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other six Iranian Embassies in Latin America
have been around for a long time and include
those in Cuba, Argentina, Uruguay, Brazil,
Mexico, and Venezuela.
As such, I do not agree with the decision by
the U.S. House of Representatives to treat this
resolution as noncontroversial. The bill could
unwittingly place this Congress in the position
of promoting an attack on the country of Iran
through its attempt to draw parallels between
Iran and those responsible for the attack on
the AMIA Jewish Community Center. Instead
of using speculative and factually inaccurate
information which is clearly included in this bill,
the resolution should be redrafted and kept to
readily ascertainable facts about the unconscionable attack on the AMIA Jewish Community Center in 1994.
This body must not allow an attack on innocent people be used as a pretext for an attack
on more innocent people. Indeed, we have
done this once with disastrous results. I believe this House is better served by demanding sensible and responsible diplomatic foreign
policy initiatives. This body should demand
that the administration engage Iran immediately in high-level diplomatic negotiations
without preconditions. By neglecting this duty
and employing tactics that maintain an ongoing condemnation of Iran, without opening diplomatic channels, this body is systematically
destroying every available route to restoring
peace and security in the Middle East, which
could have devastating consequences for
Israel, as well as our troops in Iraq.
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, as one who is most
consistently opposed to war and violence, I
join my colleagues in condemning the brutal
and unjustified attack on a Jewish community
center in Argentina 14 years ago. I do not
support this resolution, however, as it misuses
a tragedy 14 years ago in a foreign country to
push for U.S. war against Iran today.
Although this resolution clearly blames Iran
and Hezbollah for the bombing, in fact the investigation is ongoing and far from conclusive.
In an article titled ‘‘U.S. uses probe to pressure Iran,’’ the Wall Street Journal earlier this
year suggested that renewed U.S. interest in
this 14-year-old case is more related to politics
than a genuine desire for justice. Reported the
Journal,
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As tensions between the U.S. and Iran persist, Washington and its allies are using an
investigation into a 1994 terrorist attack in
Argentina to maintain pressure on the Iranian regime.
Behind the scenes, Bush administration officials are encouraging the probe, which centers on the bombing of a Jewish community
center in Buenos Aires. One U.S. goal is to
cause legal problems for some of Iran’s political leaders. Administration officials also
hope to use the matter to highlight Iran’s alleged role in financing and supporting terrorism around the world.

