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threats of the global economy and the
perceived threats of the global econ-
omy. What do we mean by that? For all
the very real dangers, the global econ-
omy directly affects just one-fourth of
all the jobs in America today. Beth
Shulman’s article in last December’s
American Prospect points out that 77
percent of the jobs in America are out
of reach of global competition.

There are more people today working
in dental offices than are working in
the auto industry.

There are more people working in
Laundromats than are working in
steel-mills.

Columbia Hospital system employs
more people than Chrysler.

McDonald’s employs more people
than General Motors.

Yet, the model we have based our
image on is the same manufacturing
model we focused on 50 years ago. By
doing so, not only are we skewing the
reality of the global economy, we are
playing into the fears that the threat
of the global economy is greater than
it really is. That, in turn, creates a
sense of powerlessness across the entire
economy.

Not long ago I heard a story about a
company in Ohio that announced it
was moving to Mexico. As a result,
both hospital workers and McDonald’s
employees were all worried about los-
ing their jobs. But the hospital and the
restaurant were not going anywhere,
but the very fear of moving convinced
those workers not to push for salary in-
creases.

While we need to address the very
real problems about jobs going over-
seas, we need to be realistic about its
scope. There are enough barriers to or-
ganizing unions today. The power of
corporations, legal barriers, tech-
nology, a shrinking job base, are all
tremendous hurdles to overcome.
Labor needs new tactics to meet these
challenges.

Labor needs to reach beyond its tra-
ditional constituencies, it needs to put
more resources into organizing, it
needs to reach out to younger people,
like the thousands of college students
who participated in union summer last
year.

If a majority of workers are fed up
and decide they want a union and they
sign a union card, they should have a
union. They should not be forced to
jump through hoops for 8 years to
carry out their constitutional rights.
In Canada, they have what is called a
card check. It works this way. If a ma-
jority of workers sign a card for a
union, that is it; they get a union. For
too long the National Labor Relations
Board has been used to making it as
difficult as possible to organize new
members. But that cannot stop us.

Labor needs to enlist the whole com-
munity: the churches and religious
leaders, community activists, respon-
sible local businesses. Everyone needs
to involve themselves and understand
the link between workplace issues and
community issues.

I believe labor needs to take on more
struggles that help it create and recap-
ture this moral authority that I am
talking about. That is why I believe
this weekend’s march with the straw-
berry workers in California is so impor-
tant.

The strawberry industry is a $650 mil-
lion industry. It is run by some of the
largest corporations in America, in-
cluding Monsanto, where senior execu-
tives get paid million-dollar salaries.
Yet, the people that are working in the
fields get paid $8,000 a year, often
working 12 hours a day with no job se-
curity, no pension, no health care,
often no clean drinking water, no de-
cent bathroom facilities, working
every day with dangerous pesticides
and dangerous toxins, and most of
them have not seen a raise in 10 years.

Last year they had elections across
strawberry country. Workers voted
overwhelmingly to be represented by
the United Farm Workers. But instead
of giving workers a raise, do you know
how the corporations responded? Some
of them fired people, some of them
skipped town, some of them even
plowed under their own fields. Of
course, most of them immediately
brought in consultants.

But the strawberry workers of the
United Farm Workers have not given
up. This weekend, tens of thousands of
men and women from all over the coun-
try will be traveling to California. I
will be joining them. We are going to
March arm in arm with the United
Farm Workers, and we are not going to
give up until strawberry workers have
the right and dignity they deserve.

So, the more that labor can regain
moral authority in places like the
strawberry fields of California, the
more it will help them in the steel-
mills of Pennsylvania and the hospital
wards of Texas.

We may be living in a profound time,
a time of profound insecurity, and we
may be living in an age when multi-
national corporations are running
amuck, when the gap between the rich
and the poor is growing and people
seem to be more disconnected every
single day. But I do not think for a sec-
ond that it means they are disin-
terested. People do not want to see
hard work go unrewarded. They do not
want to be treated like garbage.

They do not want to read stories
about layoffs and downsizing. They do
not want to see a $776 million payoff.
They do not want to read stories about
Asian sweatshops. They do not want to
be left alone to face 5 billion other peo-
ple in the world economy.

They want to believe again. They
want to believe that things can get bet-
ter. They want to have control over
their lives. They want to be part of a
community. They want to believe we
have larger purposes as a nation. That
is what the union movement in this
country is all about.

It is not unions who have rigged the
game, Mr. Speaker. It is unions who
have fought for decency for working

families and a greater vision of democ-
racy. They have fought against the bil-
lions of dollars of corporate special in-
terests that is arrayed against them
every single day. They have fought
against the multinational corporations
that know no allegiance to any coun-
try and move jobs overseas at the drop
of a hat. They have fought against run-
away corporate greed and its destruc-
tive effects on our communities and
our values. Always they have fought
against the odds. They have organized
when guns and nightsticks have tried
to beat them down. They have pooled
their resources to get out the truth,
even as corporations have outspent
them by hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars.

Unions have shown average Ameri-
cans that they have real power, that
they can have a larger voice, and that
working together, people can make a
difference. If we have the courage to
try new things, to believe in old values,
and to work together to make it hap-
pen, I believe unions can lead America
into the 21st century. More than that,
we will reconnect people to this democ-
racy. We will make them feel a part of
something larger than themselves, and
we will give them a reason to believe
again. That was worth fighting for 50
years ago, and it is worth fighting for
again today.

So in conclusion, I say that I look
forward to engaging in this debate
about unions and people coming to-
gether, banding together for decent
profits, decent wages, and decent work-
ing conditions; because it was the
working men and women who stood up
and fought those who would perpetrate
greed, who got us the 8-hour day, the
40-hour work week, wage increases,
Medicare, Social Security, educational
benefits, protection at the work site.
That movement helped create the most
powerful middle class in the history of
this planet. It is that movement, again,
that will be needed to counter the
forces that are trying to drive peoples’
wages and drive peoples’ benefits and
drive peoples’ dignity and respect into
the ground.

So let us have this debate. I am
ready. My colleagues are ready. We are
willing to debate the Speaker and his
colleagues on the issue of working men
and women and their right to collec-
tive bargaining. It is a right that was
put together, culminating 30 years of
prosperity unknown in the history of
this planet. We believe, again, that the
movement that brought us these rights
is ready to take its appointed place in
American society.
f

REPORT ON TRIP TO ASIA LED BY
SPEAKER NEWT GINGRICH

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington]. Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
7, 1997, the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. BEREUTER] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.
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Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, the

purpose of the special order I have
taken out today is to relate to the
House and to the American people the
details about a trip to Asia led by the
Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. GINGRICH], and 11 other Members
of the House during the period of
March 23 through April 2 of this year.

Accompanying Speaker GINGRICH was
the senior Democrat in the House of
Representatives and the senior Member
of the House, the gentleman from
Michigan, Mr. JOHN DINGELL, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana, Mr. ROBERT
LIVINGSTON, the gentleman from Ohio,
Mr. JOHN BOEHNER, the gentleman from
California, Mr. CHRIS COX, the gentle-
woman from Washington, Ms. JENNIFER
DUNN, the gentleman from Florida, Mr.
ALCEE HASTINGS, the gentleman from
California, Mr. JAY KIM, the gentleman
from California, Mr. ED ROYCE, the
gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. WIL-
LIAM ‘‘JEFF’’ JEFFERSON, the gen-
tleman from Florida, Mr. MARK FOLEY,
and this Member. Also accompanying
us on part of the trip, that part relat-
ing to China, Japan, and Taiwan, was
the junior Senator from the State of
Florida, CONNIE MACK.

Mr. Speaker, in this trip we visited
the following cities, in this order: first
to Seoul, Korea; then to Hong Kong; to
Beijing; to Shanghai; to Tokyo; and to
Taipei, Taiwan.

As the chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on Asia and the Pacific of the Com-
mittee on International Relations,
some 2 years ago when I took control
and chairmanship of the subcommittee,
I set out three guiding objectives. The
first of those objectives is to maintain
our military and naval strength in the
Pacific region, because it is in our na-
tional interest, and because our mili-
tary and naval forces there are a
source of security for the entire region.
I think it makes it much less likely
that we will have extraordinary arms
races in East or Southeast Asia, as
long as a military presence is there
from the United States.

Indeed, it is rather remarkable that
every nation in the region, with the
possible exception of North Korea,
wants the United States to be there in
that significant role. Constantly we are
asked whether or not the United States
is there and will retain its forces there
in the foreseeable future.

The second guiding objective is to
maintain and in fact enhance our eco-
nomic presence in the region, our busi-
ness presence, our export presence, our
American business activity, including
investments.

