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In the past few weeks, the headlines

from South Asia have been dominated
by the news from India’s neighbor
Pakistan, where a military coup has
deposed the nation’s civilian prime
minister. This was obviously an impor-
tant and very disturbing development,
one which has been condemned by me
and many of my colleagues here in
Congress. Unfortunately, there is often
a tendency to lump India and Pakistan
together, to see all developments in
South Asia as a function of the con-
flicts between India and Pakistan.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, what we now
see in South Asia are two nations mov-
ing in very different directions. While
Pakistan is mired in military coups
and economic collapse, India sticks to
the path of democracy and economic
reform. We must consider India, and
take it seriously on its own terms, as
the world’s largest democracy, the sec-
ond most populous nation, an impor-
tant regional player in Asia in its own
right, a huge and growing market for
American trade and investment, a po-
tential partner on security issues and
the fight against terrorism, and as a
country with the great potential for
cooperation in such areas as environ-
mental protection, energy efficiency,
and infrastructure development.

Mr. Speaker, this week we have seen
some indications that U.S. policy is be-
ginning to accommodate some of the
important distinctions between these
two countries. Last year, after India
and Pakistan conducted nuclear tests,
a wide range of economic sanctions
were imposed on both countries.

About a year ago, Congress and the
President acted to waive these sanc-
tions for 1 year. This week, under the
renewed waiver authority, President
Clinton has waived the economic sanc-
tions on India, but kept most of the
sanctions against Pakistan in response
to the coup.

Under the President’s determination,
Pakistan would be ineligible for loans
from the Export-Import Bank and un-
able to participate in the International
Military Education and Training,
IMET, program. It also means that the
U.S.-backed Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation, OPIC, and the Trade
Development Agency would not be able
to operate in Pakistan.

A White House National Security
Council spokesman stated that the dif-
ferent treatment of the two countries
reflects the reality that things have
changed for the worst in Pakistan, and
that there can be no business as usual
in Pakistan until an elected govern-
ment is restored. I hope that our gov-
ernment will stick with that policy.

More important, Mr. Speaker, I
would urge the administration not to
use the prospect of reopening military
assistance to Pakistan as an induce-
ment to the military coup leaders. This
is particularly timely in light of recent
reports of serious border attacks
against India by Pakistani troops in
Kashmir.

Secretary of State Albright has
called on the Pakistani side to with-

draw from the line of control in Kash-
mir. Given the evidence that the hard-
liners now in charge of Pakistan were
in large part responsible for launching
the aggression against India last
spring, maintaining the ban on mili-
tary assistance to Pakistan makes
very good sense.

Following the recent nationwide
elections in India, a new governing coa-
lition led by Prime Minister Atal
Behari Vajpayee of the BJP has been
sworn in. While Mr. Vajpayee and his
party were in power prior to last
month’s voting, the recent elections
have given him a stronger majority, al-
lowing for greater political stability.

The new government has wasted no
time in demonstrating its commitment
to move forward on a bold economic
agenda. The government will review
the existing foreign direct investment
regime to bring in greater trans-
parency, cut delays in project imple-
mentation, and create a policy to in-
sure an investment inflow of at least 10
billion U.S. dollars.

In the energy and power sector, the
central government will work closely
with the State governments on privat-
ization and regulatory overhauls. The
government will work to dismantle the
administrative price regime. Improve-
ment and expansion of transportation
and telecom infrastructure is another
major priority.

In the energy sector in particular,
the potential for U.S.-India coopera-
tion is great. During his trip to India,
Energy Secretary Bill Richardson and
Indian External Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh signed a joint declara-
tion on energy cooperation, which calls
for cooperation in conventional energy
projects, renewable energy, and clean
coal technology. Secretary Richardson
has also reported progress with his
India counterparts in discussions on
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I hope
that we will see continued progress in
these and other areas, and that the up-
coming planned visit to South Asia by
President Clinton will further advance
the process of establishing a U.S.-India
relationship based on shared goals, mu-
tual respect, and appreciation for each
other’s vital interests.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ-
BALART) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DIAZ-BALART addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extension of Remarks.)

f

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take my special
order at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

FOLLOW THE WILL OF THE
PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, tonight I
am asking the Speaker of the House
and the leadership of the Republican
Party to respect the will of the Amer-
ican people, respect the demands of the
American people, respect the vote of
this House of Representatives, and
quickly appoint conferees on H.R. 2723,
the Patients’ Bill of Rights.

