
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES9630 September 18, 1997 
things. It was going to solve the drug 
problem. The drug problem got worse. 

But they are still trying, they put up 
the white tent and they got the coun-
try’s rich to lobby. I have heard from 
constituents that the Business Round-
table has now written their members 
and said: $100,000 is your pledge to 
come up with. We have already got 60 
percent performance. We are getting up 
a multimillion dollar kitty to bam-
boozle that Congress. Put up the white 
tent and go ahead and make another 
agreement. 

What really nettles the Senator from 
South Carolina is that while we cannot 
amend, they do. I will never forget, 
when I was first in the State legisla-
ture back in the 1940s, they had a Rep-
resentative Keenan from Aiken County 
who kept running around: ‘‘Big you and 
little me; big you and little me.’’ Well, 
here I am almost 50 years later—‘‘Big 
you and little me’’—and what we have 
is just that, the President coming 
along and saying, ‘‘Here is the agree-
ment. Take it or leave it. And by the 
way, I will amend it in order to get suf-
ficient votes.’’ 

In NAFTA, let us have a little quick 
rollcall here. We had the orange juice 
commitment to get the Florida vote. I 
was talking to that crowd and had 
some votes, I thought, at one time be-
cause Castro was selling his citrus to 
Mexico and Mexico was selling their 
citrus to us. I was going to use that, 
but they made a commitment that it 
would not occur, in order to get the 
Florida vote. 

Textiles and apparel. I will never for-
get, I was amazed at one in my delega-
tion—a few textile Senators were vot-
ing for it for the simple reason they 
promised more customs agents to cut 
out the over $5 billion of trans-
shipments illegally coming into this 
country. Thousands of jobs; $1 billion is 
for 20,000 jobs; $5 billion is 100,000 jobs. 
So they gave in. 

The Canadian transportation subsidy 
of durum wheat. That got the North-
west and some fellows up there. And 
then the administration, the executive 
branch, worked on high fructose sugar. 
They picked up the Louisiana vote on 
that one. Then the snap back for win-
ter vegetables. That was a California 
vote. Peanut butter for Georgia and 
wine for more Californians. 

Oh, they just went around. By the 
time I went around and tried to talk 
sense, the Congressman or the Senator 
was put in a position, ‘‘Well, I’m 
against this fast track and I’m against 
this agreement, and ordinarily I would 
vote against the agreement, but I got 
this, and this happens to particularly 
pertain to my State, so I’ve got to go 
along.’’ 

There were stricter rules of origin for 
beef imports, domestic appliances for 
Iowa. 

Mr. President, if you did not get in 
on this, I am giving a rollcall here so 
you can hurry up and get in on the 
deal. 

Additional purchases of C–17 military 
cargo. That was down in Texas. We had 

that vote that said, ‘‘Oh, no, we’re 
going to get more C–17’s.’’ So we lost 
that Congressman. And the Cross Bor-
der Development Bank—there was a 
Congressman from California that got 
the Cross Border Development Bank. 
Worker retraining, urban development, 
a bridge in Houston, the Center for the 
Study of Trade. My friend Jake Pickle, 
he was gone. He got the Center for 
Trade. That was gone. They gathered 
some votes by scaling back a proposal 
regarding grazing fees on public lands. 

They even considered lowering the 
proposed increase in cigarette taxes to 
pick up some North Carolina votes. 
Flat glass for Michigan, helium, aspar-
agus, pipe. 

Well, what you have, Mr. President, 
is just that, the use of patience in arti-
cle I, section 8, of the Constitution. I 
will never forget George Washington’s 
Farewell Address. He said: If in the 
opinion of the people, the distribution 
or modification of the powers under the 
Constitution be in any particular 
wrong, let it be changed in the way 
that the Constitution designates. For 
while you are so patient you may in 
the one instance be the instrument of 
good, it is the customary weapon by 
which free governments are destroyed. 