Third, rather than check them at the
door, the guiding principle will be to
take American objectives and prin-
ciples to Asia and continue to push for
their introduction and sustenance.
They would include, of course, the rule
of law, a democracy, free and fair elec-
tions, and human rights, as well as
taking economic freedom to the region.

Those are the objectives that were
pursued by the Speaker’s CODEL to

Asia. I am very pleased that so many of
my colleagues, in a bipartisan effort,
made this trip. I would like to begin
very briefly, until I am joined by the
Speaker and other Members.

First of all, I would mention as an
overview a few things about the coun-
tries that we visited.
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First, the Republic of Korea, which
we know, of course, is South Korea,
this is our fifth largest trading partner.
Our exports to the Republic of Korea
exceed $30 billion with a trade surplus
of about $3.9 billion during 1996.

Our meetings in Seoul, South Korea,
oriented Members regarding the prob-
lems of instability and deep economic
and food problems in North Korea and
the nature of North Korea’s military
threat to South Korea. We had top
level access to South Korean Govern-
ment officials, including an hour with
President Kim Yong-sam, who took all
of our questions and then honored our
visit with a subsequent luncheon in the
Blue House.

We visited the demilitarized zone, a
very unusual place, I must say, on this
planet and participated in military
briefings by the commander of all Unit-
ed States forces in Korea. The Speaker
also had an opportunity to visit the of-
ficers and troops of the U.S. Army 2d
Division in their forward sector on the
DMZ. We have about 37,000 American
military personnel in Korea, most of
them forward based along the DMZ.
And that, of course, does not include
military dependents and civilian mem-
bers of the U.S. Government.

I will also briefly mention our trip to
Japan before we proceed to discussion
of China, even though it is out of order.
In Japan we also had access to top
leadership, including a breakfast and
question and answer period with Prime
Minister Hashimoto. He assured us
that in the next few days, at that time,
he would lead an effort to proceed with
the extension of leases for the reconfig-
ured United States bases in Okinawa,
even if it jeopardized his government.

The trip reemphasized the fact for all
of us that Japan is our most crucial
military ally in East Asia. The fact
that it has the second largest economy
in the world by a wide margin and the
fact that the state of our military and
political relationship with Japan is ex-
cellent. However, we continue to have
major trade difficulties with Japan,
and several of us raised trade issues
with the Ministry of International
Trade and Industry.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH].

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BEREU-
TER] is the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific and
was a tremendously important part of
our trip.

It was a very important, I think, con-
gressional delegation to Asia. We had a
very strong membership of that delega-
tion and representing both key Demo-

crats and key Republicans here in the
U.S. Congress. Overseas we had no par-
tisanship. It was entirely one team
functioning as Americans. In fact, on
issues such as market widening, giving
Americans more access to sales in
other countries, we would have both a
Democrat and a Republican making
the case to make sure that people un-
derstood that we were united as one
country in insisting on economic op-
portunity for Americans.

Let me just say for my part that I
thought there were a number of lessons
to be learned. First, we visited South
Korea and visited the fine young men
and women of the 2d Division who are
protecting South Korea and who are
risking their lives on the North Korean
border and who are spending a year
away from their families in order to de-
fend their country and our allies.

It was very clear to me, first of all,
that Seoul is now a capital of 13 mil-
lion very increasingly prosperous peo-
ple in an increasingly democratic soci-
ety with a free press, free elections and
all of the turmoil and challenges of
freedom, and that that is true in large
part because it stands behind the shield
of American defense.

So one of the lessons I took out of
this trip was that we need to make
sure that our young men and women in
uniform have the finest weapons that
science and engineering can develop so
that those weapons and that training
gives those young men and women the
best possible chance to survive in com-
bat and that we who are here at home
owe it to those who risk their lives and
spend their courage to invest in the
kinds of defense which will make it ef-
fective and save their lives.

Second, that it is very clear that we
need missile defense systems, both bal-
listic missile defenses and cruise mis-
sile defenses, because the greatest
threat to the lives of our young people
and the lives of our allies come from
missiles that could be launched from
North Korea or elsewhere. And unless
we have systems to defend against
those missiles, I think we have a prob-
lem.

I will say, in terms of my recent com-
mitments on economic growth and my
discussions of eliminating the death
taxes and eliminating taxes on savings
and job creation, one of the things
which impressed me when we were in
Korea was that they were worried
about growth declining to 5.8 percent a
year. That was a drop to 5.8 percent a
year. We went to Hong Kong, where we
saw 6.5 million people, possibly the
highest per-capita income in the world,
an island, some peninsulas, no natural
resources, no automatic reason to be
successful, but the courage, the hard
work, the entrepreneurship, the intel-
ligence of the people of Hong Kong had
given them a tremendously vibrant
system.

And part of the reason was because
they were in a situation where their
tax code and their structure of govern-
ment gave them the best of both low
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interest rates and low taxes. People in
Hong Kong pay a top rate of 15 percent.
Only 40 percent of the people pay that
top rate of 15 percent. They have had a
balanced budget for about 30 years.
They have a $19 billion surplus, their
rainy day fund, which is actually pay-
ing interest.

They insist that their public services
be lean and effective and that they
have civil servants rather than bu-
reaucracies. And they insist, for exam-
ple, that their mass transit actually
pay for itself. And it is in that kind of
a framework that it was very impres-
sive to see the commitment that they
had made to an economically vital fu-
ture.

We saw similar vitality in China
where we were in Shanghai and saw 17
percent of the world’s construction
cranes, according to the World Bank,
literally 1 out of every 5 construction
cranes in the entire world is in Shang-
hai and its major economic develop-
ment in an area called Pudong. Inter-
estingly, the Pudong region, which is
right across the Huangpu River in
Shanghai from the original city, was
farmland 8 years ago.

We were able to look out. We went up
a tower and looked out and saw 150
highrise buildings simultaneously
under construction. The reason is sim-
ple, they have very low taxes, tremen-
dous incentives for investment. They
are committed in the Shanghai area to
the world market. And this is the great
dilemma I think the entire delegation
found in dealing with Hong Kong and
in dealing with the People’s Republic
of China.

On the one side there was great eco-
nomic growth, increasing economic
freedom, increasing commitment to
the world market. On the other side
there was a dictatorship in Beijing
which still has many of the unfortu-
nate repressive police-state character-
istics of a classic dictatorship. And so
we were faced with a challenge of en-
couraging the Chinese Government in
Beijing to understand that Hong Kong
works because of freedom. The freedom
is indivisible. Economic freedom, reli-
gious freedom, and political freedom
are connected together.

And when you start breaking down
one of those freedoms, the other two
are not far behind. And I must say that
I am very disappointed today, and I un-
derstand my colleague from Florida is
going to spend more time on this, but
the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
FOLEY] and I were just discussing the
article on page 1 of the New York
Times, quote, right to protest in Hong
Kong to be cut back, close quote, is ex-
actly wrong. It is exactly what this
delegation urged the Chinese Govern-
ment not to do. It is exactly what this
delegation urged Mr. Tung not to do.

And I must say, I am very dis-
appointed by this initial proposal and
regard it as a step away from freedom
and a step away from what they called
two systems in one country. They did
not talk about 11⁄2 systems. They

talked about two systems. The system
of Beijing and the system of Hong
Kong. And we kept trying to tell them,
for Hong Kong to truly be a unique sys-
tem, it must have freedom of speech. It
must have a free news media. It must
have free elections. It must have an
honest, independent judiciary. It must
have the rule of law. And it must have
a law abiding and incorrupted Civil
Service.

This is, I think, a very sad day for us
to be looking at this report from Hong
Kong. I hope it is wrong. I hope that
Mr. Tung will withdraw these propos-
als, because I think they are destruc-
tive of our understanding of where
Hong Kong should go.

We were quite candid about that. We
hope that the reversion will work. We
understand why the Chinese Govern-
ment is excited. It is legitimate for
China to want Hong Kong back. It is
their national territory. But if they, in
the process of reversion, destroy free-
dom, they should not be surprised to
see the West react negatively. And
they should not be surprised to see dif-
ficulties in Hong Kong. So I hope they
will reconsider what we learned today.

Let me say also that in Japan we
were very impressed with the Japanese
Government and the Prime Minister.
Their commitment to a continued Jap-
anese-American military relationship I
thought was very, very important. And
I think that all of us left Japan with a
feeling that we have a very good friend-
ship and that that is truly the base of
our policies in Asia and that the Japa-
nese-American alliance is strong and
sound and both sides understand its
importance.

I must say that on the economic
front, we were probably as aggressive
with the Japanese as with any govern-
ment we met with, in saying that now
that they are the second largest econ-
omy in the world, that they have an
obligation to open up their society, to
have the kind of open markets that are
legitimate, that for many, many years
the United States has been generous to
the world, for many years we have been
the most open market in the world, but
there is some reciprocity that is re-
quired. And I must commend the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL] in
particular, who made a very impas-
sioned and very aggressive speech in
favor of Japan being more open in its
markets.

