and around the 
world, are on the run, killed or cap-
tured, hiding in caves, or sitting in 
cells. 

And the comprehensive security pol-
icy of the Bush doctrine is the reason 
for our success in the war on terror and 
our only hope for seeing that war 
through to ultimate victory. 

If the President’s critics do not like 
this policy, then it is time for them to 
either propose their own or get out of 
the way.
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In the hearings and debate, the Presi-
dent’s critics once and for all will fi-
nally reveal either alternative war pol-
icy or their basic unfitness for wartime 
leadership.

f 

THE STATE OF THE ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Pursuant to the order 
of the House of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) is 
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to talk about the state of 
our ailing economy. The administra-
tion recently announced that it is re-
questing $87 billion from Congress to 
fund the war and rebuild Afghanistan 
and Iraq’s infrastructure and the econ-
omy. This is in addition to the $79 bil-
lion that Congress made available for 
these efforts last spring. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not have any prob-
lem with fighting the war against ter-
rorism, whether it is in Iraq or in Af-
ghanistan, but I am wondering where 
the funding is to rebuild our own econ-
omy. 

Just put this $87 billion in context 
for those in the Chamber and for our 
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