This country cannot wait any longer
for the vital health protections in-
cluded in its important legislation. We
cannot afford to have only those op-
posed to those protections at the table
negotiating. To do so would guarantee
that these hard-fought protections
would just be negotiated away.

It would be criminal not to include
Members from the majority who lis-
tened to the pleas from their constitu-
ents. It would signal the intent of the
leadership of this House to ignore the
protections that we fought so hard to
include in the bipartisan patient pro-
tection plan.

So I ask the Speaker, I ask the House
leaders not to prejudice the conference
from the beginning. The Patients’ Bill
of Rights included life-saving protec-
tions that must be embraced and not
thrown out. The people have spoken,
and we must listen.

They said they wanted their HMOs to
be accountable for decisions that HMO
bureaucrats forced, and we listened.
They said they wanted an effective ap-
peals process so that decisions could be
challenged and lives saved, and this
House listened.

They pointed to States like Texas
that have had both strong appeals
process and accountability. The result
of these protections is that few plans
and no employers have been sued. This
House listened. We took note, and we
took action.

The people said that they wanted to
continue with their cancer doctors and
obstetricians during the course of
treatment or pregnancy, and this
House listened. They said they wanted
to be able to take their children to the
closest emergency room when an emer-
gency struck, and this House listened.

They said they wanted their doctors
to be able to talk freely with them
about their treatment and the medica-
tions they needed without feeling
gagged by their health plan, and this
House listened.

Mr. Speaker, this House of Rep-
resentatives listened to the American
people. Please do not turn a deaf ear to
those pleas. This life and death issue is
too important to play politics with.

I urge that a conference that includes
supporters of Patients’ Bill of Rights
from the majority party be held. They
listened, Mr. Speaker. Will you listen?
I yield back so that the Speaker and
the majority will listen to the Amer-
ican people.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. STRICKLAND addressed the
house. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

WTO/ENVIRONMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
next month, the world’s power brokers
are going to meet in Seattle so they
can kick off a new round of trade talks
for the World Trade Organization. Al-
though one will not learn much about
the WTO summit from television news
casters or read about it on the front
pages of newspapers, there are few
events this year that will be more im-
portant to workers in Ohio and around
the world.

While the WTO corporate supporters
and allies in Washington see the Se-
attle negotiations as a fresh oppor-
tunity to completely deregulate the
international economy, the truth is
that their agenda has systematically
gutted our worker, consumer, and envi-
ronmental protections that we have
fought for in this body, and delib-
erately usurped the rights of individual
nations to make their own laws, espe-
cially when those laws protect the en-
vironment and especially when those
laws protect workers.

Mr. Speaker, a report ‘‘Whose Trade
Organization,’’ written by Public Citi-
zen’s Global Trade Watch dramatically
demonstrates why the WTO requires
fundamental change before the bureau-
crats in Seattle take us down another
road of trade negotiations.

When Congress approved the World
Trade Organization and other agree-
ments, like NAFTA, we essentially
ceded our authority to independently
advance health and safety standards
that protect America’s families. Let
me say that again. Thanks to the WTO
and to NAFTA and other trade agree-
ments, we are losing our ability to pro-
tect the health and the well-being of
the men and women that voted us into
office.

That is because we have to ensure
that we are not violating some bureau-
crat’s view of what constitutes a trade
barrier or what constitutes a legiti-
mate health concern.

None of the lawyers, Mr. Speaker,
from the U.S. Trade Representative’s
office or the Commerce Department or
their supporters on Wall Street has
been elected to office. Yet these are the
very people that will represent us in
Seattle, the people that will weaken
our ability to erect meaningful worker
and environmental standards.