We had a very good meeting in Tai-
wan. Taiwan is an illustration of the
changes we are trying to encourage. We
met with the first democratically-
elected President in the history of
China. We met with the speakers of the
yuan and the upper house in a demo-
cratically-elected free legislative body.
There is free news coverage, and we
had a press conference that certainly
indicated they had a free press in Tai-
pei. That is the situation that we
faced, where we saw that freedom is
possible and that we hope that the
mainland Chinese will decide that Tai-
wan and Hong Kong are the wave of the
future, not repression and dictatorship.

We indicated clearly, both in Beijing
and in Taiwan, that we favor a con-
tinuation of the bipartisan one China
policy.

I did say, on behalf of the House,
which had voted 369 to 14 last year that
we would defend Taiwan against
unprovoked aggression, that the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China has an absolute
obligation to pursue the dialogue about
one China with the people of Taiwan in
a peaceful manner and that the United
States would not accept an attempt to
conquer Taiwan. We were also candid
in Taiwan in emphasizing our commit-
ment to a one China policy and that no
one should engage in unilateral activ-
ity.

I want to thank my colleagues for
working with us on this tremendous
trip and say to the House that in three
speeches, one in Hong Kong, one in
Beijing and one in Tokyo, I tried to
speak for the House about the central-
ity of freedom in understanding Amer-
ica, that we truly believe our Declara-
tion of Independence, that we truly be-
lieve that these are truths that are
self-evident, not propositions, not de-
bating points, but truths that are self-
evident, that we truly believe that we
are endowed by our Creator with cer-
tain inalienable rights, and that means
frankly that the rights Americans have
and the rights that all human beings
have across the planet are rights that
come from God, not from politicians,
not from lawyers, not from bureau-
crats, not from the military or the po-
lice but from God, and that those
rights, among which are life, liberty
and the pursuit of happiness, mean at
their heart that the right of free
speech, the right of religion, the right
of assembly, the right of a free news
media, the right of free election, the
right to the rule of law, the right to ex-
pect your government Civil Service to
be honest and uncorruptible, that these
are at the core of what we believe in.

We tried to say to the Chinese, yes,
we understand how excited you are at
getting Hong Kong back, but you have
to understand that we have the same
emotional excitement about freedom,
that to discuss freedom is to define
being an American. And to ask an
American to come to China and not
talk about freedom is to ask an Amer-
ican to not be talking about America
and to not talk about the values that
make us the country we are.

We also felt that while that discus-
sion should be respectful, should be
positive, should be pleasant, that plain
truth, spoken honestly, was a legiti-
mate goal of friendship, that we had an
obligation to talk openly and candidly
about exactly what we thought was
going on and to represent the values
and the beliefs that we share.

Let me close my part of this by say-
ing two things about dedication. First,
as an Army brat whose father served in
the Korean war and served later in
Korea during his military career, to me
it was very meaningful, whether it was
at airbases or with the infantry of the
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2nd Division, to see these young men
and women who are prepared to train
every day to be on the demilitarized
zone with the special units and, again,
today is the day when we have heard
there has been an incident involving
the North Koreans, to recognize that
just north of them is a country that we
frankly do not know very much about.
I think it is very important for my col-
leagues to understand this.
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Despite 44 years of studying North
Korea, despite the fact that 37,000 of
our young men and women and their
families are at risk, the simple truth is
that we do not know very much about
this dictatorship, and it should remind
us why it is important to be militarily
prepared for capabilities and not sim-
ply diplomatically prepared for inten-
tions, because the truth is, we do not
know what Kim Chong-il’s intentions
are, we do not know what makes his
government work, we do not know
what their values or their plans are,
and so we must be prepared for worst-
case situations.

So I want to praise those who risk
their lives and serve their country, be-
cause that dedication at the demili-
tarized zone and across not just South
Korea but we met with young men and
women also in Japan serving at air
bases at Misawa and Yokota, a tremen-
dous sense of commitment; the young
men at Elmendorf living here at home
in Alaska but nonetheless part of the
same team; the young men and women
of the Air Force team who went with
us and who carried us across the re-
gion.

I also want to say a word on behalf of
the Members and staff who went on
this visit. This was a long, hard-work-
ing delegation. We had many, many
meetings. In one day in Beijing, we had
six major negotiating sessions, just in
one day.

We sought to represent America. We
had coordinated with the Clinton ad-
ministration. We had talked with the
National Security Council. I had talked
with the Vice President and the Presi-
dent and the Secretary of State, and
we saw it as one unified team to rep-
resent America. And I was very proud
of my colleagues and the work they did
and the way they stood up for our val-
ues, they stood up for our economic op-
portunities, and they made clear our
commitment to peace and freedom and
security in the region.

And now under the unanimous con-
sent, as was previously agreed to, I am
going to yield back control of this, if I
might, to the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific, the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BEREU-
TER], and ask him to recognize various
Members.

Mr. BEREUTER. I thank the Speaker
for that excellent summary and inspi-
rational discussion of really what he,
as leader of this delegation, and what
this delegation attempted to achieve
while we were on our Asia visit.

With the indulgence of my col-
leagues, I am going to go back to take
another 4 or 5 minutes to try to set the
stage as I did with respect to Korea and
Japan, and then I will call on Members.
I think we have sufficient time. In fact,
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. DIN-
GELL], has a special order hour as nec-
essary.

But let me now go briefly to Hong
Kong, the PRC, and Taiwan, and dis-
cuss them as a whole. The economists
refer to this today as a greater eco-
nomic China.

Certainly a major focus of our trip
was a cluster of issues related to Hong
Kong, China, and Taiwan. We inten-
tionally visited Hong Kong first among
these elements of greater economic
China because of the imminent rever-
sion of Hong Kong from British rule on
July 1, 1997, to China, where it will be-
come a special administrative region
within the People’s Republic of China.

American interests in Hong Kong are
huge. With more than 1,100 American
businesses located there, 450 of them
are regional headquarters. In fact, it is
the largest American Chamber of Com-
merce abroad in the world. With more
than $14 billion of American invest-
ments there and about $14 billion in
American exports to Hong Kong last
year, we actually had a surplus with
Hong Kong of $4.1 billion. Therefore,
the United States Government and the
American people are very concerned
about the Chinese keeping their prom-
ises under the Sino-British accord of
1984, which assured Hong Kong’s auton-
omy from the PRC in all matters but
defense and foreign affairs.

In short of Deng Xiaoping’s policy,
China has had a two-systems-in-one-
country arrangement. This will be an
important but very challenging task
for the Chinese even though they un-
derstand the importance of Hong Kong
to their economy, and especially with
their trade to the outside world.

We discussed these and other impor-
tant issues with Hong Kong Chief Exec-
utive Tung Chee-hwa, American and
Hong Kong business interests, human
rights activists, representatives of the
news media, a diverse panel of religious
leaders, and the critics of China on the
existing legislative council. We also
met with British Governor Chris Pat-
ton at considerable length and had a
very candid and informative discus-
sion.

We made it clear to all interested
parties in Hong Kong and to Chinese
leaders in Beijing that we want the
Chinese to keep their promises of a
high degree of autonomy for Hong
Kong and that we wish them every suc-
cess in implementing their two sys-
tems/one country concept. This will be
an important precedent for the even-
tual peaceful, noncoercive unification
of Taiwan with mainland China, an
outcome that is consistent with our
long-standing bipartisan, one-China
policy.

In Beijing, we expressed the same in-
terest and concerns about the Hong

Kong autonomy issue. We made it clear
that we would be observing their
progress in keeping their promises and
that the Congress of the United States
in the 1992 Hong Kong Policy Act au-
thorized the President to modify Unit-
ed States law with respect to Hong
Kong if these promises were broken.

We indicated our willingness to assist
the Chinese in understanding the im-
portance of ensuring that second sys-
tem within China for Hong Kong which
preserves the rule of law, freedom of
press, civil liberties, free and fair elec-
tions for the legislature, and what is
thought to be the most advanced state
of economic freedom in the world.

Also in Beijing, Speaker GINGRICH
spoke for the entire delegation in re-
confirming our support for a one-China
policy. He stressed that unification
with Taiwan must be by peaceful
means and reiterated the formal Unit-
ed States House position and congres-
sional viewpoint that the United
States would defend Taiwan against an
attack and that unification would only
take place by peaceful means. This di-
rect statement was delivered in a non-
hostile manner by Speaker GINGRICH
and actually was surprisingly well re-
ceived by the Chinese leadership, in-
cluding President Jiang Zemin. Rather
than the usual anti-Taiwan tirade, the
key leaders said only that they had no
intention of attacking Taiwan, and we
went on to other productive items of
discussion.