Those pushing for a U.S. attack on Iran are
using this tragic event to foment fear in the
United States that Iran and Hezbollah are perpetrating terrorist acts in the Western Hemisphere. This is another in an ongoing series of
resolutions we see on the House floor pushing
us toward war against Iran. I have no doubt
that we will see another similar resolution on
the floor next week, and the week after, and
so on until we find ourselves making another
tragic mistake as we did in 2002 with H.J.
Res. 114 giving the President the authority to
attack Iraq.
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I urge my colleagues to resist this push to
war with Iran before it is too late.
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H. Con. Res. 385, which condemns
the attack on the AMIA Jewish Community
Center in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in July
1994.
I led an official congressional delegation to
Buenos Aires in February and visited the leaders of the Argentine Jewish community. I saw
the site of the devastating July 18, 1994,
bombing of the Argentine Jewish Mutual Association. I will never forget the sadness I felt
laying a wreath of flowers on the memorial to
the 85 victims of the terrorist attack and will always keep in the forefront of my mind the
need to bring to justice the perpetrators of that
horrible crime.
Mr. Speaker, overwhelming evidence links
the attacks to the government of Iran, and the
execution of the bombings to Hezbollah, a terrorist organization based in Lebanon. The
state prosecutor of Argentina announced this
conclusion on October 25, 2006, stating that
the AMIA bombing was ‘‘decided and organized by the highest leaders of the former
government of Iran, whom, at the same time,
entrusted its execution to the Lebanese terrorist group Hezbollah.’’ He specifically alleged
that the attack was approved by Iran’s Supreme Leader Ali Khamene’i and Ali Akbar
Hashemi Rafsanjani, a former leader of Iran
and the current chairman of Iran’s Assembly
of Experts and Iran’s Expediency Council.
On November 9, 2006, an Argentine judge
issued an arrest warrant for Rafsanjani and
others for their involvement in the AMIA bombing. One year later, the General Assembly of
INTERPOL issued six Red Notices, circulating
the Argentine warrants in an effort to extradite
the indicted Iranians.
One of the perpetrators of the AMIA bombing was Hezbollah operative Imad Moughnieh.
Moughnieh was not only responsible for the
act of terror in Buenos Aires, he also carried
out the dastardly attack on the U.S. Marine
barracks in Lebanon in 1983. This brutal terrorist was reportedly killed in Syria on February 12, 2008. While I do not know who carried out the attack on Moughnieh, it seems
that justice has been done.
It is unconscionable that the entire leadership of the government of Iran was involved
with the terror campaign in Argentina. We
must not let the world’s lead sponsor of international terror continue to get away with its
criminal deeds.
I stand with the President of Argentina,
Cristina Fernandez de Kirchner, and the government of Argentina, which has stepped up
the pace of the AMIA investigation. The United
States must continue to work with Argentina
and provide any help it needs as it seeks to
bring the terrorists to justice.
I stand with the peace-loving Jewish community of Argentina which, despite the horror
which befell them 14 years ago, remains vital
and strong. Their survival is a testament to the
human spirit which will not succumb to the
reprehensible designs of an evil few.
And I stand with the freedom-loving peoples
around the world who know the horrors of terrorism and will not rest until the perpetrators
have been apprehended and convicted in a
court of law.
Again, I strongly support H. Con. Res. 385,
a resolution of which I am a cosponsor, and
urge my colleagues to do the same.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
we have no further requests for time,
and we yield back the balance of our
time.
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BERMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 385.
The question was taken; and (twothirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concurrent resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:
H.R. 3985. An act to amend title 49, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of
Transportation to register a person providing transportation by an over-the-road
bus as a motor carrier of passengers only if
the person is willing and able to comply with
certain accessibility requirements in addition to other existing requirements, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed with an amendment
a bill of the following title in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:
H.R. 3221. An act moving the United States
toward greater energy independence and security, developing innovative new technologies, reducing carbon emissions, creating green jobs, protecting consumers, increasing clean renewable energy production,
and modernizing our energy infrastructure,
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to provide tax incentives for the production of renewable energy and energy conservation.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENTS IN
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R.
3890, TOM LANTOS BLOCK BURMESE
JADE
(JUNTA’S
ANTIDEMOCRATIC EFFORTS) ACT OF
2008
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 1341) providing for
the concurrence by the House in the
Senate amendments to H.R. 3890, with
amendments.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The text of the resolution is as follows:
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution the bill (H.R. 3890) entitled ‘‘An
Act to amend the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 to waive the requirement for annual renewal resolutions relating
to import sanctions, impose import sanctions on Burmese gemstones, expand the
number of individuals against whom the visa
ban is applicable, expand the blocking of assets and other prohibited activities, and for
other purposes.’’, with the Senate amendment, thereto, shall be considered to have
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been taken from the Speaker’s table to the
end that the Senate amendment, thereto be,
and the same are hereby, agreed to with the
following amendments: Strike all after the
enacting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tom Lantos
Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s Anti-Democratic Efforts) Act of 2008’’.
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SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:
(1) Beginning on August 19, 2007, hundreds
of thousands of citizens of Burma, including
thousands of Buddhist monks and students,
participated in peaceful demonstrations
against rapidly deteriorating living conditions and the violent and repressive policies
of the State Peace and Development Council
(SPDC), the ruling military regime in
Burma—
(A) to demand the release of all political
prisoners, including 1991 Nobel Peace Prize
winner Aung San Suu Kyi; and
(B) to urge the regime to engage in meaningful dialogue to pursue national reconciliation.
(2) The Burmese regime responded to these
peaceful protests with a violent crackdown
leading to the reported killing of approximately 200 people, including a Japanese
photojournalist, and hundreds of injuries.
Human rights groups further estimate that
over 2,000 individuals have been detained, arrested, imprisoned, beaten, tortured, or otherwise intimidated as part of this crackdown. Burmese military, police, and their affiliates in the Union Solidarity Development
Association (USDA) perpetrated almost all
of these abuses. The Burmese regime continues to detain, torture, and otherwise intimidate those individuals whom it believes
participated in or led the protests and it has
closed down or otherwise limited access to
several monasteries and temples that played
key roles in the peaceful protests.
(3) The Department of State’s 2006 Country
Reports on Human Rights Practices found
that the SPDC—
(A) routinely restricts freedoms of speech,
press, assembly, association, religion, and
movement;
(B) traffics in persons;
(C) discriminates against women and ethnic minorities;
(D) forcibly recruits child soldiers and
child labor; and
(E) commits other serious violations of
human
rights,
including
extrajudicial
killings, custodial deaths, disappearances,
rape, torture, abuse of prisoners and detainees, and the imprisonment of citizens arbitrarily for political motives.
(4) Aung San Suu Kyi has been arbitrarily
imprisoned or held under house arrest for
more than 12 years.
(5) In October 2007, President Bush announced a new Executive Order to tighten
economic sanctions against Burma and block
property and travel to the United States by
certain senior leaders of the SPDC, individuals who provide financial backing for the
SPDC, and individuals responsible for human
rights violations and impeding democracy in
Burma. Additional names were added in updates done on October 19, 2007, and February
5, 2008. However, only 38 discrete individuals
and 13 discrete companies have been designated under those sanctions, once aliases
and companies with similar names were removed. By contrast, the Australian Government identified more than 400 individuals
and entities subject to its sanctions applied
in the wake of the 2007 violence. The European Union’s regulations to implement sanctions against Burma have identified more
than 400 individuals among the leadership of
government, the military, and the USDA,
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along with nearly 1300 state and military-run
companies potentially subject to its sanctions.
(6) The Burmese regime and its supporters
finance their ongoing violations of human
rights, undemocratic policies, and military
activities in part through financial transactions, travel, and trade involving the
United States, including the sale of petroleum products, gemstones and hardwoods.
(7) In 2006, the Burmese regime earned
more than $500 million from oil and gas
projects, over $500 million from sale of hardwoods, and in excess of $300 million from the
sale of rubies and jade. At least $500 million
of the $2.16 billion earned in 2006 from Burma’s two natural gas pipelines, one of which
is 28 percent owned by a United States company, went to the Burmese regime. The regime has earned smaller amounts from oil
and gas exploration and non-operational
pipelines but United States investors are not
involved in those transactions. Industry
sources estimate that over $100 million annually in Burmese rubies and jade enters the
United States. Burma’s official statistics report that Burma exported $500 million in
hardwoods in 2006 but NGOs estimate the
true figure to exceed $900 million. Reliable
statistics on the amount of hardwoods imported into the United States from Burma in
the form of finished products are not available, in part due to widespread illegal logging and smuggling.
(8) The SPDC seeks to evade the sanctions
imposed in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003. Millions of dollars in
gemstones that are exported from Burma ultimately enter the United States, but the
Burmese regime attempts to conceal the origin of the gemstones in an effort to evade
sanctions. For example, according to gem industry experts, over 90 percent of the world’s
ruby supply originates in Burma but only 3
percent of the rubies entering the United
States are claimed to be of Burmese origin.
The value of Burmese gemstones is predominantly based on their original quality and
geological origin, rather than the labor involved in cutting and polishing the
gemstones.
(9) According to hardwood industry experts, Burma is home to approximately 60
percent of the world’s native teak reserves.
More than 1⁄4 of the world’s internationally
traded teak originates from Burma, and
hardwood sales, mainly of teak, represent
more than 11 percent of Burma’s official foreign exchange earnings.
(10) The SPDC owns a majority stake in
virtually all enterprises responsible for the
extraction and trade of Burmese natural resources, including all mining operations, the
Myanmar Timber Enterprise, the Myanmar
Gems Enterprise, the Myanmar Pearl Enterprise, and the Myanmar Oil and Gas Enterprise. Virtually all profits from these enterprises enrich the SPDC.
(11) On October 11, 2007, the United Nations
Security Council, with the consent of the
People’s Republic of China, issued a statement condemning the violence in Burma,
urging the release of all political prisoners,
and calling on the SPDC to enter into a
United Nations-mediated dialogue with its
political opposition.
(12) The United Nations special envoy
Ibrahim Gambari traveled to Burma from
September 29, 2007, through October 2, 2007,
holding meetings with SPDC leader General
Than Shwe and democracy advocate Aung
San Suu Kyi in an effort to promote dialogue
between the SPDC and democracy advocates.
(13) The leaders of the SPDC will have a
greater incentive to cooperate with diplomatic efforts by the United Nations, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations, and
the People’s Republic of China if they come
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under targeted economic pressure that denies them access to personal wealth and
sources of revenue.
(14) On the night of May 2, 2008, through
the morning of May 3, 2008, tropical cyclone
Nargis struck the coast of Burma, resulting
in the deaths of tens of thousands of Burmese.
(15) The response to the cyclone by Burma’s military leaders illustrates their fundamental lack of concern for the welfare of the
Burmese people. The regime did little to
warn citizens of the cyclone, did not provide
adequate humanitarian assistance to address
basic needs and prevent loss of life, and continues to fail to provide life-protecting and
life-sustaining services to its people.
(16) The international community responded immediately to the cyclone and attempted to provide humanitarian assistance.
More than 30 disaster assessment teams from
18 different nations and the United Nations
arrived in the region, but the Burmese regime denied them permission to enter the
country. Eventually visas were granted to
aid workers, but the regime continues to severely limit their ability to provide assistance in the affected areas.
(17) Despite the devastation caused by Cyclone Nargis, the junta went ahead with its
referendum on a constitution drafted by an
illegitimate assembly, conducting voting in
unaffected areas on May 10, 2008, and in portions of the affected Irrawaddy region and
Rangoon on May 26, 2008.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) ACCOUNT; CORRESPONDENT ACCOUNT; PAYABLE-THROUGH ACCOUNT.—The terms ‘‘account’’, ‘‘correspondent account’’, and ‘‘payable-through account’’ have the meanings
given the terms in section 5318A(e)(1) of title
31, United States Code.
(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’’ means—
(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate;
(B) the Committee on Finance of the Senate;
(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the House of Representatives; and
(D) the Committee on Ways and Means of
the House of Representatives.
(3) ASEAN.—The term ‘‘ASEAN’’ means
the Association of Southeast Asian Nations.
(4) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’’ means—
(A) an individual, corporation, company,
business association, partnership, society,
trust, any other nongovernmental entity, organization, or group; and
(B) any successor, subunit, or subsidiary of
any person described in subparagraph (A).
(5) SPDC.—The term ‘‘SPDC’’ means the
State Peace and Development Council, the
ruling military regime in Burma.
(6) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term
‘‘United States person’’ means any United
States citizen, permanent resident alien, juridical person organized under the laws of
the
United
States
(including
foreign
branches), or any person in the United
States.
SEC. 4. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States to—
(1) condemn the continued repression carried out by the SPDC;
(2) work with the international community, especially the People’s Republic of
China, India, Thailand, and ASEAN, to foster
support for the legitimate democratic aspirations of the people of Burma and to coordinate efforts to impose sanctions on those directly responsible for human rights abuses in
Burma;
(3) provide all appropriate support and assistance to aid a peaceful transition to constitutional democracy in Burma;
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(4) support international efforts to alleviate the suffering of Burmese refugees and address the urgent humanitarian needs of the
Burmese people; and
(5) identify individuals responsible for the
repression of peaceful political activity in
Burma and hold them accountable for their
actions.
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SEC. 5. SANCTIONS.
(a) VISA BAN.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The

