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developed. Given the substantial 
amount of revenues that Iraq could 
generate into the future, there exists a 
means to repay some of the costs of 
this reconstruction. 

Now, the Coalition Provisional Au-
thority is working on an Oil Trust 
Fund, a plan hoping to begin operation 
in early 2004. It would appear sensible 
to use such a fund in concert with a 
loan program to allow Iraq to repay 
some of these construction costs. 

Of course, Iraq has already been sad-
dled with billions in debt. However, Mr. 
Speaker, as we have learned in recent 
hearings on Iraq’s future, much of the 
debt is owed to countries that refused 
to lift a finger to help the Iraqi people 
free themselves from oppression and a 
destitute existence. Instead, these 
countries thought it better to put 
Americans at risk to bring freedom to 
these oppressed people. So why should 
the United States and those countries 
that have allied with us remain con-
cerned with those countries, that they 
get repaid first? 

The American people have been 
asked to sacrifice much. Three thou-
sand innocent lives were lost in 2001. 
We have lost more Americans in the 
ensuing war on terrorism, and families 
continue to endure the separation of 
loved ones and the economic hardships 
of Guard and Reserve members leaving 
their civilian jobs to serve in Operation 
Iraqi Freedom. 

Are we asking too much for the ad-
ministration to provide an opportuni-
ties for American generosity, persist-
ence, patience and sacrifice to be ac-
knowledged, appreciated and repaid? I 
think not. Americans will not shy 
away from the mission it has been 
tasked to complete. We are making 
progress every day, and our troops, 
while facing danger, are at the same 
time offering their time, money, and 
supplies to assist the local Iraqi people. 

Once this supplemental is passed, we 
must support the seven necessary steps 
towards a new Iraq. 

One, the appointment of the Iraqi 
Governing Council in July. 

Two, in August the Governing Coun-
cil named a Preparatory Committee for 
writing Iraq’s new, permanent con-
stitution. 

Three, this month, the Governing 
Council appointed ministers to run the 
day-to-day affairs of Iraq. 

Four, writing the Constitution. 
Five, popular vote on ratifying Iraq’s 

Constitution. 
Six, finally electing a new govern-

ment. 
Seven, transferring sovereignty from 

the coalition to the new government. 
Mr. Speaker, we will give the Presi-

dent the funds our country needs to 
protect and sustain our troops and re-
build a country whose people want to 
live proud and free again. All we are 
seeking is some measure to ensure that 
the American people aren’t perma-
nently footing this bill.

PAST COMMENTS ABOUT COST OF 
IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, during 
the lead-up to the war in Iraq, we had 
great assurances from the President 
and his staff that in the aftermath the 
United States would not be tagged with 
the bill. 

Press Secretary Ari Fleischer: ‘‘It is 
a rather wealthy country. Iraq has to 
be able to shoulder much of the burden 
of their own reconstruction.’’

Deputy Defense Secretary Paul 
Wolfowitz, arguably the godfather of 
this policy: ‘‘There is a lot of money to 
pay for this that doesn’t have to be 
U.S. taxpayer money, and it starts 
with the assets of the Iraqi people. The 
oil revenues of that country could 
bring between $50 billion and $100 bil-
lion over the course of the next 2 or 3 
years. We are dealing with a country 
that can really finance its own recon-
struction, and relatively soon.’’

Then, of course, the wonderful De-
fense Secretary, Donald Rumsfeld: ‘‘I 
do not believe the United States has re-
sponsibility for reconstruction. In a 
sense, funds can come from those var-
ious sources I mentioned: frozen assets, 
oil revenues and a variety of others 
things, including the Oil for Food pro-
gram.’’

Well, what a difference a few months 
makes. The President has presented 
the second bill for Iraq, $70 billion last 
April, and now another $87 billion that 
he wants this Congress to borrow on 
behalf of the American people to spend 
for the ongoing conflict and to rebuild 
that country. 

That is right, borrow. We are going 
to obligate Americans for the next 30 
years to pay for the rebuilding of Iraq. 
Apparently, it is necessary when cre-
ating a democratic and civil society 
that there be massive investment in 
public works, public infrastructure, 
schools, hospitals, universal health 
care, telecommunications, ports, rail, 
water, all those things; and the Amer-
ican people should borrow the money, 
according to the President, to do those 
things so that the Iraqi people can 
move toward a democratic and civil so-
ciety. 

But, unfortunately, according to the 
President, it is not necessary to do 
those things and pay for those things 
and not advisable to borrow the money 
to do those things to pay for the con-
tinuance of a democratic and civil soci-
ety here in the United States of Amer-
ica. 

Yes, he says we can borrow $20.3 bil-
lion to do all those things in Iraq, but 
we cannot afford it here. We are bor-
rowing money to pay tens of thousands 
of Iraqis to have no-show, no-work 
jobs, to provide stability, but the 
President says we cannot draw on the 
Unemployment Trust Fund, the $16 bil-
lion balance on taxes we have paid, to 

give extended unemployment benefits 
to Americans. 

On a per capita basis, the United 
States is going to spend ten times as 
much per citizen in Iraq on drinking 
water as it will in the United States, 
despite the D-minus grade that our 
water infrastructure has, despite the 
unfunded mandates on rural commu-
nities that cannot afford to meet those 
Federal requirements. Two times as 
much for water resource projects, ten 
times as much for sewer and drinking 
water. 

Iraqis will receive 300 times as much 
to put together a reliable electricity 
system in their country. Did the Presi-
dent not notice, I guess they have gen-
erators at the White House and Camp 
David, he did not notice that the lights 
went out in the eastern United States, 
but they did because of a crumbling 
and underinvested infrastructure. We 
are going to spend 300 times as much 
per citizen in Iraq. Thirteen times as 
much for medical infrastructure. 

In the little port of Umm Qasr over 
there, we are about to borrow from the 
American people another $45 million to 
further upgrade that port, at the same 
time that the President cannot find $8 
million to dredge ports in Southern Or-
egon. We just do not have the money to 
keep those ports open, he says, but we 
can borrow $45 million to further im-
prove Umm Qasr, into which we have 
already dumped $50 million. 

Then there is the Mawizeh marsh. 
The President wants to borrow on be-
half of the American people $50 million 
to restore a marsh. Well, we have big 
huge controversy over the Klamath 
marsh and that area in Oregon, and we 
need $25 million to move toward resolv-
ing that controversy. But the Presi-
dent says that money is not here in the 
United States of America, but he will 
borrow $50 million to restore a marsh 
in Iraq. 

Then there is the horrible problem of 
Basra and Umm Qasr. Their water sup-
ply comes through an open ditch, only 
half of which is lined. Of course, my 
city of Albany gets its water through 
an open ditch, none of which is lined. 
So it is an emergency that the Amer-
ican people borrow $200 million for 
Umm Qasr and Basra so they can have 
a modern water supply system, but, 
sorry, there is no money for Albany, 
Oregon, and hundreds of other commu-
nities across this country. 

Apparently it is necessary, the Presi-
dent says, to borrow these funds on be-
half of this generation and future gen-
erations of Americans so that Iraqis 
can live a better life, but we cannot af-
ford to do similar projects here in the 
United States of America, to put Amer-
icans to work. If that money were 
spent here in the United States of 
America, it would put 1 million people 
to work, but that is not on the Presi-
dent’s radar screen.
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