We also made it clear to both sides,
including the Taiwanese, that they
should avoid provocative actions. In
Taipei, these comments were reiter-
ated, and in fact it was specifically
mentioned that Taiwanese or Taiwan-
ese American campaigns for United Na-
tions membership for Taiwan are pro-
vocative and serve no useful purpose
since China would veto such an initia-
tive in the Security Council. I found it
particularly interesting that President
Li said to us that his government
would not push for independence, they
had no intention of doing so.

Speaking personally, I would say
that I believe it is clear to the Chinese
and to the world community that mak-
ing the two systems/one country policy
work in Hong Kong can be an impor-
tant precedent in the reunification of
Taiwan with China.

Also, I would note that this Member
encouraged President Li of Taiwan to
proceed energetically to make the
changes necessary to come into the
World Trade Organization, the WTO, as
soon as possible, changes that would
include reductions in tariff and market
access changes. I specifically urged
them to reduce the tariffs on processed
foods so that American exporters can
exploit this Taiwanese market, and
Taiwanese consumers will benefit from
lower food prices and a greater selec-
tion of goods.

Additionally, I stressed my own view
that Taiwan should be allowed WTO
membership before the PRC if the
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changes it makes satisfy WTO member-
ship. That possibility also gives us in-
creased leverage to succeed and to suc-
cessfully demand changes from the
PRC for WTO membership.

In summary then, and in conclusion
of my comments, in my view, our
meetings with the Chinese officials on
the mainland in Beijing and Shanghai
were amazingly positive and produc-
tive, particularly in view of the fact
that Speaker GINGRICH and the biparti-
san congressional delegation would
subsequently visit Taiwan, and they
knew we intended to, and thus he
would be the highest-ranking official
and we would be the highest-ranking
delegation ever to visit Taiwan since
the Taiwan Relations Act was enacted
in 1978.

The Chinese Government gave us top-
level access and gracious, nonbellig-
erent meetings, even expressing their
interest in initiation of an interpar-
liamentary exchange between the Unit-
ed States House and the National Peo-
ple’s Congress.

I would now be very pleased to yield
on a seniority basis to the distin-
guished gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
LIVINGSTON], the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and I yield
such time as he may consume.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend for yielding and apolo-
gize to my colleagues for intruding, but
since the Speaker has asked me to be
at another meeting right now, I appre-
ciate your courtesy for letting me pro-
ceed briefly at this point.

I also want to identify myself with
the gentleman’s comments and with
the comments of Speaker GINGRICH.
The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that this dele-
gation was the highest-ranking delega-
tion ever to appear not only in Taiwan,
but it is the highest ranking one that I
have ever been engaged in where the
Speaker of the House, the dean of the
House, Mr. DINGELL, and various com-
mittee chairmen, ranking subcommit-
tee chairmen, and ranking members all
gathered together to go to these five
sovereign areas, South Korea, Hong
Kong, China, Japan, and Taiwan.

It was an extraordinary sequence of
events. In each country we met with
the very top leaders, and in many in-
stances we had several separate meet-
ings with top leaders, and in each coun-
try, under the leadership of the Speak-
er of the House, I think our delegation
presented a cohesive, coherent, and ar-
ticulate view of American policy.

I was extraordinarily proud of the
way that Speaker GINGRICH and the
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. DIN-
GELL, and all the other Members con-
ducted themselves throughout this en-
tire process. It was exhausting. We
worked all day long every day through-
out the trip. No sooner had we recov-
ered from several days of jet lag than
we were engaged in more meetings.
Then it was time to come home, pick-
ing up jet lag on the way home as well.

But the delegation, under the leader-
ship of Speaker GINGRICH, spoke out on

behalf of free speech, freedom of reli-
gion, the right to assemble, and a free
press. We stood up for the real demo-
cratic values now embodied in Hong
Kong and did everything possible in all
of those countries to assert the Amer-
ican viewpoint that democracy should
be maintained in Hong Kong after the
transfer to mainland China.

We held steady with that message all
the way through the trip, not only in
Hong Kong but through Beijing and
Shanghai and beyond. We stood fast for
American presence in the Pacific, the
prerogatives of America, the remaining
superpower, to maintain its policy as a
strong Pacific-oriented nation.

We stood strong concerning the rela-
tionship between Taiwan and mainland
China, saying that if there was provo-
cation, we are going to be there; we are
going to defend our friend, Taiwan; so
there should be no provocation, and
that should not be misunderstood. The
messages were not blurred and they
were very clearly reported by the press.
Regardless of whether the press was
friendly, antagonistic, or cynical, in-
variably the reports from the trip came
out positive.

And I just want to say that as a
Member of this Congress for almost 20
years, I have never seen as productive
a congressional delegation as this one
was, nor have I seen as cohesive a dele-
gation, between Republicans and
Democrats alike, majority and minor-
ity, working together steadfastly,
going to meetings and expressing what,
in my view, was a united viewpoint of
American policy in the Pacific.

It was a privilege to have been on the
trip and a special privilege for me to
watch the Speaker of the House in ac-
tion. This man is tireless. He never
slept for more than 5 hours a day, and
yet he was constantly reading, absorb-
ing, thinking, meeting, speaking,
strategizing, synergizing, and syn-
thesizing. He was a whirlwind of activ-
ity, and in every instance he rep-
resented our delegation and our coun-
try with remarkable agility in an ar-
ticulate fashion.

So I am pleased to associate myself
with the remarks of my friends and
colleagues who will speak after me on
the positive results of this trip. It was
a significant opportunity to have been
in this delegation and on this trip to
these Pacific countries, and I really,
really do think that it did a lot of
good.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his great com-
ments, and I know that I speak for all
of my colleagues in thanking him for
his role in this delegation. And the
gentleman did not mention, but the
Speaker called meeting after meeting
after meeting, including at 9 o’clock at
night or later.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. FOLEY] for
any remarks he may wish to make.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman and would say, of course,
that the gentleman from Louisiana

[Mr. LIVINGSTON], spoke eloquently
about the Speaker’s great presentation
on behalf of the United States of Amer-
ica, our ideals, our goals, our vision for
this world we live in, but it did not
hurt to have the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific, the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BEREU-
TER] along; the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. LIVING-
STON] the ranking Democratic Member
of the House, the gentleman from Flor-
ida [Mr. HASTINGS]; and the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Africa, the
gentleman from California [Mr.
ROYCE].
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What I noticed was that the leader-
ship of all the countries took ex-
tremely seriously this visit because of
the fact that the leadership of Congress
had taken time out to visit them and
discuss the issues that face us. One
issue we raised on behalf of the envi-
ronment was Taiwan has contemplated
sending its nuclear waste to North
Korea. North Korea is in desperate
need of financial assistance, if you will,
to prop up their rogue regime. Seventy
million is the number that is bandied
about that they will receive in order to
accept nuclear waste.

What assurances do we have that
that nuclear waste, once brought to
North Korea, will be properly disposed
of? None. President Lee, upon the noti-
fication from the Speaker that we were
deeply concerned with the environ-
mental consequences to South Korea
and to our entire planet, took due note
and suggested he would revisit that
issue and carefully consider it, because
he did not want it to be a geopolitical
problem, he did not want it to be a
stress on relations with the United
States.

Again, I want to enter into the
RECORD the fact that we raised the
issue, we will continue to pursue the
issue, we do not want to see Taiwan
send its nuclear waste to North Korea
under any circumstance.

We also had an opportunity to raise
issues of trade. We were fortunate in
being joined by Congressman JEFFER-
SON and Congresswoman DUNN, both on
Ways and Means, to talk about issues
that are important to Congressman
HASTINGS and myself from Florida: The
introduction of citrus from our State
to the People’s Republic of China
which has currently been banned; the
protection of our intellectual property
rights; our copyrights; our enforcement
of the things that we hold dear, the
movies, the CD’s, the technology, soft-
ware that is being pirated and sold on
the streets for 1/1,000 of its value, de-
priving both the owners and creators of
their due payment for those rights.

So we raised those issues. But I
think, more than ever, we raised the
consciousness of the people that we vis-
ited. We found a people in China want-
ing to be free, that will propel what I
believe is their own democracy, with
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some nudging by us, to seek free elec-
tions as they have had in Taiwan.

But I will again go back to what the
Speaker urged caution on and I will ob-
viously suggest, as many newspaper ar-
ticles have suggested recently, that
MFN, most-favored-nation status, is
not guaranteed, is not guaranteed busi-
ness-as-usual in this Congress; and that
when you read in the New York Times,
in a severe blow to civil liberties, the
man appointed by China to run Hong
Kong announced plans today to impose
more stringent controls on the right of
public protest and free associations,
certainly is not a reflection of the
meeting we attended, where he stressed
it would be an open affair country, that
things would be smooth, that the proc-
ess of coming back into the fold in
China would be orderly and observing
the rule of law.