following persons
shall be ineligible for a visa to travel to the
United States:
(A) Former and present leaders of the
SPDC, the Burmese military, or the USDA.
(B) Officials of the SPDC, the Burmese
military, or the USDA involved in the repression of peaceful political activity or in
other gross violations of human rights in
Burma or in the commission of other human
rights abuses, including any current or
former officials of the security services and
judicial institutions of the SPDC.
(C) Any other Burmese persons who provide substantial economic and political support for the SPDC, the Burmese military, or
the USDA.
(D) The immediate family members of any
person described in subparagraphs (A)
through (C).
(2) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
visa ban described in paragraph (1) only if
the President determines and certifies in
writing to Congress that travel by the person
seeking such a waiver is in the national interests of the United States.
(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
subsection shall be construed to conflict
with the provisions of section 694 of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110–161), nor shall this subsection be
construed to make ineligible for a visa members of ethnic groups in Burma now or previously opposed to the regime who were
forced to provide labor or other support to
the Burmese military and who are otherwise
eligible for admission into the United States.
(b) FINANCIAL SANCTIONS.—
(1) BLOCKED PROPERTY.—No property or interest in property belonging to a person described in subsection (a)(1) may be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, or otherwise dealt with if—
(A) the property is located in the United
States or within the possession or control of
a United States person, including the overseas branch of a United States person; or
(B) the property comes into the possession
or control of a United States person after the
date of the enactment of this Act.
(2) FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS.—Except with
respect to transactions authorized under Executive Orders 13047 (May 20, 1997) and 13310
(July 28, 2003), no United States person may
engage in a financial transaction with the
SPDC or with a person described in subsection (a)(1).
(3) PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES.—Activities prohibited by reason of the blocking of property
and financial transactions under this subsection shall include the following:
(A) Payments or transfers of any property,
or any transactions involving the transfer of
anything of economic value by any United
States person, including any United States
financial institution and any branch or office
of such financial institution that is located
outside the United States, to the SPDC or to
an individual described in subsection (a)(1).
(B) The export or reexport directly or indirectly, of any goods, technology, or services
by a United States person to the SPDC, to an
individual described in subsection (a)(1) or to
any entity owned, controlled, or operated by
the SPDC or by an individual described in
such subsection.
(c) AUTHORITY FOR ADDITIONAL BANKING
SANCTIONS.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Treasury, in consultation with the Secretary
of State, the Attorney General of the United
States, and the Chairman of the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System,
may prohibit or impose conditions on the
opening or maintaining in the United States
of a correspondent account or payablethrough account by any financial institution
(as that term is defined in section 5312 of
title 31, United States Code) or financial
agency that is organized under the laws of a
State, territory, or possession of the United
States, for or on behalf of a foreign banking
institution, if the Secretary determines that
the account might be used—
(A) by a foreign banking institution that
holds property or an interest in property belonging to the SPDC or a person described in
subsection (a)(1); or
(B) to conduct a transaction on behalf of
the SPDC or a person described in subsection
(a)(1).
(2) AUTHORITY TO DEFINE TERMS.—The Secretary of the Treasury may, by regulation,
further define the terms used in paragraph
(1) for purposes of this section, as the Secretary considers appropriate.
(d) LIST OF SANCTIONED OFFICIALS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the President shall transmit to the appropriate congressional committees a list of—
(A) former and present leaders of the
SPDC, the Burmese military, and the USDA;
(B) officials of the SPDC, the Burmese
military, or the USDA involved in the repression of peaceful political activity in
Burma or in the commission of other human
rights abuses, including any current or
former officials of the security services and
judicial institutions of the SPDC;
(C) any other Burmese persons or entities
who provide substantial economic and political support for the SPDC, the Burmese military, or the USDA; and
(D) the immediate family members of any
person described in subparagraphs (A)
through (C) whom the President determines
effectively controls property in the United
States or has benefitted from a financial
transaction with any United States person.
(2) CONSIDERATION OF OTHER DATA.—In preparing the list required under paragraph (1),
the President shall consider the data already
obtained by other countries and entities that
apply sanctions against Burma, such as the
Australian Government and the European
Union.
(3) UPDATES.—The President shall transmit
to the appropriate congressional committees
updated lists of the persons described in
paragraph (1) as new information becomes
available.
(4) IDENTIFICATION OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary of State and the Secretary of the
Treasury shall devote sufficient resources to
the identification of information concerning
potential persons to be sanctioned to carry
out the purposes described in this Act.
(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section may be construed to prohibit
any contract or other financial transaction
with any nongovernmental humanitarian organization in Burma.
(f) EXCEPTIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The prohibitions and restrictions described in subsections (b) and (c)
shall not apply to medicine, medical equipment or supplies, food or feed, or any other
form of humanitarian assistance provided to
Burma.
(2) REGULATORY EXCEPTIONS.—For the following purposes, the Secretary of State may,
by regulation, authorize exceptions to the
prohibition and restrictions described in subsection (a), and the Secretary of the Treasury may, by regulation, authorize exceptions
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to the prohibitions and restrictions described
in subsections (b) and (c)—
(A) to permit the United States and Burma
to operate their diplomatic missions, and to
permit the United States to conduct other
official United States Government business
in Burma;
(B) to permit United States citizens to
visit Burma; and
(C) to permit the United States to comply
with the United Nations Headquarters
Agreement and other applicable international agreements.
(g) PENALTIES.—Any person who violates
any prohibition or restriction imposed pursuant to subsection (b) or (c) shall be subject
to the penalties under section 6 of the International Emergency Economic Powers Act
(50 U.S.C. 1705) to the same extent as for a
violation under that Act.
(h) TERMINATION OF SANCTIONS.—The sanctions imposed under subsection (a), (b), or (c)
shall apply until the President determines
and certifies to the appropriate congressional committees that the SPDC has—
(1) unconditionally released all political
prisoners, including Aung San Suu Kyi and
other members of the National League for
Democracy;
(2) entered into a substantive dialogue
with democratic forces led by the National
League for Democracy and the ethnic minorities of Burma on transitioning to democratic government under the rule of law; and
(3) allowed humanitarian access to populations affected by armed conflict in all regions of Burma.
(i) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
sanctions described in subsections (b) and (c)
if the President determines and certifies to
the appropriate congressional committees
that such waiver is in the national interest
of the United States.
SEC. 6. AMENDMENTS TO THE BURMESE FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY ACT OF 2003.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Burmese Freedom