What we are finding is the Executive 
with the arrogance of power coming in 
and superimposing the Business Round-
table, the white tent and the minions 
running around swapping off, wheeling 
and dealing, so that the people gen-
erally cannot be heard. It is a disgrace. 
It is the use of patience. And it is an 
endangerment to our country. 

Fast track. Chile. I said at the time 
of NAFTA I would agree with a free 
trade agreement with Chile. Chile had 
the entities of a free market—labor 
rights, due process, property rights. 
They had a concern for the environ-
ment, a respected judiciary. They had 
convicted the murderers of Letelier. 
Mexico had none of that. 

Our distinguished colleague from 
New York was saying, just bringing it 
into focus, saying ‘‘how can you have 
free trade when you do not even have a 
free election?’’ That is the difference 
between Chile and Mexico. Chile is the 
one country they have in mind, not the 
other members of the WTO. They do 
not need fast track to negotiate with 
Chile. 

But this is just their way of doing 
business so that they will not have to 
fool with the Congress. They make it a 
take it or leave it deal. And giving out 
the amendments—yes, the Executive 
can amend, but the Congress cannot. 

I say, bring on the treaty and let us 
vote it up or down. There could be an 
amendment on Chile for wine. We have 
to take care of that industry out on the 
west coast, some other things of that 
kind. But that isn’t the way now of 
doing business here. 

What we come to do, which is out-
rageous in and of itself, is actually 
start back from the lowering of the 
deficits. Fiscal responsibility is gone. I 
will go over that because that is even 

more important—We passed the so- 
called spending increases and revenue 
decreases, spending increases and tax 
cuts, and running around all over the 
Halls of Congress calling ‘‘Balance, bal-
ance, balance.’’ 

In less than 2 weeks’ time, on Sep-
tember 30, this particular fiscal year 
will terminate and the Congressional 
Budget Office, on page 35 of their re-
cent report, says we will have a deficit 
not of $36 or $37 billion as they are try-
ing to write about in the media but a 
deficit of $177 billion. 

Five years out, my distinguished 
friend, 5 years out, instead of a bal-
anced budget agreement and a balanced 
budget law or reconciliation bill, we 
will have a deficit of $161 billion. Dur-
ing that 5-year period, add it up, those 
deficits, and the Government of the 
United States will spend an additional 
$1 trillion more than we take in. And 
all the time we are talking about bal-
ance. How can you spend $1 trillion 
more than you take in, and get to bal-
ance? Or how can you increase your 
spending and cut your revenues, at the 
same time, and say ‘‘We are going to 
reduce the deficit and have balance?’’ 
Obviously, you cannot. 

It is time we talk sense to the Amer-
ican people. As Adlai Stevenson used to 
say, ‘‘Let’s get the facts on top of the 
table.’’ 

This fast track is a disgrace. It is in 
total disregard of the needs of the 
American people. They are out there 
competing. The productivity of the in-
dustrial work of the United States is at 
its highest. What is not competing is 
the Government here in Washington. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE 
Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the 

close of business yesterday, Wednes-
day, September 17, 1997, the Federal 
debt stood at $5,394,894,064,595.35. (Five 
trillion, three hundred ninety-four bil-
lion, eight hundred ninety-four million, 
sixty-four thousand, five hundred nine-
ty-five dollars and thirty-five cents) 

One year ago, September 17, 1996, the 
Federal debt stood at $5,190,808,000,000. 
(Five trillion, one hundred ninety bil-
lion, eight hundred eight million) 

Five years ago, September 17, 1992, 
the Federal debt stood at 
$4,035,824,000,000. (Four trillion, thirty- 
five billion, eight hundred twenty-four 
million) 

Ten years ago, September 17, 1987, 
the Federal debt stood at 
$2,354,373,000,000. (Two trillion, three 
hundred fifty-four billion, three hun-
dred seventy-three million) 

