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in providing the liquidity and the cap-
ital that allow him to continue to
exist.

He makes modest changes in how he
does business, which have no bearing in
reality upon ever becoming truly
democratic or allowing a true market
system to work, and he is given a re-
ward to do this by the continued open
door policies of these allies who pour
these dollars in through the businesses
that operate there.

In Title 11l of the law that is known
as Helms-Burton that was passed by
the last Congress, there was a provi-
sion very important to stopping this.
That provision stated that an Amer-
ican business or an individual who had
been harmed because a business at one
time before Castro in Cuba that was
American had been confiscated by Cas-
tro, confiscated by the Cuban govern-
ment after the revolution that brought
Castro to power, a person, an American
situated in this case, either a business
or an individual, could sue a company
or a business in another nation, Europe
or Canada or Mexico or wherever, who
did business by investing in and sup-
porting in some way the business en-
tity that had been confiscated that had
previously been an American-owned
business in Cuba; sue in the courts of
the United States for damages, sue in
order to be able to recover the lost
value of the property that had been
confiscated from the companies doing
business to allow Cuba to continue to
exist by propping up the confiscated
property and the business that might
have been confiscated, if you will.

What President Clinton has done is
succumbed to our allies who have said,
oh, this is horrible. You are going to
allow our businesses in our countries
to be sued for damages by American
citizens because they are investing in
Cuba and in formerly American prop-
erty interests in Cuba.

And President Clinton, who has the
power under this bill, and | am not at
all sure he ought to have it, but he has
the power under this bill for every 6-
month period to waive these provi-
sions, just on January 3d, a few days
ago, January 3d of this year, for the
second time since Helms-Burton has
been the law, chose to waive it and say
we are not going to enforce that at this
point in time.
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There can be no lawsuits, no litiga-
tion in American courts against for-
eign corporations, foreign business in-
terests that invest in previously owned
American property in Cuba or Amer-
ican interests in Cuba. That is a hor-
rible decision by the President. It is
outrageous what he did. It is some-
thing that kowtows to the big business
interests of our allies and is detrimen-
tal to everything that we believe in
and to the best interests of our na-
tional security and our interests in
this hemisphere.

Our interest is in having democracy
in Cuba and that can only happen when
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the noose is tied tightly enough around
Castro and the current Cuban regime
that he is ousted and that a new gov-
ernment comes into place. The econ-
omy of that country is dependent upon
these investments and anything we can
do to stop the money from flowing and
the support from flowing into this gov-
ernment and into its economy is essen-
tial and important and critical, not
only to the freedom-loving people who
want to be free in Cuba, Cuban Ameri-
cans and Cubans everywhere, but also
to America, the United States’ na-
tional security interest.

| submit that the President has also
played a lot of politics with this. He
has indicated that while he is only
doing it for 6 months that he plans to
make this suspension indefinite, that
he apparently has no intention of ever
letting title 11l become law and effec-
tive and allow these lawsuits to take
place. That is not what he indicated
when he first signed that bill. There
was no indication of that. He said to
the Cubans of the world and the Cuban
American community in particular, |
am signing Helms-Burton, I am proud
of it, support me in the next election,
support my party in the next election
and you will see that | am true to my
word and we will tighten the noose
around Castro and bring about more
democracy.

Oh, | know there are those who are
going to say, well, there is some bar-
gaining going on, there is some quid
pro quo, there is some progress being
made, and so on and so forth.

There is no real progress being made.
Castro’s playing us for a sucker, if that
is the case, and this administration is
blind to that fact. You cannot have
your cake and eat it, too, Mr. Presi-
dent. You must understand that if we
are to end this tyrannical dictatorship
south of the United States, only 90
miles off our coast, a true embargo has
to be enforced, a true economic embar-
go. And this provision, this title IlI
provision of the Helms-Burton law al-
lowing Americans to sue in court com-
panies abroad that are doing business
and investing in American interests,
formerly American interests in Cuba,
has to be allowed to go forward. And if
it does, then and only then do we have
a chance of ousting Castro in some
more peaceable manner other than
short of some invading force, which
none of us are predicting or expecting
or advocating.