and Democracy Act of 2003 (Public Law 108–
61; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended by inserting after section 3 the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 3A. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF
JADEITE AND RUBIES FROM BURMA
AND ARTICLES OF JEWELRY CONTAINING JADEITE OR RUBIES FROM
BURMA.
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional

committees’ means—
‘‘(A) the Committee on Ways and Means
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives; and
‘‘(B) the Committee on Finance and the
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate.
‘‘(2) BURMESE COVERED ARTICLE.—The term
‘Burmese covered article’ means—
‘‘(A) jadeite mined or extracted from
Burma;
‘‘(B) rubies mined or extracted from
Burma; or
‘‘(C) articles of jewelry containing jadeite
described in subparagraph (A) or rubies described in subparagraph (B).
‘‘(3) NON-BURMESE COVERED ARTICLE.—The
term ‘non-Burmese covered article’ means—
‘‘(A) jadeite mined or extracted from a
country other than Burma;
‘‘(B) rubies mined or extracted from a
country other than Burma; or
‘‘(C) articles of jewelry containing jadeite
described in subparagraph (A) or rubies described in subparagraph (B).
‘‘(4) JADEITE; RUBIES; ARTICLES OF JEWELRY
CONTAINING JADEITE OR RUBIES.—
‘‘(A) JADEITE.—The term ‘jadeite’ means
any jadeite classifiable under heading 7103 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (in this paragraph referred to
as the ‘HTS’).
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‘‘(B) RUBIES.—The term ‘rubies’ means any
rubies classifiable under heading 7103 of the
HTS.
‘‘(C) ARTICLES OF JEWELRY CONTAINING
JADEITE OR RUBIES.—The term ‘articles of
jewelry containing jadeite or rubies’ means—
‘‘(i) any article of jewelry classifiable
under heading 7113 of the HTS that contains
jadeite or rubies; or
‘‘(ii) any article of jadeite or rubies classifiable under heading 7116 of the HTS.
‘‘(5) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘United
States’, when used in the geographic sense,
means the several States, the District of Columbia, and any commonwealth, territory,
or possession of the United States.
‘‘(b) PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF BURMESE COVERED ARTICLES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, until such time as the
President determines and certifies to the appropriate congressional committees that
Burma has met the conditions described in
section 3(a)(3), beginning 60 days after the
date of the enactment of the Tom Lantos
Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s Anti-Democratic Efforts) Act of 2008, the President
shall prohibit the importation into the
United States of any Burmese covered article.
‘‘(2) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The President is authorized to, and shall as necessary,
issue such proclamations, regulations, licenses, and orders, and conduct such investigations, as may be necessary to implement
the prohibition under paragraph (1).
‘‘(3) OTHER ACTIONS.—Beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act, the President shall take all appropriate actions to
seek the following:
‘‘(A) The issuance of a draft waiver decision by the Council for Trade in Goods of the
World Trade Organization granting a waiver
of the applicable obligations of the United
States under the World Trade Organization
with respect to the provisions of this section
and any measures taken to implement this
section.
‘‘(B) The adoption of a resolution by the
United Nations General Assembly expressing
the need to address trade in Burmese covered
articles and calling for the creation and implementation of a workable certification
scheme for non-Burmese covered articles to
prevent the trade in Burmese covered articles.
‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR IMPORTATION OF
NON-BURMESE COVERED ARTICLES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), until such time as the President determines and certifies to the appropriate congressional committees that Burma
has met the conditions described in section
3(a)(3), beginning 60 days after the date of
the enactment of the Tom Lantos Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s Anti-Democratic Efforts) Act of 2008, the President shall require
as a condition for the importation into the
United States of any non-Burmese covered
article that—
‘‘(A) the exporter of the non-Burmese covered article has implemented measures that
have substantially the same effect and
achieve the same goals as the measures described in clauses (i) through (iv) of paragraph (2)(B) (or their functional equivalent)
to prevent the trade in Burmese covered articles; and
‘‘(B) the importer of the non-Burmese covered article agrees—
‘‘(i) to maintain a full record of, in the
form of reports or otherwise, complete information relating to any act or transaction related to the purchase, manufacture, or shipment of the non-Burmese covered article for
a period of not less than 5 years from the
date of entry of the non-Burmese covered article; and
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‘‘(ii) to provide the information described
in clause (i) within the custody or control of
such person to the relevant United States
authorities upon request.
‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President may
waive the requirements of paragraph (1) with
respect to the importation of non-Burmese
covered articles from any country with respect to which the President determines and
certifies to the appropriate congressional
committees has implemented the measures
described in subparagraph (B) (or their functional equivalent) to prevent the trade in
Burmese covered articles.
‘‘(B) MEASURES DESCRIBED.—The measures
referred to in subparagraph (A) are the following:
‘‘(i) With respect to exportation from the
country of jadeite or rubies in rough form, a
system of verifiable controls on the jadeite
or rubies from mine to exportation demonstrating that the jadeite or rubies were
not mined or extracted from Burma, and accompanied by officially-validated documentation certifying the country from which
the jadeite or rubies were mined or extracted, total carat weight, and value of the
jadeite or rubies.
‘‘(ii) With respect to exportation from the
country of finished jadeite or polished rubies, a system of verifiable controls on the
jadeite or rubies from mine to the place of
final finishing of the jadeite or rubies demonstrating that the jadeite or rubies were
not mined or extracted from Burma, and accompanied by officially-validated documentation certifying the country from which
the jadeite or rubies were mined or extracted.
‘‘(iii) With respect to exportation from the
country of articles of jewelry containing
jadeite or rubies, a system of verifiable controls on the jadeite or rubies from mine to
the place of final finishing of the article of
jewelry containing jadeite or rubies demonstrating that the jadeite or rubies were
not mined or extracted from Burma, and accompanied by officially-validated documentation certifying the country from which
the jadeite or rubies were mined or extracted.
‘‘(iv) Verifiable recordkeeping by all entities and individuals engaged in mining, importation, and exportation of non-Burmese
covered articles in the country, and subject
to inspection and verification by authorized
authorities of the government of the country
in accordance with applicable law.
‘‘(v) Implementation by the government of
the country of proportionate and dissuasive
penalties against any persons who violate
laws and regulations designed to prevent
trade in Burmese covered articles.
‘‘(vi) Full cooperation by the country with
the United Nations or other official international organizations that seek to prevent
trade in Burmese covered articles.
‘‘(3) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The President is authorized to, and shall as necessary,
issue such proclamations, regulations, licenses, and orders and conduct such investigations, as may be necessary to implement
the provisions under paragraphs (1) and (2).
‘‘(d) INAPPLICABILITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of subsection (b)(1) and subsection (c)(1) shall not
apply to Burmese covered articles and nonBurmese covered articles, respectively, that
were previously exported from the United
States, including those that accompanied an
individual outside the United States for personal use, if they are reimported into the
United States by the same person, without
having been advanced in value or improved
in condition by any process or other means
while outside the United States.
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‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL PROVISION.—The requirements of subsection (c)(1) shall not apply
with respect to the importation of non-Burmese covered articles that are imported by
or on behalf of an individual for personal use
and accompanying an individual upon entry
into the United States.
‘‘(e) ENFORCEMENT.—Burmese covered articles or non-Burmese covered articles that
are imported into the United States in violation of any prohibition of this Act or any
other provision law shall be subject to all applicable seizure and forfeiture laws and
criminal and civil laws of the United States
to the same extent as any other violation of
the customs laws of the United States.
‘‘(f) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—It is the sense of Congress that the President should take the necessary steps to seek to negotiate an international arrangement—similar to the Kimberley Process Certification Scheme for conflict diamonds—to prevent the trade in Burmese covered articles. Such an international
arrangement should create an effective global system of controls and should contain the
measures described in subsection (c)(2)(B) (or
their functional equivalent).
‘‘(2) KIMBERLEY PROCESS CERTIFICATION
SCHEME DEFINED.—In paragraph (1), the term
‘Kimberley Process Certification Scheme’
has the meaning given the term in section
3(6) of the Clean Diamond Trade Act (Public
Law 108–19; 19 U.S.C. 3902(6)).
‘‘(g) REPORT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of the Tom
Lantos Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s AntiDemocratic Efforts) Act of 2008, the President shall transmit to the appropriate congressional committees a report describing
what actions the United States has taken
during the 60-day period beginning on the
date of the enactment of such Act to seek—
‘‘(A) the issuance of a draft waiver decision
by the Council for Trade in Goods of the
World Trade Organization, as specified in
subsection (b)(3)(A);
‘‘(B) the adoption of a resolution by the
United Nations General Assembly, as specified in subsection (b)(3)(B); and
‘‘(C) the negotiation of an international arrangement, as specified in subsection (f)(1).
‘‘(2) UPDATE.—The President shall make
continued efforts to seek the items specified
in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of paragraph (1) and shall promptly update the appropriate congressional committees on subsequent developments with respect to these
efforts.
‘‘(h) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 14
months after the date of the enactment of
the Tom Lantos Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s Anti-Democratic Efforts) Act of 2008, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to the appropriate congressional committees a report on the effectiveness of the implementation of this section.
The Comptroller General shall include in the
report any recommendations for improving
the administration of this Act.’’.
(b) DURATION OF SANCTIONS.—
(1) CONTINUATION OF IMPORT SANCTIONS.—
Subsection (b) of section 9 of the Burmese
Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 (Public
Law 108–61; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended
by adding at the end the following new paragraph:
‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes
of this subsection, any reference to section
3(a)(1) shall be deemed to include a reference
to section 3A (b)(1) and (c)(1).’’.
(2) RENEWAL RESOLUTIONS.—Subsection (c)
of such section is amended by inserting after
‘‘section 3(a)(1)’’ each place it appears the
following: ‘‘and section 3A (b)(1) and (c)(1)’’.
(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made
by this subsection take effect on the day
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after the date of the enactment of 5th renewal resolution enacted into law after the
date of the enactment of the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003, or the date
of the enactment of this Act, whichever occurs later.
(B) RENEWAL RESOLUTION DEFINED.—In this
paragraph, the term ‘‘renewal resolution’’
means a renewal resolution described in section 9(c) of the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 that is enacted into law
in accordance with such section.
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 3(b)
of the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act
of 2003 (Public Law 108–61; 50 U.S.C. 1701
note) is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘or section 3A (b)(1) or
(c)(1)’’ after ‘‘this section’’; and
(2) by striking ‘‘a product of Burma’’ and
inserting ‘‘subject to such prohibitions’’.
SEC. 7. SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE AND POLICY
COORDINATOR FOR BURMA.
(a) UNITED STATES SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE AND POLICY COORDINATOR FOR BURMA.—