So again I would send that caution as
well, that we made some valuable
points. We hope that the lessons and
the things that we tried to share with
the Chinese Government and others is
not lost, and we would sincerely urge
Mr. Tung to evaluate his recent com-
ments and ensure the democracy of
this country.

I was proud, as an American, to be on
the trip. As was mentioned, the Speak-
er, I do not think he got 5 hours of
sleep. I think it was 3. One of the
things that I think most impressed our
hosts was his tremendous grasp of the
historical occurrences that happened in
Japan, in China, Taiwan, Korea. He was
able without note to speak extempo-
raneously about events that had oc-
curred in their country, not just in the
last 10 or 20 years but the last 1,000,
2,000 years, and was able to bring that
reflected history forward in analogies
and examples.

I think when I watched the faces of
the Presidents of those countries, say-
ing, this man has not just come here
with a printed text to give us; he un-
derstands our culture, he understands
the dynamics in which we have oper-
ated, he knows that it is stressful when
you change governmental policies or
governmental operations; but he came
with such authority and such strong
presence that the mission was that
much more successful because of his
being there, obviously as Speaker of
the House, third in line to the Presi-
dency, but more importantly, that he
was so phenomenally prepared to de-
bate with leaders of other countries the
urgent things that we feel important.

I thank the gentleman for allowing
me time under the special order.

Mr. BEREUTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida especially for his
mentioning the fact that we did bring
up the low-level nuclear waste issue on
Taiwan aggressively, firmly, clearly,
and conveyed our concerns and those of
the Republica of Korea.

The Speaker has asked if I would
yield next to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan, and I will re-
turn then to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. ROYCE].

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
DINGELL], the dean of the House, the
senior Democrat on the Speaker’s
codel, and the ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. DINGELL. I thank my good
friend for yielding. I want to commend
him for having this special order. I
think the product of the work of not
only the delegation but also this par-
ticular special order is going to be val-
uable to the country. I want to com-
mend the gentleman. I want to com-
mend the Speaker for the work which
was done. It was done in a thoroughly
bipartisan fashion, and it focused on a
number of issues of enormous moment
to the United States and to the people
of this country. More importantly, it
addressed the issues of security and
trade in Korea, Hong Kong, the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, and in Taiwan
as well as in Japan.

Our interest in Hong Kong was, of
course, the question of reversion to
Chinese sovereignty which will take
place shortly. We met with Governor
Chris Patten, with Mr. Tung who will
serve as Hong Kong’s chief executive
officer after the reversion, the finan-
cial secretary of the colony, senior leg-
islators, human rights activists, lead-
ership of the Hong Kong Christian
Council, members of the United States
and Hong Kong business communities,
ordinary citizens and large numbers of
others.

In China the delegation reviewed a
whole broad range of issues with the
entire top leadership of the People’s
Republic. I must say in these two, and
in all of the other activities in which
the delegation functioned, it func-
tioned in a thoroughly and completely
bipartisan and proper fashion.

The delegation’s focus in Japan was
economic, again, and security issues.
We met with the Prime Minister, the
Foreign and Defense Ministers, the
Minister of International Trade and In-
dustry, and the Speaker of the House of
Representatives, as well as Japan’s
most wealthy and successful business
leaders and the Chamber of Commerce
there. Our discussion related to trade,
unfair trading practices, opening the
markets with regard to all kinds of
American exports and the need for
achieving a fair and more evenhanded
trading relationship with that country.
Similar discussions were held, of
course, in Korea, which is an area of
major concern, as we also discussed
these matters in the People’s Republic
of China.

As a result of the trip, I have come
home more firmly convinced than ever
that the United States has enormous
political, economic, and security inter-
ests in east Asia, interests which we
are safeguarding and on which we are
pledging our interest and determina-
tion for the maintenance of peace by
having some 37,000 of our fine young
men and women standing watch along
the most dangerous and heavily for-
tified border in the world. We spent

considerable time inquiring, I would
observe to the gentleman as he has al-
ready observed, into not only the rela-
tionship between the United States and
the countries there, but very specifi-
cally the situation with regard to
North Korea, a curious closed nation
which is witnessing with great distress
the economic collapse of its economy,
with a continued annual decline in eco-
nomic activity of about 7 percent.

Again, we discussed not only the
question of our security but the situa-
tion with regard to the North Korean
country and what is happening in that
unfortunate place and what its mean-
ings are. Does it mean implosion, does
it mean explosion, does it mean inva-
sion to the south, does it mean demo-
cratic change or some kind of soft
landing? The answer is no one knows
the answers to these questions.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
good friend, the gentleman who has
gotten this special order, for the out-
standing work that he is doing and
does do and for his leadership in this
particular matter.

I have recently returned from a 10-day trip
to Asia led by Speaker of the House NEWT
GINGRICH. The bipartisan delegation, on which
I served as ranking Democrat, visited South
Korea, Hong Kong, China, Japan, and Taiwan.

In South Korea the delegation focused on
security and trade issues. We met with Presi-
dent Kim Young Sam, Gen. John Tilelli, who
commands United States Forces Korea, For-
eign Minister Yoo Chong-Ha, Korean trade of-
ficials and senior legislators, and representa-
tives of the United States business community
in Korea.

In Hong Kong our primary interest was in
Hong Kong’s reversion to Chinese sov-
ereignty, due to take place on July 1, 1997.
We met with Gov. Chris Patten, C.H. Tung,
who will serve as Hong Kong’s chief executive
after the July 1 reversion, the Hong Kong fi-
nancial secretary, senior legislators, human
rights activists, leaders of the Hong Kong
Christian Council, and members of the U.S.
and Hong Kong business communities.

In China the delegation reviewed a range of
issues on the United States-China bilateral
agenda, with particular emphasis on Hong
Kong, Taiwan, human rights, and trade. While
in Beijing we had meetings with President
Jiang Zemin, Premier Li Peng, Vice-Premier
Zhu Rongji, Foreign Minister Qian Qichen, and
other senior Chinese officials. The delegation
also spent 1 day in Shanghai, where we at-
tended Easter morning services and met with
Shanghai’s mayor, the chairman of China’s
Association for Relations Across the Taiwan
Strait, and the American Chamber of Com-
merce.

The delegation’s focus in Japan was on
economic and security issues. We met with
Prime Minister Hashimoto, the Japanese for-
eign and defense ministers, the Minister of
International Trade and Industry, the speaker
of the Japanese House of Representatives,
and some of Japan’s wealthiest and most suc-
cessful business leaders, as well as the Amer-
ican Chamber of Commerce in Tokyo.

The delegation’s final stop was in Taiwan,
where we met with President Lee Teng-hui,
Vice President and Premier Lien Chan, and
Foreign Minister John Chang. Relations be-
tween Taiwan and the People’s Republic of
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China, Hong Kong’s reversion, the proposed
sale of Taiwanese nuclear waste to North
Korea, and the WTO dominated the discus-
sions.

As a result of this trip, I have returned to the
United States more firmly convinced than ever
that the United States has substantial political,
economic, and security interests in East Asia,
including the maintenance of peace on the Ko-
rean Peninsula, where 37,000 American
troops stand watch along the most dangerous
and heavily fortified border in the world. These
interests can be protected only by an active
American engagement in the region. The Unit-
ed States is a Pacific power today, and should
remain so for the foreseeable future. This will
require active and imaginative diplomacy,
backed by the presence of approximately
100,000 American troops in the region. I had
the privilege of visiting with many of these
men and women who represent the United
States armed services in East Asia, and I am
pleased to report to you that they are an im-
pressive lot—dedicated, serious, committed
professionals whom the Nation owes a great
debt of gratitude.

China and the difficult United States-Chi-
nese relationship figured prominently in our
discussions at each of our stops. We found
widespread agreement among the Asian lead-
ers with whom we met that the Clinton admin-
istration’s policy of constructive engagement
toward China offers the best means of safe-
guarding our interests and pursuing our politi-
cal, security, and economic objectives in East
Asia. Our relationship with China will inevitably
be a rocky one for many years, for we are di-
vided by profound differences. But we also
share important interests in common—a desire
for peace and stability throughout the region,
a prosperous, open global economy, a non-
nuclear North Korea that does not threaten its
neighbors or disrupt the strategic status quo,
a successful Hong Kong reversion process—
and it is very much in our interests to remain
engaged with this prickly but important coun-
try.