But we do need to do what we have to
do, and | believe, Mr. President, that
you have made a very big mistake in
this regard, and | think it borders upon
hypocrisy for others to say that this is
a wonderful piece of legislation and
then we are not going to let it go into
play and not going to enforce it. That
is exactly what some have said.

I hope and pray that my colleagues
will join with me in the next few
months as we go back and revisit this
issue legislatively. If the President is
not willing to enforce title 11l of
Helms-Burton and is going to continue
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to waive it, then | would suggest it is
within our power and this Congress
should pass a law that says that that
provision of title 11l is no longer eligi-
ble for waiver, that it indeed is the law
of this land, that Americans who for-
merly had an interest in Cuba can sue
foreign companies investing in those
property interests in Cuba, to heck
with what the President has to say
about it. He should not even have a say
at all, if that is the way he is going to
act on this proposition.

I would urge my colleagues to exam-
ine it. It is a very important ingredient
in our foreign policy. We should never
have allowed a dictatorship to exist for
37 years of such a vile nature as we
have in Castro south of here, just 90
miles off our coast. And there is no rea-
son, no reason to allow our allies and
their business interests to continue to
prop up that dictatorship with its
human rights violations any longer.
The time has long since passed to do
something about it. Let us act in this
Congress to force the hand of this
President and to allow American citi-
zens to sue, at the very least to try to
bring some pressure that can be legiti-
mately brought on the Cuban regime in
addition to enforcing the embargo and
whatever else we can do within our
powers.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

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

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

Ms. THURMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. FURSE, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. OBEY, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. FOLEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. RIGGS, for 5 minutes, on January
9.

Mr. GEKAS, for 5 minutes, today.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JoHN) and to include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. MATSUL.

Mrs. MEeek of Florida.

Mr. KLECZKA.

Mr. CONDIT.

Mr. LANTOS.

Mr. POMEROY.

Mr. MENENDEZ.

Mr. VENTO.

Ms. DELAURO.

Ms. ESHOO.
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Mr. MCGOVERN.

Mr. OBEY.

Mr. MILLER of California.

Mrs. MALONEY.

Mr. FILNER.

Mr. STARK.

Mr. DINGELL.

Mr. POSHARD.

Ms. SLAUGHTER.

Ms. KAPTUR.

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEKAS) and to include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. GILMAN in five instances.

Mr. GALLEGLY.

Mr. SOLOMON.

Mr. SHUSTER.

Mr. YoOuNG of Alaska
stances.

Mr. BEREUTER in two instances.

Mr. McCoLLUM in ten instances.

Mr. CRAPO in two instances.

Mr. HAYWORTH.

Mr. DAvIs of Virginia.

Mr. QUINN in two instances.

Mr. EHLERS.

Mr. KING.

Mr. BARTON of Texas.

Mr. ARCHER.

Mrs. KELLY.

Mr. PITTS in two instances.

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.

Mr. RADANOVICH.

Mrs. CUBIN.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.

Mr. GEKAS.

Mrs. ROUKEMA.

Ms. DUNN of Washington.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM in eight instances.

Mr. GOODLING.