The President shall appoint a Special Representative and Policy Coordinator for
Burma, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate.
(b) RANK.—The Special Representative and
Policy Coordinator for Burma appointed
under subsection (a) shall have the rank of
ambassador and shall hold the office at the
pleasure of the President. Except for the position of United States Ambassador to the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations, the
Special Representative and Policy Coordinator may not simultaneously hold a separate position within the executive branch,
including the Assistant Secretary of State,
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, the
United States Ambassador to Burma, or the
Charge d’affairs to Burma.
(c) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
Special Representative and Policy Coordinator for Burma shall—
(1) promote a comprehensive international
effort, including multilateral sanctions, direct dialogue with the SPDC and democracy
advocates, and support for nongovernmental
organizations operating in Burma and neighboring countries, designed to restore civilian
democratic rule to Burma and address the
urgent humanitarian needs of the Burmese
people;
(2) consult broadly, including with the
Governments of the People’s Republic of
China, India, Thailand, and Japan, and the
member states of ASEAN and the European
Union to coordinate policies toward Burma;
(3) assist efforts by the United Nations
Special Envoy to secure the release of all political prisoners in Burma and to promote
dialogue between the SPDC and leaders of
Burma’s democracy movement, including
Aung San Suu Kyi;
(4) consult with Congress on policies relevant to Burma and the future and welfare of
all the Burmese people, including refugees;
and
(5) coordinate the imposition of Burma
sanctions within the United States Government and with the relevant international financial institutions.
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SEC. 8. SUPPORT FOR CONSTITUTIONAL DEMOCRACY IN BURMA.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-

ized to assist Burmese democracy activists
who are dedicated to nonviolent opposition
to the SPDC in their efforts to promote freedom, democracy, and human rights in
Burma.
(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$5,000,000 to the Secretary of State for fiscal
year 2008 to—
(1) provide aid to democracy activists in
Burma;
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(2) provide aid to individuals and groups
conducting democracy programming outside
of Burma targeted at a peaceful transition to
constitutional democracy inside Burma; and
(3) expand radio and television broadcasting into Burma.
SEC. 9. SUPPORT FOR NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADDRESSING THE HUMANITARIAN NEEDS OF THE BURMESE PEOPLE.
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of

Congress that the international community
should increase support for nongovernmental
organizations attempting to meet the urgent
humanitarian needs of the Burmese people.
(b) LICENSES FOR HUMANITARIAN OR RELIGIOUS ACTIVITIES IN BURMA.—Section 5 of the
Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003
(50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) OPPOSITION TO ASSISTANCE TO BURMA.—’’ before ‘‘The Secretary’’;
and
(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:
‘‘(b) LICENSES FOR HUMANITARIAN OR RELIGIOUS
ACTIVITIES
IN
BURMA.—Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to issue
multi-year licenses for humanitarian or religious activities in Burma.’’.
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, there are authorized
to be appropriated $11,000,000 to the Secretary of State for fiscal year 2008 to support
operations by nongovernmental organizations, subject to paragraph (2), designed to
address the humanitarian needs of the Burmese people inside Burma and in refugee
camps in neighboring countries.
(2) LIMITATION.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
subparagraph (B), amounts appropriated pursuant to paragraph (1) may not be provided
to—
(i) SPDC-controlled entities;
(ii) entities run by members of the SPDC
or their families; or
(iii) entities providing cash or resources to
the SPDC, including organizations affiliated
with the United Nations.
(B) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
funding restriction described in subparagraph (A) if—
(i) the President determines and certifies
to the appropriate congressional committees
that such waiver is in the national interests
of the United States;
(ii) a description of the national interests
need for the waiver is submitted to the appropriate congressional committees; and
(iii) the description submitted under clause
(ii) is posted on a publicly accessible Internet Web site of the Department of State.
SEC. 10. REPORT ON MILITARY AND INTELLIGENCE AID TO BURMA.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days

after the date of the enactment of this Act
and annually thereafter, the Secretary of
State shall submit to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate a report containing a list of countries, companies, and other entities that provide military or intelligence aid to the SPDC
and describing such military or intelligence
aid provided by each such country, company,
and other entity.
(b) MILITARY OR INTELLIGENCE AID DEFINED.—For the purpose of this section, the
term ‘‘military or intelligence aid’’ means,
with respect to the SPDC—
(1) the provision of weapons, weapons
parts, military vehicles, or military aircraft;
(2) the provision of military or intelligence
training, including advice and assistance on
subject matter expert exchanges;
(3) the provision of weapons of mass destruction and related materials, capabilities,
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and technology, including nuclear, chemical,
or dual-use capabilities;
(4) conducting joint military exercises;
(5) the provision of naval support, including ship development and naval construction;
(6) the provision of technical support, including computer and software development
and installations, networks, and infrastructure development and construction; or
(7) the construction or expansion of airfields, including radar and anti-aircraft systems.
(c) FORM.—The report required under subsection (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may include a classified annex and
the unclassified form shall be placed on the
Department of State’s website.
SEC.