During each of our stops, I raised difficult
trade issues and preached the need to break
down barriers to American products and serv-
ices. In South Korea I focused on Korean re-
strictions that block the import of United States
automobiles—the government’s frugality cam-
paign, tariffs and taxes on automobile imports,
vehicle certification procedures, matters relat-
ing to financing, and politically motivated tax
audits and other forms of harassment—and
arranged for meetings outside the delegation’s
official program with South Korean trade offi-
cials and representatives from the Big Three
United States automakers. If Korea persists in
refusing to open its trading system, I warned,
the United States would be forced to recon-
sider its options, which might include placing
Korea on the watch list or initiating a com-
plaint before the World Trade Organization.

In China I emphasized the need for China to
accept more United States goods and to take
other steps to reduce Beijing’s sizable trade
surplus with the United States. American sup-
port for a policy of engagement, I cautioned,
will evaporate unless China treats American
business fairly. Opening up China’s vast mar-
kets, I told economic czar Zhu Rongji, will set
up a win-win situation. Not only will such ac-
tions strengthen the bilateral relationship; they
will also help both countries address their do-
mestic economic problems.

While in Tokyo, I spent considerable time
looking into why the import of U.S. autos,
while slightly higher in 1996 than 1995, was
still so sluggish. I was told that in addition to
Japan’s well-known trade barriers, the weak
yen was now making foreign autos more ex-
pensive for Japanese consumers. Tokyo, I
warned, must avoid the temptation to deal with
its current economic difficulties by aggres-
sively promoting exports that create an even
larger trade imbalance with the United States.
Japan, we repeated at every opportunity, must
do more to open its markets to American
goods. While we do not seek special treat-
ment, we have a right to expect the same
treatment from Japan that we afford Japanese
companies doing business in the United
States.

As a result of this trip I have a renewed un-
derstanding of how the prosperity and well-
being of Americans, including the people of
the 16th District of Michigan, is inextricably
linked to an active and enlightened American
presence in East Asia. Equally important, our
delegation was able to spread the word that if
the peoples of East Asia desire the fruits of
American engagement, they will have to help
us shoulder the burdens as well—politically,
militarily, and not least in importance, eco-
nomically.

Mr. BEREUTER. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan for
his comments. As my colleagues well
know, when the gentleman made his
contributions on our trip, it was al-
ways speaking from authority and
speaking with a complete knowledge of
the issue, and it will not surprise his
constituents in Michigan to know that
among other important economic is-
sues and trade issues he brought up,
autos and auto parts in Korea and espe-
cially before the Minister of Inter-
national Trade and Industry were high
on the agenda and were articulately
addressed by the gentleman from
Michigan, in which I joined him.

Mr. DINGELL. If my good friend
would yield, with his full support, co-
operation, and also with that of the
Speaker and the rest of the delegation,
for which I thank the gentleman, the
Speaker and the other members of the
delegation.

Mr. BEREUTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL].
Indeed he did have the full support of
the delegation in that respect and in
all others.

Mr. Speaker, I am now pleased to
yield to the gentleman from California
[Mr. ROYCE], my colleague from the
Committee on International Relations,
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Africa. As Speaker GINGRICH reminded
everyone on the trip, he is also the Re-
publican who has the district which
contains more Asian-Americans than
any other Republican member.

Mr. ROYCE. I thank my good friend
for yielding. I want to thank Speaker
GINGRICH for putting together this del-
egation. The Congress plays a key role
in making our country’s foreign policy
and a trip like this gives us a much
better understanding of the important
issues we decide each year. We worked
hard, it was grueling and we made the

most of our time, and the Speaker of
the House deserves our thanks.

It is important to me that this was a
bipartisan delegation. America stands
tallest when its foreign policy is widely
supported. One of the things all of the
members of the delegation agree on is
the importance of Asia. There is no
question the security and the prosper-
ity of the United States is on the line.
We saw this in North Korea when we
visited some of the 37,000 American
service men and women in Korea.
These are Americans who believe pas-
sionately in their mission. Their mis-
sion is maintaining peace and helping
to run out the clock on one of the last
vestiges of the cold war, the last Sta-
linist regime there in North Korea. As
we talked to the young men and
women of the Second Division, many of
them from California, from my home
State, doing the job that they do in
this most difficult of conditions, it was
a great honor. It was a great honor for
us. We owe these Americans our
strongest support, including, in my
view, the best missile defense system
that we can give them.

We saw the importance of Asia when
we visited the American business men
and women in Hong Kong who are the
center of Asia’s pounding economic
heart there in Hong Kong. They are
bringing America’s economic prowess
and our exports to this booming region.
We saw it when we visited Taiwan,
which has moved now to democracy.
Asia in general has made strides to-
ward economic prosperity and political
freedom, and America is stronger and
safer because of this. But I think the
stakes are high. We would suffer great
damage if we decided that the world’s
greatest Nation should disengage in
the Pacific. That is no course for us to
take.

Some of the lessons learned on this
trip. We learned that America is
viewed as the world’s greatest nation.
Our Government is respected the world
over. Our economy has produced amaz-
ing prosperity. But there are lessons to
be learned from the countries we vis-
ited, and the Speaker stated, I think
yesterday, he said, ‘‘I believe our econ-
omy can do better.’’

Well, our economy runs at a rate of
less than 3 percent growth. That is
what we are stuck with a year. And
here we are viewing these Asian econo-
mies, South Korea where the growth
rate was 9 percent last year. Taiwan at
7 percent. These are growth rates 2 and
3 times the rate of growth in the Unit-
ed States.

Our delegation visited Hong Kong.
Many consider Hong Kong the freest
economy in the world. Hong Kong has a
far lower tax rate than the United
States Fifteen percent is their top tax
rate. Hong Kong is free of the excessive
regulation that shackles our economy.
And in many ways, Hong Kong is much
more encouraging of the entrepreneur-
ial spirit our country celebrates. I
think the United States needs to take
notice and lower our taxes and cut our
redtape.
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I think we need to heed the words of
Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Green-
span when he said that we should at
the very least index capital gains for
inflation taking the inflationary bite
out of investments. I have a bill to do
this, and having seen Hong Kong’s mir-
acle, I am more committed than ever
to give American taxpayers this relief.

Other trade issues that we should dis-
cuss: You know, many of our allies in
Asia need to look at Hong Kong also
because Hong Kong has become an eco-
nomic powerhouse because of trade,
and that means they have no trade bar-
riers. The people of Hong Kong are free
to purchase goods and services from
whenever they want to. They buy the
best goods at the best price. It is no se-
cret that the U.S. economy is the most
competitive in the world. We are the
world’s biggest exporter. We are selling
more and more goods to Asia. These ex-
ports support over a million jobs in my
State of California alone. But we
should be selling more in Asia, and the
problem is that too many Asian coun-
tries are shutting out too many U.S.
goods and U.S. services.

So our delegation pressed and pressed
every government that we met with to
open their markets to American goods
and services. I serve on the Committee
on Banking and Financial Services,
and in China American insurance com-
panies are shut out, they simply can-
not operate, and we raised that issue
with China. The message was that we
on this delegation gave, we said trade,
including trade in the ever more im-
portant service sector, is a two-way
street. We talked with South Korea
who is shutting out California agricul-
tural products, and we said, well, if
South Korea wants to sell autos and
electronics in the United States, then
American companies should be allowed
to sell grapes and oranges and autos
and electronics in South Korea. This is
right for the American worker, it is
right for the Korean consumer who
should, after all, have a chance to buy
the best goods at the cheapest possible
price. And right now in South Korea
the government hassles Koreans who
buy American cars. It actually sends
the tax auditor after Koreans who buy
American cars. That practice has to go,
and we told that to the South Korean
Government.

But it is more than trade. Trade is
important, but it is not all the United
States is about. Our delegation has fo-
cused on democracy. On this trip we fo-
cused on human rights, too. Our coun-
try has always taken its values seri-
ously and our foreign policy. It matters
to us how other governments treat
their citizens. This meant confronting
the Chinese leadership about its ter-
rible treatment of its citizens. I pre-
sented the Chinese Government a list
of 75 political prisoners, and locking up
people because of their beliefs is intol-
erable.

And I hope that the White House be-
gins to understand that when it comes

to China, yes, trade matters, but so do
human rights and nuclear proliferation
and Taiwan. The administration would
like to treat trade as being above these
issues.

My view is America is a superpower,
not a salesman. The administration’s
willingness to stand up for American
values will be tested as Hong Kong falls
under Beijing’s control in the next 2
months. Already there are signs that
China may not honor its one country,
two-systems pledge. Just yesterday, as
we heard, it announced that it would
severely restrict fundamental political
rights to publicly meet. Beijing’s fu-
ture ruler for Hong Kong, Mr. Teng-
hui, who we met with, is touting Asian
values. This is shorthand for the idea
that universal democratic and civil
rights norms are inappropriate for
Asia, as if Taiwan and even Hong Kong
itself, where these values are honored,
are not in Asia.