Fifteen years ago, September 17, 1982, 
the Federal debt stood at 
$1,106,720,000,000. (One trillion, one hun-
dred six billion, seven hundred twenty 
million) which reflects a debt increase 
of more than $4 trillion— 
$4,288,174,064,595.35 (Four trillion, two 
hundred eighty-eight billion, one hun-
dred seventy-four million, sixty-four 
thousand, five hundred ninety-five dol-
lars and thirty-five cents) during the 
past 15 years. 
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CONGRATULATING THE PRESI-

DENT FOR HIS FIRM STAND 
DURING THE OSLO LAND MINE 
TREATY NEGOTIATIONS 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, yesterday, 

President Clinton held a press con-
ference in which he outlined his rea-
sons for refusing to sign onto the Oslo 
Land Mine Treaty. As my colleagues 
know, this treaty is intended to elimi-
nate the horrible and very real carnage 
thrust on people of war torn countries 
by abandoned and old-fashioned land 
mines. The President said that the re-
fusal of the signatories to consider our 
Nation’s security requirements with 
regard to our use of self-deactivating, 
so-called smart mines, and our obliga-
tions to the defense of our loyal South 
Korean allies, represented a line which 
he simply could not cross for the good 
of the Nation. 

Honesty compels me to speak out 
when I disagree. It also demands that I 
recognize a person when he is right 
without regard to which side of the 
aisle he may occupy. I rise today to 
commend the President’s act of cour-
age in refusing to sign the Oslo Treaty, 
and for being willing to stand up and 
say we need to protect our soldiers 
when they have to be in the field. As 
we all know, the pressure on him to 
sign—especially during the last several 
weeks—has been worldwide, relentless, 
and most intense—even from his own 
party. 

Thankfully for our troops, the Presi-
dent understands the danger of taking 
this defensive weapon away from them. 
Thankfully for our troops, the Presi-
dent understands the importance of 
land mines to the defense of the hot-
test spot on the globe today—the Ko-
rean Peninsula. Thankfully for our 
troops, the President understands that 
taking smart mines away will not help 
one person in any mine-infested coun-
try in the world. Thankfully for our 
troops, the President understands that 
you simply cannot legislate the horror 
out of war. 

I commend President Clinton for his 
exercise of good judgment in the face 
of overwhelming public pressure to do 
otherwise. I also commend the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and all the many gen-
erals and admirals, both retired and ac-
tive duty, including Gen. Norman 
Schwarzkopf, who have made their op-
position to this treaty known. I com-
mend so many of my colleagues who, 
during recent meetings with Canadian 
lawmakers, expressed their support for 
the President’s efforts. Finally, I com-
mand Secretary of Defense Cohen, for 
his wise counsel. 

Regrettably, the effort to take this 
necessary defensive weapon away from 
our troops is still active. There is still 
legislation proposed that would do ex-
actly that. But yesterday a battle was 
won in that struggle, and every Amer-
ican soldier, current and future, who 
might ever have to go into harm’s way, 
and each mother, father, son, and 
daughter owes our President a debt of 
gratitude. He did the right thing for 
our country. 

ABUSIVE AND EXPLOITATIVE 
CHILD LABOR 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about an important 
issue, child labor. Over the years, I 
have come to this floor many times to 
speak about abusive and exploitative 
child labor and have introduced legisla-
tion to combat it. 

But today I am here to specifically 
raise awareness about child servitude 
and to speak out against this horrific 
practice. Several years ago, the South 
Asian Coalition on Child Servitude 
(SAACS) based in New Delhi, India, 
began to devote this day, September 18, 
to raising awareness about children 
forced to work. I would like to take a 
moment to talk about SAACS and 
their endeavors under the leadership of 
my good friend, Kailash Satiyarti. In 
April of this year, I visited Mukti 
Ashram or liberation retreat estab-
lished by SAACS which is located out-
side of New Delhi. This is a place where 
bonded child laborers are freed from 
the shackles of slavery and are able to 
attend school, learn a trade and most 
importantly to regain their self-worth. 
I was deeply moved by these children 
and impressed by their progress in 
overcoming their previous cir-
cumstances. 