11.

SENSE OF CONGRESS ON INTERNATIONAL ARMS SALES TO BURMA.

It is the sense of Congress that the United
States should lead efforts in the United Nations Security Council to impose a mandatory international arms embargo on Burma,
curtailing all sales of weapons, ammunition,
military vehicles, and military aircraft to
Burma until the SPDC releases all political
prisoners, restores constitutional rule, takes
steps toward inclusion of ethnic minorities
in political reconciliation efforts, and holds
free and fair elections to establish a new government.
SEC. 12. REDUCTION OF SPDC REVENUE FROM
TIMBER.
(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after

the date of the enactment of this Act and annually thereafter, the Secretary of State, in
consultation with the Secretary of Commerce, and other Federal officials, as appropriate, shall submit to the appropriate congressional committees a report on Burma’s
timber trade containing information on the
following:
(1) Products entering the United States
made in whole or in part of wood grown and
harvested in Burma, including measurements of annual value and volume and considering both legal and illegal timber trade.
(2) Statistics about Burma’s timber trade,
including raw wood and wood products, in
aggregate and broken down by country and
timber species, including measurements of
value and volume and considering both legal
and illegal timber trade.
(3) A description of the chains of custody of
products described in paragraph (1), including direct trade streams from Burma to the
United States and via manufacturing or
transshipment in third countries.
(4) Illegalities, abuses, or corruption in the
Burmese timber sector.
(5) A description of all common consumer
and commercial applications unique to Burmese hardwoods, including the furniture and
marine manufacturing industries.
(b) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The report required under subsection (a) shall include recommendations on the following:
(1) Alternatives to Burmese hardwoods for
the commercial applications described in
paragraph (5) of subsection (a), including alternative species of timber that could provide the same applications.
(2) Strategies for encouraging sustainable
management of timber in locations with potential climate, soil, and other conditions to
compete with Burmese hardwoods for the
consumer and commercial applications described in paragraph (5) of subsection (a).
(3) The appropriate United States and
international customs documents and declarations that would need to be kept and
compiled in order to establish the chain of
custody concerning products described in
paragraphs (1) and (3) of subsection (a).
(4) Strategies for strengthening the capacity of Burmese civil society, including Burmese society in exile, to monitor and report
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on the SPDC’s trade in timber and other extractive industries so that Burmese natural
resources can be used to benefit the majority
of Burma’s population.
SEC. 13. REPORT ON FINANCIAL ASSETS HELD BY
MEMBERS OF THE SPDC.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days

after the date of the enactment of this Act
and annually thereafter, the Secretary of the
Treasury, in consultation with the Secretary
of State, shall submit to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, the Committee on Ways and Means of
the House of the Representatives, the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate,
and the Committee on Finance of the Senate
a report containing a list of all countries and
foreign banking institutions that hold assets
on behalf of senior Burmese officials.
(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purpose of this
section:
(1) SENIOR BURMESE OFFICIALS.—The term
‘‘senior Burmese officials’’ shall mean individuals covered under section 5(d)(1) of this
Act.
(2) OTHER TERMS.—Other terms shall be defined under the authority of and consistent
with section 5(c)(2) of this Act.
(c) FORM.—The report required under subsection (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may include a classified annex. The
report shall also be posted on the Department of Treasury’s website not later than 30
days of the submission to Congress of the report. To the extent possible, the report shall
include the names of the senior Burmese officials and the approximate value of their
holdings in the respective foreign banking
institutions and any other pertinent information.
SEC. 14. UNOCAL PLAINTIFFS.
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the Sense of

Congress that the United States should work
with the Royal Thai Government to ensure
the safety in Thailand of the 15 plaintiffs in
the Doe v. Unocal case, and should consider
granting refugee status or humanitarian parole to these plaintiffs to enter the United
States consistent with existing United
States law.
(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
President shall submit to the appropriate
Congressional committees a report on the
status of the Doe vs. Unocal plaintiffs and
whether the plaintiffs have been granted refugee status or humanitarian parole.
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SEC. 15. SENSE OF CONGRESS WITH RESPECT TO
INVESTMENTS IN BURMA’S OIL AND
GAS INDUSTRY.
(a) FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS.—Congress