Mr. BAKER in two instances.

in three in-

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, |
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Thursday, Janu-
ary 9, 1997, at 12 noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of Agri-
culture, transmitting the annual report on
foreign investment in U.S. agricultural land
through December 31, 1995, pursuant to 7
U.S.C. 3504; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Almonds Grown in
California; Change in Quality Control Re-
quirements [Docket No. FV96-981-3FIR] re-
ceived October 14, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Irish Potatoes
Grown in Maine; Termination of Marketing
Order No. 950 [Docket No. FV95-950-1FR] re-
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ceived October 14, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

4. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Domestically Pro-
duced Peanuts Handled by Persons Subject
to Peanut Marketing Agreement No. 146;
Changes in Terms and Conditions of Indem-
nification [Docket No. FV96-998-3 FR] re-
ceived October 29, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Milk in the lowa
Marketing Area; Revision of Pool Supply
Plant Shipping Percentage [DA-96-11] re-
ceived October 30, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

6. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Tomatoes Grown in
Florida; Partial Exemption from the Han-
dling Regulation for Single Layer and Two
Layer Place Packed Tomatoes [Docket No.
FV96-966-2 IFR] received October 30, 1996,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

7. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Onions Grown in
Certain Designated Counties in Idaho, and
Malheur County, Oregon; Relaxation of Pack
and Marking Requirements [Docket No.
FV96-958-3 FIR] received October 9, 1996, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture.

8. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Raisins Produced
From Grapes Grown in California; Assess-
ment Rate [Docket No. FV96-989-3 IFR] re-
ceived October 9, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

9. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Assessment Rates
for Specified Marketing Orders [Docket No.
FV96-927-2 FIR] received October 9, 1996, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture.

10. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Milk in the Eastern
Colorado Marketing Area; Suspension of Cer-
tain Provisions of the Order [DA-96-13] re-
ceived October 25, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

11. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Olives Grown in
California and Imported Olives; Establish-
ment of Limited-Use Olive Grade and Size
Requirements [Docket No. FV96-932-3 FIR]
received October 25, 1996, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

12. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Kiwifruit Grown in
California; Reduction of Reporting Require-
ments [Docket No. FV96-920-3 IFR] received

October 19, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

13. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Regulations Issued
Under the Export Grape and Plum Act; Ex-
emption from Size Regulations for Black
Corinth Grapes [Docket No. FV96-35-1 IFR]
received October 16, 1996, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.
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14. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Fresh Fruits, Vege-
tables and Other Products (Inspection, Cer-
tification, and Standards) [Docket No. FV-
95-306] received October 16, 1996, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

15. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Assessment Rate for
Domestically Produced Peanuts Handled by
Persons Not Subject to Peanut Marketing
Agreement No. 146 and for Marketing Agree-
ment No. 146 Regulating the Quality of Do-
mestically Produced Peanuts [Docket No.
FV96-998-2 FIR] received November 25, 1996,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

16. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Oranges and Grape-
fruit Grown in the Lower Rio Grande Valley
in Texas; Revision of Pack and Size Require-
ments [Docket No. FV96-906-3 FIR] received
November 25, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

17. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Domestic Dates
Produced or Packed in Riverside County,
California; Assessment Rate [Docket No.
FV96-987-1 FIR] received November 21, 1996,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

18. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Walnuts Grown in
California; Assessment Rate [Docket No.
FV96-984-1 IFR] received December 2, 1996,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

19. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Limes Grown in
Florida and Imported Limes; Increase in the
Minimum Size Requirement [Docket No.
FV96-911-1FR] received December 6, 1996,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

20. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Oranges and Grape-
fruit Grown in the Lower Rio Grande Valley
in Texas; Change in Reporting Requirements
[Docket No. FV96-906-2 FR] received Decem-
ber 6, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

21. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Oranges, Grapefruit,
Tangerines, and Tangelos Grown in Florida;
and Import Regulations (Grapefruit); Relax-
ation of the Minimum Size Requirement for
Red Grapefruit [Docket No. FV96-905-4 IFR]
received December 6, 1996, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

22. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Almonds Grown in
California; Interest and Late Payment
Charges on Past Due Assessments [Docket
No. FV96-981-4 FR] received December 6,
1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

23. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Raisins Produced
From Grapes Grown in California; Assess-
ment Rate [Docket No. FV96-989-3 FIR] re-
ceived December 6, 1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

24. A letter from the Administrator, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Kiwifruit Grown in
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