Mr. President, I want to be clear. I 
am not talking about children who 
work part-time after school or on 
weekends. There’s nothing wrong with 
that. I worked in my youth—perhaps so 
did you. That is not the issue. 

The issue is children who are forced 
to work in hazardous environments— 
many under slave-like conditions who 
sweat long hours for little or no pay 
and are thus denied education or the 
opportunity to grow and develop. It’s 
the kind of work that endangers a 
child’s physical and emotional well- 
being. 

And let there be no mistake: When 
the growth of children is stopped so is 
the growth of a nation. 

I would also like to take a moment 
to remember a former child laborer 
whose life was ended but whose mes-
sage still resonates throughout the 
world. His name was Iqbal Masih. He 
was sold into slavery at age of 4. He 
was shackled to the carpet looms to 
slave 14 hours a day, 6 days a week for 
6 long years. Until, he broke free. 

But instead of turning away from the 
hell that was his life, Iqbal did the op-
posite. He brought his world to us. He 
showed us things we didn’t want to see. 
He told us things we didn’t want to 
hear. And he challenged us, when he 
said ‘‘the world’s enslaved children are 
your responsibility.’’ Iqbal Masih was a 
leader and a crusader, sadly, he was as-
sassinated on April 16, 1995. At the age 
of 13, his voice was silenced. We re-
member him today and the hundreds of 
millions of children who toil away and 
remember them in the best way pos-
sible—by keeping his message alive and 
his crusade going strong. 

As I mentioned earlier, I traveled to 
South Asia in April and laid a wreath 

at Iqbal’s grave in Pakistan. I also vis-
ited the school in Kasur that was built 
in Iqbal’s memory with the support of 
students from the Broad Meadows 
School in Quincy, MA and donations 
from children throughout the United 
States. 

Throughout my visit to South Asia, I 
carried the same message everywhere I 
went and to anyone who would listen: 
child labor is a big concern in the 
United States and that concern is not 
going to go away. I am going to con-
tinue to work hard to make sure that 
it’s on the agenda in Congress, at the 
United Nations next month, and at the 
ILO. 

The definition of child labor is not an 
American standard—it is an inter-
national one. ILO Convention 138 is 
clear. The minimum age for employ-
ment is 15 years—developing countries 
may invoke a transitional age of 14— 
and 18 years is the minimum for haz-
ardous work. 

Virtually every nation on Earth has 
similar laws on its books today. So let 
me put to rest the notion that some-
how this is the ‘‘West’’ imposing its 
will on others. These are not the West’s 
standards. These are the world’s stand-
ards. 

And the fact is, some of the most 
powerful calls for the elmination of 
child labor have been sounded from the 
governments of the developing world. 
The Delhi Declaration, adopted in 1995, 
includes a strongly worded resolution 
on child labor. As does a resolution 
adopted at last year’s ministerial con-
ference of the South Asian Association 
of Regional Cooperation held in Paki-
stan. 

I believe that it is our job to work to-
gether to transform the resolutions we 
adopt from words to deeds—from inten-
tions to actions. And that is what I 
have committed much of my time and 
energy to doing. 

In 1992, I introduced the Child Labor 
Deterrence Act, the most comprehen-
sive legislative initiative in the United 
States to end abusive and exploitative 
child labor. Some called it revolu-
tionary legislation but, in truth, it is 
rooted in the most conservative of no-
tions: International trade cannot ig-
nore international values. 

It is true that the vast majority of 
child laborers do not work in the ex-
port sector. And of course, the exploi-
tation of children is deplorable under 
any circumstances. But, the reason I 
have focused on child labor in indus-
tries that export to the United States 
is that we need to begin somewhere. 
The export sector is an area where we 
have leverage and where we can try 
and effect some change now. 

Since the time I began my effort, 
support has grown tremendously. As I 
have traveled around the United States 
and spoken with people about the issue 
of child labor, I have found that con-
sumers want to get involved. They 
want information. 

They want to know if products on the 
shelves are made by children. And they 
don’t want to buy it if it is. A recent 
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