finds the following:
(1) Currently United States, French, and
Thai investors are engaged in the production
and delivery of natural gas in the pipeline
from the Yadana and Sein fields (Yadana
pipeline) in the Andaman Sea, an enterprise
which falls under the jurisdiction of the Burmese Government, and United States investment by Chevron represents approximately a
28 percent nonoperated, working interest in
that pipeline.
(2) The Congressional Research Service estimates that the Yadana pipeline provides at
least $500,000,000 in annual revenue for the
Burmese Government.
(3) The natural gas that transits the
Yadana pipeline is delivered primarily to
Thailand, representing about 20 percent of
Thailand’s total gas supply.
(4) The executive branch has in the past exempted investment in the Yadana pipeline
from the sanctions regime against the Burmese Government.
(5) Congress believes that United States
companies ought to be held to a high standard of conduct overseas and should avoid as
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much as possible acting in a manner that
supports repressive regimes such as the Burmese Government.
(6) Congress recognizes the important symbolic value that divestment of United States
holdings in Burma would have on the international sanctions effort, demonstrating
that the United States will continue to lead
by example.
(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—
(1) Congress urges Yadana investors to consider voluntary divestment over time if the
Burmese Government fails to take meaningful steps to release political prisoners, restore civilian constitutional rule and promote national reconciliation.
(2) Congress will remain concerned with
the matter of continued investment in the
Yadana pipeline in the years ahead.
(3) Congress urges the executive branch to
work with all firms invested in Burma’s oil
and gas sector to use their influence to promote the peaceful transition to civilian
democratic rule in Burma.
(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that so long as Yadana investors
remain invested in Burma, such investors
should—
(1) communicate to the Burmese Government, military and business officials, at the
highest levels, concern about the lack of genuine consultation between the Burmese Government and its people, the failure of the
Burmese Government to use its natural resources to benefit the Burmese people, and
the military’s use of forced labor;
(2) publicly disclose and deal with in a
transparent manner, consistent with legal
obligations, its role in any ongoing investment in Burma, including its financial involvement in any joint production agreement or other joint ventures and the amount
of their direct or indirect support of the Burmese Government; and
(3) work with project partners to ensure
that forced labor is not used to construct,
maintain, support, or defend the project facilities, including pipelines, offices, or other
facilities.
Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to
impose sanctions on officials of the State
Peace and Development Council in Burma,
to amend the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 to exempt humanitarian assistance from United States sanctions on
Burma, to prohibit the importation of
gemstones from Burma, or that originate in
Burma, to promote a coordinated international effort to restore civilian democratic
rule to Burma, and for other purposes.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERMAN) and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROSLEHTINEN) each will control 20 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and extend their remarks and to include extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the resolution and
yield myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, 2 short months ago,
tropical cyclone Nargis struck the
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coast of Burma, killing tens of thousands of Burmese citizens. The response of Burma’s military leaders to
this devastating catastrophe demonstrated their fundamental disdain
for the welfare of the Burmese people.
Repeated offers from the international community to provide desperately needed assistance went unanswered. Thousands of veteran international relief workers were denied
visas. Instead of dispatching Burmese
groups to help the victims, the government proceeded with its referendum on
a constitution drafted by an illegitimate assembly. This referendum was
written without the input of Nobel
Laureate and Burmese opposition leader Aung San Suu Kyi.
Even today, the restrictions placed
by the government on international aid
workers have severely limited their
ability to help cyclone survivors. The
disastrous manner in which the Burmese government handled the cyclone
comes on the heels of its violent crackdown on Burma’s Saffron Revolution
last September. Buddhist monks,
draped in saffron robes, peacefully
marched through the streets of Rangoon. They were joined by tens of thousands of other Burmese citizens calling
for nonviolent change, freedom and democracy.
The reaction of the ruling regime to
these peaceful demonstrations was predictable. Unarmed monks were shot in
the streets. Those who weren’t killed
were hauled off to detention centers.
Political dissidents were tossed in jail.
In short, the Saffron Revolution was
crushed, along with the aspirations of
the Burmese people for democracy and
a better life. These brutal actions demonstrate the moral bankruptcy of the
regime.
Unfortunately, the regime is not financially bankrupt. While the Burmese
people live in great poverty, Burma’s
military leaders continue to take Burma’s vast natural resources as their
own. The legislation before the House
today hits the regime where it hurts,
in the wallet. By blocking the import
of Burmese gems into the United
States and expanding financial sanctions, the legislation will take hundreds of millions of dollars out of the
pockets of the regime each year.
The legislation is supported by U.S.
industry. The 11,000-store Jewelers of
America supports a ban on Burmese
gem imports to the United States.
Major retailers like Tiffany’s and
Bulgari have also voluntarily implemented such a ban.
The amendments to this bipartisan
bill provided for in this resolution,
which have been carefully negotiated
with the Senate, promote a coordinated multilateral approach to sanctions against Burma.
The European Union has similarly
banned the import of Burmese gems, as
have the Canadians. It’s our hope that
the financial sanctions contained in
this bipartisan bill will push other
countries to examine their own financial dealings with Burma.
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As we move forward with H.R. 3890
today, I do want to thank the ranking
Republican member of the committee,
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, as well as PETER
KING of the Homeland Security Committee, for their strong support for this
legislation and for democracy in
Burma.
Thanks also must be given to the
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, CHARLIE RANGEL; the chairman
of the Trade Subcommittee, SANDER
LEVIN; as well as their Republican
counterparts, JIM MCCRERY and WALLY
HERGER, for their enormous help in
moving forward with this bill.
Finally, let me thank Speaker NANCY
PELOSI for her continued leadership on
this legislation.
Since the first shots were fired in
Rangoon, the Speaker has firmly indicated our intention to significantly
tighten sanctions on the ruling Burmese regime. Today, we fulfill that
promise.
Burmese freedom fighter and Nobel
Laureate Aung San Suu Kyi memorably asked of the world community,
‘‘Use your liberty to promote ours.’’ So
today we use our liberty in the United
States Congress to ratchet up the economic pressure on the Burmese regime
to move towards freedom, democracy
and respect for human rights.
I urge all Members to support the
resolution.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to yield myself such time as
I may consume.
This past year has been an extremely
tragic one for the nation of Burma and
its long suffering people. Last fall, the
world watched in horror as a corrupt
and cruel military junta moved with
barbaric vengeance against its own
people. Even the monkhood, who led
the people in the Saffron Revolution in
this devoutly Buddhist nation, was not
spared from the bayonets and the bullets of this blood-thirsty regime.
Television sets around the world
were filled with images of midnight
raids on temples and of monks and
other peaceful demonstrators being
shot at and arrested.
Many have simply disappeared into
the Burmese gulag and have not been
heard from again. International appeals for human decency and restraint
have consistently fallen on deaf ears.
This is a regime, after all, whose head
general reportedly spent three times
the national health budget on his
daughter’s wedding 2 years ago. A videotape smuggled out of Burma shows
film clips of the bride dripping with
diamonds.
The pictures are particularly disturbing when one reflects on the fact
that Burma is one of the world’s poorest countries. This is also the same regime who, following the devastation
brought on by Cyclone Nargis, compounded its inept and inhumane response by actively blocking international relief efforts.
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A flotilla of U.S. Navy ships, loaded
with relief supplies, was forced to turn
back after being rejected by junta leaders. This stonewalling took place as
tens of thousands died and hundreds of
thousands were left without food, without water, without shelter.
The U.S. humanitarian mission, as
spelled out by the senior U.S. military
commander in the Pacific, Admiral
Timothy Keating, was to ease the suffering of hundreds of thousands. The
international community must no
longer subsidize the leaders of this immoral regime by trading in the commodities that they peddle in international markets, while their own people are left to starve and, indeed, to
die.
The rainbow coalition of contraband
products for sale by the military junta
has included red rubies, white opium,
green jade and brown timber.
The legislation we put forth today
sends a clear message. It will not be
business as usual for the repressors in
Rangoon. They must stop their suppression of the people of Burma.
The automatic renewal of sanctions
imposed by the Burmese Freedom and
Democracy Act of 2003 will eliminate
the annual requirement for congressional action. Is there any Member
here today who has any doubts about
making economic sanctions against the
current Rangoon regime both permanent and hard hitting?
b 1400
This legislation has the full support
of leaders of the American gem industry. They have seen the necessity of
putting principle ahead of profit when
it comes to the reprehensible actions of
the Burmese regime.
This bill also seeks to put the pain
squarely on the backs of those who
have earned it, the ruling generals and
their families, and not on the backs of
the Burmese people who have already
suffered so much. It calls for frozen
bank accounts for the generals, for an
end to money laundering by the ruling
junta, and a ban on visas to the United
States for those involved in the continuing acts of repression and their immediate families.
This legislation, Mr. Speaker, is dedicated to the memory of our former colleague and chairman, Tom Lantos, a
champion of human rights. It provides
an opportunity to send a strong bipartisan message that where human freedom is concerned, politics does, indeed,
stop at the water’s edge.
I therefore rise today to urge my colleagues to join us in voicing their enthusiastic support for a free Burma by
supporting the Block Burmese JADE
Act. So I call on my colleagues to join
me in taking a firm stand in favor and
in support of the people of Burma.
Let us pass this legislation in honor
of Tom Lantos, and the August 8, 20th
anniversary of the Burmese democracy
movement. That movement represents
a far more important milestone than
the scheduled opening on August 8 of
the Olympics in Beijing.
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Now is the time for our voices to be
heard. People of Burma, we stand with
you.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
our time.
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
my time.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY), the ranking
member on the Committee on Ways
and Means.
Mr.
MCCRERY.
I
thank
the
gentlelady for yielding.
It is a privilege today to rise in
strong support of the Tom Lantos
Block Burmese JADE Act of 2008. I
must say at the outset, however, that
the real privilege was to have had the
opportunity to serve in this House for
almost 21 years with Tom Lantos. His
passing is an immeasurable loss for his
family, for this Chamber, and for the
people across the world for whom he
tirelessly fought.
Since December, when the House and
Senate passed different bills to
strengthen and broaden sanctions
against the repressive Burmese regime,
we have worked across the aisle, across
jurisdictional lines and across the Capitol to finalize a bill to pass into law.
This bill has benefited enormously
from the collaborative and bipartisan
efforts of the House Foreign Affairs,
Senate Foreign Relations, Ways and
Means and Senate Finance committees. Our collective efforts have produced a sanctions bill that takes a
tough position against the Burmese regime, while maximizing compliance
with United States international obligations.
Among other things, the Tom Lantos
Block Burmese JADE Act promises to
eliminate trade in jewelry containing
Burmese rubies and jadeite, even if the
jewelry was made in and exported from
a third country. These sales finance
the Burmese regime, and if we want to
pressure them to provide for their impoverished people, we must eliminate
trade in all Burmese rubies and jadeite,
not just if those products are exported
directly from Burma itself.
We must also structure our import
sanctions in a way that encourages and
facilitates multilateral pressure. We
believe the Ways and Means Committee contributions to this legislation
do just that, as well as pave the way
toward building a multilateral consensus at the United Nations and World
Trade Organization to prevent trade in
Burmese rubies and jadeite. Modeled
after the successful conflict diamonds
legislation, the provisions our committee added are proven and administrable.
I would also note that this bill is an
improvement over the original Housepassed bill because it no longer targets
a single United States company for unfavorable tax treatment.
Lastly, I would like to thank Chairman RANGEL for the improvements he
is responsible for in this bill, particularly his agreement to eliminate the
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problematic provisions relating to the
generalized system of preferences that
were in the original House-passed bill.
For all these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I
urge support of H. Res. 1341.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BERMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1341.
The question was taken; and (twothirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