The world will be watching Hong
Kong, and the world will be watching
Washington’s response. Acting on
human rights concerns is just; it is not
idealism, it is justice. The reality is
that the United States will never be
fully at peace with a government that
is not at peace with its own people, and
to the extent that the United States
encourages change by raising these
concerns, especially with the Chinese
people, through efforts like Radio Free
Asia, we strengthen our security while
honoring our values.

Again thank you, Mr. Speaker, for
making this so very important trip.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman very much, and I
am now very pleased to yield to an-
other of my colleagues on the House
Committee on International Relations,
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. HAST-
INGS], who is a particularly valuable
Member for this trip because of his
knowledge as a lawyer and a jurist, and
I am pleased to yield to him.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my good friend from
Nebraska for yielding, and I thank him
for perpetuating this particular special
order. We are all indebted to the ex-
traordinary work that was done by the
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and, as one Member of the House
of Representatives, I was honored and
privileged to have the opportunity to
travel with this delegation to the areas
of Asia that we traveled. A lot has been
made about this particular trip, and I
was asked when we were in China why
it was that I had visited China twice in
three months. I had the good fortune of
going to China in January with Con-
gressman KOLBE from Arizona and the
delegation that he led of 22 Members of
the House of Representatives, and in
each instance we had a variable type
program that allowed for further infor-
mation. I am going to come back to
that, but I would like to answer the
media by saying what I said, and that
is that China is a happening.

Now that could be construed as China
is a party. That is not the happening

that I was speaking of. The happening
that I was talking about is the fact
that China is the vortex of the dyna-
mism that is going on in economic de-
velopment in that area of the world,
and assuredly what our trip did was un-
derscore the principles and values of
this great country, and as I look about
this gallery and I see children that are
here on this day as this special order is
being held, I cannot help but think
that many of us will long have since
passed, and yet we laid the groundwork
for their future in the various delega-
tions and those that have preceded us
in this rather extraordinary work that
Congress does in international rela-
tions.

The vortex of dynamism does not
mean that China is old. We visited
Korea, we visited Taiwan, we visited
Japan, and of course Hong Kong and
Shanghai inside China as well as
Beijing. In each instance in a biparti-
san fashion those things that have been
said by my colleagues can be under-
scored with the fact that all of us sup-
ported the values and principles that
are enunciated in our great democracy.

And you know the Speaker made the
comment often that America is a Pa-
cific nation, and some folks would
quarrel with that, but I ask anyone
that wishes to quarrel with that, ask
the citizens of California or Oregon or
Washington or Hawaii or Alaska, ask
them where they live. And speaking of
Alaska, let us just compliment the ex-
traordinary military people that han-
dle all of our security matters as it
pertains to that area of the world in a
more than admirable fashion.

Travel further into the demilitarized
zone where speakers before me, the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LIVING-
STON] and the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. DINGELL] and others, have
pointed out the 37,000-plus troops that
are in that demilitarized zone, many of
whom we had an opportunity to see, all
of whom are extremely sharp, well
commanded, young individuals, and
they have a slogan that says in front of
them all it means simply that in the
deteriorating posture of North Korea,
if some insanity prevails and war oc-
curs, they will be the first ones to see
it. We need to support those individ-
uals.

And what I came home with, as we
get ready to talk about foreign aid au-
thorization, and you lead us in that ef-
fort as you so ably do, and the Chair of
the Africa subcommittee, my friend,
the gentleman from California [Mr.
ROYCE], does so with Africa, is I came
home with legislation. People say these
trips sometimes are useless and we are
criticized for taking them.

I now know about the need for 4-way
talks in Korea in a meaningful way. I
know now more about nuclear pro-
liferation in a meaningful way, in the
dumping that was about to take place
or still may contractually with Taiwan
and North Korea, and the potential
dangers not only to the environment
but to the security of that area of the
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world. I know now about the reversion
of Hong Kong in a meaningful way that
I think I can stand with any American
with the same background and argue
forcefully why it is that we have to in-
sist that there be no sedition provision
in China’s law, that they do not revoke
the civil liberties and civil rights of
those that for 99 years now have had
that opportunity.

I know more about Taiwan, its de-
mocracy, how it has managed its econ-
omy. I know about the interrelated
areas of economic and political and
human rights, and all of that will lead
me to three pieces of legislation that I
plan to offer during the authorization
process in addition to legislation that
will support our military in a meaning-
ful way, since many of them pointed
out the horrors that they have visited.

And I want to say one final thing and
thank you again for the time. The staff
that accompanied us are unrivaled on
either the Republican or the Demo-
cratic side, and they are effusively to
be complimented by those of us that
had the opportunity to work with
them.

In addition thereto, I think it is
abominable that the foreign services of
the United States of America are in the
critical posture that many of them are.
In spite of the fact that we have these
enormous financial constraints that all
of us know about, it is pitiable to leave
our children and our adults who work
in the foreign services in cir-
cumstances where they do not have
electricity, they do not have water, the
embassies are run down, such as the
one in Beijing, and I am not here to
apologize for anybody in that regard. I
take full responsibility for my remarks
and say that this is an observation that
I think is a mistake for us.

Those children in this gallery need to
learn languages, and they will be very
wise to learn the languages of Asia
since Asia is going to be a coming.

As regard freedom and my final re-
marks, Mr. Speaker, as you well know
we had an opportunity to go to church
in Shanghai. That was a moving expe-
rience. Some of us went to Catholic
services, others of us went to Protes-
tant services. But the fact is that we
went to services and symbolically it let
China know that we are going to stand
for religion as we said and were told by
those persons that are in Hong Kong
with whom we met that are the reli-
gious leaders of that area.

I want to say to the world, I want to
say to China, I want to say to America
and say to all of my colleagues that
freedom marches to a steady beat.
China cannot stop freedom. Freedom
once tasted is sweet enough to cause
individuals to rise above oppression.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington). The Chair
would remind Members to refrain from
referring to occupants of the gallery in
their remarks.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Florida

[Mr. HASTINGS] for his moving and ac-
curate summary of what he saw there
and particularly for his compliment to
the staff which we had not mentioned
previously.

I now have one Member and perhaps
another one who may come back in
time, but I am pleased now to yield to
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. KIM], and his hometown, his
former hometown where he was born, is
the first place we visited. I am pleased
to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I was a little
concerned about this article this morn-
ing, and I had a good feeling when I
come back from the trip from Hong
Kong and China. I thought that they
understood clearly where we stand on
the Hong Kong issue. This morning’s
article says that they are going to be
curtailed, certain rights, public assem-
bly rights and public gathering rights,
and that is a guarantee by the first
amendment in our Constitution.

Now that is not the impression I got
from the trip. Very, very concerned. Is
that the signal we are getting, the
more to come?

I remember, Mr. Speaker, I have to
have a colloquy with you. Remember
that they said that it is two system
one country will succeed and not to
worry about it? But very disappointed.
I hope this is not the true story, this
morning’s article. But if it is, we
should watch closely, very closely be-
cause I am deeply concerned of what is
happening in Hong Kong versus what
they told us. Do you not agree with
that?

Mr. BEREUTER. I do agree, and as
the Speaker said, it is not one system
and one and a half. It is two systems,
and this agreement of autonomy to
Hong Kong carries with it the need to
have free assembly and an opportunity
to peacefully demonstrate. So I hope
they reverse their actions if in fact this
is their proposal.
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Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I want to talk

about the North Korean situation. Re-
member I mentioned this particular
issue several times in China.

I was concerned about China’s vague
position in North Korea. Remember, I
asked the question. Even this morning
I understand that shots have been
fired, shots have been exchanged, and
remember when we went to the DMZ in
Korea, we were scheduled to stop on
the bridge, we were scheduled to get
out of the bus and walk halfway.

Mr. BEREUTER. The Bridge of No
Return.

Mr. KIM. The Bridge of No Return,
and we had to abruptly change our
schedule because they had assembled
AK–47’s, all of the weapons assembled
together, so we had to change at the
last minute and we did not get out of
the bus, we just simply made a U-turn
and came back. That is disgusting,
that is totally unwarranted, and I feel
very offended by this hostile action.

Yet, in China, of course North Korea
is totally unknown to us, and all of

this hostile action. Let me give my col-
league an example, that every country
denounced and condemned the hostile
action, except China. China has kept
silent; they did not say anything. So
we asked the question, why is it? Why
is it that China has not said anything
about this hostile action, and what is
China’s official position? What is the
policy toward North Korea?