Their fascination with a healthy bot-
tom line is how we wind up with trade
agreements that give more rights to
corporations and their stockholders
than they do to individual citizens and

to our elected governments. That is
how we wind up giving unelected bu-
reaucrats the authority to determine
whether or not our consumers have to
eat foods that have been treated with
carcinogenic pesticides or whether or
not we have to drink water that tastes
vaguely like paint thinner.

That is what is happening right now
in California. The governor has banned
the gasoline additive MTBE because it
is leaking into the drinking water. The
Canadian corporation that makes it is
using NAFTA to sue the United States
for nearly $1 billion because they think
this constitutes a trade barrier. Think
about that. A foreign corporation is
asking our taxpayers to give it $1 bil-
lion because the people in California do
not like the taste of paint thinner in
their drinking water and think it is
good public health to ban this gasoline
additive.

This case is just one of the dozens
that are included in this book I men-
tioned which meticulously documents
how every single health safety or envi-
ronmental law reviewed by the WTO
has been declared an illegal trade bar-
rier that must be eliminated under the
threat of sanctions.

In addition to these cases, Public Cit-
izen documents that much of the
WTO’s damage is done merely by
threatening the use of its powerful dis-
pute system, a fact evidenced by the
increasing number of countries that
are preemptively eliminating their en-
vironmental or health laws just to
avoid the steep political and fiscal
costs involved in defending a law from
a WTO challenge.

Mr. Speaker, if we want to preserve
American jobs, if we want to continue
protecting our environment, we need to
make sure that negotiators in Seattle,
U.S. taxpayer financed negotiators in
Seattle, respect the principles that let
us stand here during this debate to-
night.

Rather than letting unelected offi-
cials from the Trade Rep’s office or
their friends on Wall Street tell us
what is good for America, we need to
make sure they hear what our con-
stituents want.

Every weekend that I go home to
Ohio, they tell me they do not want to
eat contaminated strawberries; they
tell me they do not want to drink un-
safe water. They do not want to lose
their jobs because the WTO does not
care whether some foreign workers, no
older, sometimes, than the age of 13 or
14, or that work 18 hours a day for what
amounts to less than a dollar an hour,
that WTO does not care whether work-
ers like that are taking American jobs
and being exploited in developing coun-
tries.

Mr. Speaker, it is vital that we in
Congress, that the American people, re-
alize what is at stake when the world’s
largest assembly of millionaires meets
in Seattle this year. We have to keep
fighting to make labor standards, envi-
ronmental standards, and human
rights as important to our trade bu-

reaucrats as intellectual property
rights.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HORN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HORN addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS AND THE
EEOC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, first I want
to commend this House on a vote of 218
to 211. We put ourselves in a position of
saving Social Security. We have said to
all agencies that we can and do expect
them to find ways to make savings so
that we can sacrifice today to save So-
cial Security for tomorrow for this
generation and for future generations.

I commend my colleagues to stay
tuned as the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS) will deliver a special
order. We will go more into detail on
the very significant plans we have
voted on today and I believe we can
achieve.

I would also like to remark on a com-
ment made by the Vice President last
night in the debate with Senator
Bradley.

b 1800

The debate was centered on bureauc-
racy, and the Vice President basically
said that we should not allow a face-
less, nameless bureaucrat to stand in
the way of health care of Americans,
basically saying we do not need a bu-
reaucracy in order to deliver health
care.

Well, I say to the President and the
Vice President today that maybe we
should use that same strategy when we
talk about education. Because I think
we have created a lot of bureaucracies,
and the gentleman from Texas is going
to talk about some of the ways we be-
lieve we can save the American tax-
payers some money.

But I want to discuss another situa-
tion today, an outrageous situation. In
fact, my district office sent up the clip-
pings from the newspaper. And Diane,
who works for me in Port St. Lucie,
puts ‘‘today’s outrage’’ on things she
thinks bears specific note on where we
might have gone astray.

This week the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission announced
they are planning to extend anti-dis-
crimination rights to working illegal
immigrants. This policy would include
remedies such as potential back pay,
punitive damages, and even reinstate-
ment to their jobs. Reinstatement to
their jobs? I am sorry, I must not un-
derstand the term illegal immigrant.
Perhaps the EEOC can start providing
free towing for car thieves or free
checking for bank robbers.
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