RESIGNATION
AS
MEMBER
OF
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following resignation as a member of the Committee on
Science and Technology:
JULY 14, 2008.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: I hereby resign my
seat on the Committee on Science and Technology, effective July 14, 2008. It has been a
pleasure to serve on this committee.
Sincerely,
PAUL E. KANJORSKI,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.
There was no objection.
f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.
Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 6 minutes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.
f

b 1434
AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) at 2
o’clock and 34 minutes p.m.
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MEDICARE IMPROVEMENTS FOR
PATIENTS AND PROVIDERS ACT
OF 2008—VETO MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110–131)
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following veto message from the President of the United
States:
To the House of Representatives:
I am returning herewith without my
approval H.R. 6331, the ‘‘Medicare Im-
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provements for Patients and Providers
Act of 2008.’’ I support the primary objective of this legislation, to forestall
reductions in physician payments. Yet
taking choices away from seniors to
pay physicians is wrong. This bill is objectionable, and I am vetoing it because:
It would harm beneficiaries by taking private health plan options away
from them; already more than 9.6 million beneficiaries, many of whom are
considered lower-income, have chosen
to join a Medicare Advantage (MA)
plan, and it is estimated that this bill
would decrease MA enrollment by
about 2.3 million individuals in 2013 relative to the program’s current baseline;
It would undermine the Medicare prescription drug program, which today is
effectively providing coverage to 32
million beneficiaries directly through
competitive private plans or through
Medicare-subsidized retirement plans;
and
It is fiscally irresponsible, and it
would imperil the long-term fiscal
soundness of Medicare by using shortterm budget gimmicks that do not
solve the problem; the result would be
a steep and unrealistic payment cut for
physicians—roughly 20 percent in
2010—likely leading to yet another expensive temporary fix; and the bill
would also perpetuate wasteful overpayments to medical equipment suppliers.
In December 2003, when I signed the
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, and Modernization Act (MMA)
into law, I said that ‘‘when seniors
have the ability to make choices,
health care plans within Medicare will
have to compete for their business by
offering higher quality service. For the
seniors of America, more choices and
more control will mean better health
care.’’ this is exactly what has happened—with drug coverage and with
Medicare Advantage.
Today, as a result of the changes in
the MMA, 32 million seniors and Americans with disabilities have drug coverage through Medicare prescription
drug plans or a Medicare-subsidized retirement plan, while some 9.6 million
Medicare beneficiaries—more than 20
percent of all beneficiaries—have chosen to join a private MA plan. To protect the interests of these beneficiaries, I cannot accept the provisions
of this legislation that would undermine Medicare Part D, reduce payments for MA plans, and restructure
the MA program in a way that would
lead to limited beneficiary access, benefits, and choices and lower-than-expected enrollment in Medicare Advantage.
Medicare beneficiaries need and benefit from having more options than
just the one-size-fits-all approach of
traditional Medicare fee-for-service.
Medicare Advantage plan options include health maintenance organizations, preferred provider organizations,
and private fee-for-service (PFFS)
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plans. Medicare Advantage plans are
paid according to a formula established
by the Congress in 2003 to ensure that
seniors in all parts of the country—including rural areas—have access to private plan options.
This bill would reduce these options
for beneficiaries, particularly those in
hard-to-serve rural areas. In particular,
H.R. 6331 would make fundamental
changes to the MA PFFS program. The
Congressional Budget Office has estimated that H.R. 6331 would decrease
MA enrollment by about 2.3 million individuals in 2013 relative to its current
baseline, with the largest effects resulting from these PFFS restrictions.
While the MMA increased the availability of private plan options across
the country, it is important to remember that a significant number of beneficiaries who have chosen these options
earn lower incomes. The latest data
show that 49 percent of beneficiaries
enrolled in MA plans report income of
$20,000 or less. These beneficiaries have
made a decision to maximize their
Medicare and supplemental benefits
through the MA program, in part because of their economic situation. Cuts
to MA plan payments required by this
legislation would reduce benefits to
millions of seniors, including lower-income seniors, who have chosen to join
these plans.
The bill would constrain market
forces and undermine the success that
the Medicare Prescription Drug program has achieved in providing beneficiaries with robust, high-value coverage—including
comprehensive
formularies and access to network
pharmacies—at
lower-than-expected
costs. In particular, the provisions that
would enable the expansion of ‘‘protected classes’’ of drugs would effectively end meaningful price negotiations between Medicare prescription
drug plans and pharmaceutical manufacturers for drugs in those classes. If,
as is likely, implementation of this
provision results in an increase in the
number of protected drug classes, it
will lead to increased beneficiary premiums and copayments, higher drug
prices, and lower drug rebates. These
new requirements, together with provisions that interfere with the contractual relationships between Part D
plans and pharmacies, are expected to
increase Medicare spending and have a
negative impact on the value and
choices that beneficiaries have come to
enjoy in the program.
The bill includes budget gimmicks
that do not solve the payment problem
for physicians, make the problem
worse with an abrupt payment cut for
physicians of roughly 20 percent in
2010, and add nearly $20 billion to the
Medicare Improvement Fund, which
would unnecessarily increase Medicare
spending
and
contribute
to
the
unsustainable growth in Medicare.
In addition, H.R. 6331 would delay important reforms like the Durable Medical Equipment, Prosthetics, Orthotics,
and Supplies competitive bidding program, under which lower payment
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