The answer I got was, look, I think
they are trying to walk a fine line. If
everybody pushed North Korea against
the wall, then we are afraid they might
do some irrational action. Therefore,
we have to show some friendship, some-
thing like that. Mr. Speaker, I ask my
colleague, is that not the answer we
got, some kind of vague answer?

Mr. BEREUTER. I think so, abso-
lutely.

Mr. KIM. We are still not sure of Chi-
na’s policies in terms of North Korea. I
think our country should demand what
their policy is. Are they with us or
against us? I am very disappointed at
such a timid answer.

Then when we went to Taiwan, re-
member I asked the question about nu-
clear waste dumping that is generated
by the Taiwanese power company. We
are talking about 270 drums of nuclear
waste, dumping it into North Korea be-
cause they are going to buy it, pay $100
million or $120 million, I do not re-
member, buy this nuclear waste.

I remember the gentleman’s summa-
tion that we are setting up a dangerous
precedent, that I think countries
should keep their own waste in their
own country, whether they are ship-
ping overseas, which I totally agree.

My concern is, my God, pretty soon
we are going to stop buying and selling
this nuclear waste all over the country
and bidding on it, I mean this is really
ridiculous. We have to stop this from
happening.

Also, my concern is, it is not the Tai-
wanese, it is North Korea. North Korea
has no ability to manage its nuclear
waste. Besides, they refuse to invite
any IAA member team to inspect the
nuclear waste dumping procedure, so
God knows what they are going to do
with it. I do not know what they are
going to do with it. Perhaps they
might contaminate our groundwater
system. Then what is going to happen?
It is only 24 miles from Seoul.

We have 37,000 young troops out there
in Korea, plus their families, plus civil-
ians, all 120,000. They are only 24 miles
away from the DMZ. I am just afraid
for not only the Koreans’ lives in dan-
ger, but our own troops, our own fami-
lies’ lives could be in danger. So we
have to stop this.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
would ask of my colleague to reclaim
my time and to compliment the gen-
tleman for all of his contributions
throughout this trip. Frequently the
Speaker pointed out the gentleman as
an example to our Asian friends of an
immigrant who succeeded remarkably
in this country as so many have from
various parts of the world.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1428 April 10, 1997
I wonder if the gentleman would in-

dulge me in yielding the remaining 5
minutes to our colleague who has not
had a chance to speak. If the gen-
tleman will stand by, we may have a
chance for a concluding colloquy.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from Wash-
ington [Ms. DUNN], a member of the
Committee on Ways and Means who
made invaluable contributions on this
trip.

Ms. DUNN of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, I must say it has been with great in-
terest that I have listened to my col-
leagues’ discussion about our very im-
portant trip to Asia and how proud I
am to have traveled with them on this
trip and to have watched in action
some very powerful Members of the
U.S. Congress who care a lot about our
relationships with those nations over
there, but who are not willing to make
a trip such as this, with the rights of
our constituents in our hearts, without
being very, very candid in all of our
conversations about some of the prob-
lems that we must deal with over in
that part of the world.

My responsibility as a member of the
Subcommittee on Trade of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means dealt with
trade issues in the Asian nations, and I
would say that thanks to the Speaker
and to other members of the delega-
tion, I was able to inquire about spe-
cific policies that deal with our rela-
tionship with Asia. Certainly I come
from a State, the State of Washington,
that is very, very export-oriented.

One out of four jobs in my State are
related to trade. As constituents in my
State and as you know, Mr. Speaker,
Boeing, the aircraft company that is
the largest exporter in this Nation that
does great business now with the na-
tion of China, and we will see that na-
tion as probably 20 percent of its future
market.

There were questions about market
access that we brought up over and
over again. For example, in Japan,
what about access, as the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL] was in-
terested in, in American autos? How
about apples that come from our or-
chard, Mr. Speaker, in your part of our
great State of Washington, that we are
not allowed to export to Japan, the ap-
ples they want to eat, not just the Red
and Golden Delicious, but the Fuji and
the Gala apples, and why not provide
to them the items that will be useful to
the people that live in their country
and also will help our export industry.

So we did not get good answers on
some of those issues, Mr. Speaker, but
we continued to try. In China we have
serious problems having to do with in-
tellectual property piracy, a rate that
someone said is as high as 98 percent,
market access to wheat for one thing
in the State of Washington. We have
terrible human rights violations. We
have very serious problems there, but
we were given a very warm welcome by
the people in Beijing and Shanghai, be-
cause they want to do business with us
and they want to work with us.

I believe that there is an openness
there to a great degree that will allow
us to expand on our trade relation-
ships, that will allow the debate to
begin on whether they should be able
to accede to the WTO if they follow the
road map that has already been laid
out by our very effective ambassador-
to-be of the USTR.

Taiwan, we had candid conversations
in that nation as we did in all of the
nations. It was a very effective trip. We
were treated with great welcome, and I
think that we were able to contribute a
great deal to the work of the U.S. for-
eign policy, certainly reflected that,
and I am very grateful, Mr. Speaker, to
have been a colleague of yours on this
important trip.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for her excel-
lent contributions on the trip and her
comments, and I thank the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
[Ms. NORTON] for allowing us this time.
f

TIME TO PUT PAY EQUITY FOR
WOMEN BACK ON THE AMERICAN
AGENDA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia [Ms. NORTON] is
recognized for 50 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, all over
the country today, women are prepar-
ing for tomorrow, for they have been
alerted by women’s organizations and
others that tomorrow is a day for com-
memoration, it can hardly be for cele-
bration, because it is pay inequity day,
the day on which women earn what a
man earned during the previous year.

I want to devote my time this after-
noon to discussing some issues which I
think will astonish many. I want to ac-
knowledge that the gentlewoman from
Texas [Ms. JACTION-LEE] wished to par-
ticipate in this Special Order and was
unable to do so.

Interestingly, pay equity was one of
the great issues of the 1960’s and 1970’s.
What has happened to the issue? Why
do we not hear it discussed as much?
Have we in fact finally remedied pay
inequality between men and women?

One of the things that happened, Mr.
Speaker, I think, is that women rep-
resent such a broad and diversified
group that women have in fact balkan-
ized and diversified their agenda so
that in a very real sense it is very dif-
ficult to indicate what matters most to
women.

This afternoon I want to bring us
back to basics, because what we are
certain of is that a most dramatic
structural change has occurred in the
United States and in the American
family. The housewife has virtually
disappeared from the American land-
scape, and I am going to say to you,
Mr. Speaker, that is not because there
are not millions of women who would
prefer to stay at home with their chil-
dren, and I think frankly would be bet-
ter off staying at home with their chil-

dren, as would their children be better
off, but during the past couple of dec-
ades, the fact is that the American
standard of living has been going down,
wages have stagnated and in fact de-
creased, so women are out there be-
cause they have to be out there, and
this quite apart from the millions of
women who want to be out there in
order to reach their full potential in
the workplace.

It is time that we put pay equity
back on the American agenda if we
mean what we say about the American
family. The very reason that these
women have gone to work in the first
place is the American family and the
pressures to keep the American stand-
ard of living where it was. Even so the
average tow-parent family is not where
that family was in the 1950’s and 1960’s,
even with two people working. We have
not been able to keep family income at
the level we experienced in the post-
World War II period.

I have a special interest in this issue
because I am a former chair of the
Equal Employment Opportunity Com-
mission, where I raised the issue of pay
equity for the first time during the
Carter administration. But, Mr. Speak-
er, this is not an issue for government
officials and expert lawyers; it has now
become a grassroots issue as American
women struggle out to work every day
and, working year-round, have only
been able to bring themselves to the
point where they are worth 72 cents for
every dollar earned by a man.

In case we think that this concern of
working women is confined to a small
group, let me offer these figures: 40 per-
cent of all working women have chil-
dren under 18. In two-parent families,
66 percent of women work. The number
of female-headed households has dou-
bled since 1970. We are dealing with a
structural change in American society.
We cannot run from it, but we cer-
tainly have hidden from it.

Today I introduced a bill that begins
to deal with that part of the problem
that may come from discrimination.

b 1500

I have done so because of my concern
about the gap, which is closing, iron-
ically enough. I am very pleased that
the gap appears to have gradually
closed. We are 72 cents on the man’s
dollar, but more than a decade before
that we were 62 cents on the man’s dol-
lar.

But when I looked behind these fig-
ures, Mr. Speaker, I found that while
there had been some progress, most of
it had nothing to do with the average
woman. The gap has, indeed, not closed
at all for many women because the fig-
ures we are using measure women
against the decline in men’s wages.
Therefore, we have been able to catch
up to men in large part, in very signifi-
cant part, because men’s wages have
declined so dramatically over the last
couple of decades.

That is not what we had in mind
when we indicated we wanted to close
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