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in storage, frozen for possible later use.
Of those, and that is what this slide
points out, 88 percent of these frozen
embryos, in fact close to 350,000, are
being held for future family building
by the donors. They have not com-
pleted their family. Maybe they have
not gotten pregnant yet. They have not
conceived. So 88 percent are going to
remain preserved in a frozen state so
that hopefully these infertile couples
will hopefully at some point in the fu-
ture become parents.

And only 2.8 percent, about 8,700 of
the frozen embryos, are designated for
destruction. Couples a lot of times are
asked the question: Well, would you
like to give this baby up for destruc-
tion so that we can get these embry-
onic stem cells, or would you rather
just throw them away? Well, half of the
people that own those embryos would
say for whatever reason, maybe the
same reason that folks sometimes say
no, I don’t want an autopsy on my
loved one; or no, I don’t want to donate
an organ when I am in a massive auto-
mobile accident and I am brain dead. A
lot of people will say, look, I don’t
want my embryo, my child, to be put
in a blender for the sake of obtaining
those embryonic stem cells. I would
rather it be thrown away.

So this business of 400,000 available,
it is nothing near that amount. It is
very important for people and our col-
leagues to understand and to put that
in perspective.

Madam Speaker, I know our time is
running short. We are rapidly ap-
proaching the time that this body will
be adjourning for the day, a busy day.
And I have one poster in particular
that I want my colleagues to take a
close look at. This is the one that I am
presenting now with these precious
children.

These were frozen embryos. These
were part of the so-called medical
waste that was going to be thrown
away; or, indeed, put in a blender and
churned up, destroying these little
lives. Thank God the ones on this post-
er were adopted by infertile couples,
with the permission from the couples
who owned those embryos. These are
what we refer to as the snowflake ba-
bies.

Last year when we were debating this
issue, many of them, the parents went
out of their way to take time off work,
to buy an airline ticket and fly up here
with these toddlers, some months old,
and some a few years old. And I saw at
the White House, as President Bush ve-
toed this bill last year, he was holding
a set of snowflake baby twins. Indeed,
throw away medical waste. I think not.

These little children on this poster
look a lot like my six grandchildren. I
have three precious granddaughters
and three precious grandsons, and I
think how precious life is.

We need to think about this very,
very closely. I want to ask my col-
leagues this question, just like the sur-
vey, the polling done and you ask the
question in the right way: some of us
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are pro-life. Some of us are pro-choice.
Some of us are Democrats, some of us
are Republicans. But if we have an op-
portunity to obtain embryonic stem
cells, maybe they do have more poten-
tial than the adult stem cells. I don’t
know. I do know they have this prob-
lem with tumor formation. But if the
argument is our hands have been tied,
although we have funded embryonic
stem cell research on those existing
cell lines, but if the opportunity is
there and we considered that tonight
and talked about Dr. Atala’s work on
obtaining nearly embryonic, nearly
totipotential cells, we also can do
things like biopsy an embryo, that is
called pregenetic diagnosis, and we do
that all the time now.

If an embryo is from a family that
has a congenital defect like hemophilia
or muscular dystrophy, you can biopsy
that embryo to make sure that condi-
tion does not exist. If you can do that
without harming the embryo, and it
has been done thousands of times, we
ought to be able to do the same tech-
nique and get embryonic stem cells. It
takes some research.

If we can continue to fund scientists
like Dr. Stice at the University of
Georgia in regard to using those essen-
tially brain dead embryos that don’t
have any potential for further life and
get those embryonic stem cells, we
don’t have to get into this argument,
Madam Speaker, between the pro-life
and pro-choice community.

Isn’t that, my colleagues, the way to
g0? I hope there is an opportunity this
year in the 110th Congress to vote on
that bill and give the President some-
thing that he can sign and get back to
us and make it law.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. HIGGINS (at the request of Mr.
HoOYER) for today and the balance of
the week.

Mr. HiLL (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of official
business in the district.

Mr. WALSH of New York (at the re-
quest of Mr. BOEHNER) for today and
the balance of the week on account of
family reasons.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. KILPATRICK, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today.
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Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PAYNE, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. McDERMOTT, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. KUCINICH, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. HoLT, for 56 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
April 18.

Ms. Foxx, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, April 23 and 24.

(The following Member (at her own
request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-

rial:)

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.
————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, 1

move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at midnight), the House ad-
journed until today, Wednesday, April
18, 2007, at 10 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1076. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a 6-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to persons who commit,
threaten to commit, or support terrorism
that was declared in Executive Order 13224 of
September 23, 2001, pursuant to 50 U.S.C.
1641(c); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1077. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the
semiannual report detailing payments made
to Cuba as a result of the provision of tele-
communications services pursuant to De-
partment of the Treasury specific licenses,
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6032; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

1078. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1079. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1080. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report entitled ‘‘Supporting
Democracy and Human Rights: The U.S.
Record 2006-2007,” pursuant to Public Law
107-228, section 665; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

1081. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act, certification re-
garding the proposed license for the export of
defense articles and services to the Govern-
ment of Russia (Transmittal No. DDTC 036-
07); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-12T13:42:05-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




