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test to determine a debtor’s ability to repay
debts. The means test is inflexible and does
not take into account individual family needs
for public transportation, rent and food. The
Senate bill also fails to ensure that child sup-
port payments will come first, ahead of the
commercial creditors.

I will be closely monitoring the efforts of
House and Senate negotiators to draft a com-
promise bankruptcy bill. Should the resulting
bill include the anti-consumer provisions of the
House passed bill, I will vote against the
measure when it comes back to the House
and encourage my colleagues to do likewise.
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A TRIBUTE TO VINH TRONG NGO

HON. CALVIN M. DOOLEY
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 19, 2001

Mr. DOOLEY of California. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to Vinh Trong Ngo, a
loving father of four and a community leader
from Fresno, California, who died of a heart
attack in Sacramento on May 10, 2001.

Mr. Ngo was born in Vietnam, graduated
from Law University Saigon and later attended
the University of California at Los Angeles.

He then retuned to his home country and, in
1975 while fighting for the Army of the Repub-
lic of Vietnam, was captured by North Viet-
namese soldiers and spent the next five years
in a labor camp. In 1980, Mr. Ngo escaped
from the camp and fled to the United States.

Mr. Ngo received from the United States the
Distinguished Award for Bravery and the Silver
Star for his military service.

In the early 1980s, he earned a Master’s
degree in Family Counseling from Western Or-
egon State College and moved to California.

Over the years, Mr. Ngo worked as a legis-
lative assistant to Senator JOHN MCCAIN of Ar-
izona and was a principal consultant to former
Californian Assembly Member Art Agnos of
San Francisco.

For the past four years, Mr. Ngo worked as
the regional director of public affairs and de-
velopment for Planned Parenthood Mar
Monte.

He was a leader in numerous community or-
ganizations, including the East Bay Viet-
namese Association, the Refugee Federation
of Oregon, Interfaith Alliance of Central
Califonia, Amnesty International, the Vietnam
Veterans Association of California, the Na-
tional Women Political Caucus and the Insti-
tute for Democracy.

He is survived by his wife, Namanh Bui, and
four children.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
today in paying tribute to Vinh Trong Ngo and
celebrating his legacy of service to his family,
his community, and his country.
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Tuesday, June 19, 2001

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
in recent weeks celebratory events have been
held both in Washington and in my district in
North Carolina honoring one of our most dis-
tinguished citizens, Swadesh Chatterjee, upon
his reception of India’s Padma Bhushan award
in the area of public affairs. The award was
conferred by the President of India on March
22, 2001.

Established in 1954, the Padma Bhushan is
one of the highest civilian awards that the In-
dian government can bestow on an individual.
Mr. Chatterjee is the first Indian American
from North Carolina to receive this award and
the first Indian American to receive the award
in the public affairs category.

‘‘As a young boy growing up in the small
town of Somamukhi, West Bengal,’’ Mr.
Chatterjee recalled, ‘‘I remember how in awe
I was of the men and women who were cho-
sen to receive these honors.’’ Yet for those of
us who have come to know Swadesh
Chatterjee and to appreciate his leadership,
this award is not surprising and is richly de-
served. For Swadesh Chatterjee has gained
recognition in North Carolina as an astute
businessman and a respected community and
political leader, and in recent years he has be-
come well known nationally as well.

Particularly noteworthy has been Mr.
Chatterjee’s presidency over the past two
years of the Indian-American Forum for Polit-
ical Education (IAFPE), one of the oldest and
most respected Indian-American organizations
in the nation. In this capacity he worked effec-
tively to strengthen the organization at the
grass roots and to raise its profile nationally.
He helped stimulate the growth of our Con-
gressional Caucus on India and Indian-Ameri-
cans. He encouraged President Clinton to
make his historic trip to India last year and ac-
companied him when he went.

Mr. Chatterjee, his wife Manjusri, who is an
accomplished psychiatrist, and their children
Sohini and Souvik, are citizens of Cary, North
Carolina, whom I am honored to represent.
They have helped make the Indian-American
community in our state a vibrant one, and they
have greatly enriched our wider community as
well. Swadesh Chatterjee once said that he
and other Indian-Americans were ‘‘fortunate to
be the children of two mothers: India, which
gave us our lives, and the United States,
which gives us our livelihood.’’ He and his
family are proud Americans who contribute a
great deal to our country and remind us that
being American does not require a masking or
suppressing of our diversity; on the contrary,
our country is enriched by the flourishing of
the multiple ethnic and cultural traditions from
which we came.

Mr. Speaker, the Padma Bhushan award is
a fitting recognition not only of Swadesh
Chatterjee’s contribution to his native land but
also of what he has contributed to America
and to Indian-American relations. And while it
surely represents a high point of his career, I
am also confident that it points to even greater
things to come!
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, it is only befit-
ting the heroic struggle of the outstanding
human rights and democracy leader in Burma,
the 1991 Nobel Peace Prize Winner Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi, that I today, on her birth-
day, introduce H.R. 2211. This bipartisan leg-
islation bans the import of all articles into the
United States which were produced, manufac-
tured or grown in Burma.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that similar legis-
lation has been introduced in the Senate by
Senator Tom Harkin and Senator Jesse
Helms. Together our efforts in introducing the
House bill today will close an important loop-
hole in the current sanctions of the United
States with regard to Burma.

I am taking this strong step in light of the
ongoing egregious human rights violations
which the Burmese people continue to suffer
by the hands of the brutal military regime
which now calls itself the State Peace and De-
velopment Council (SPDC). This legislation,
which is already cosponsored by my col-
leagues Constance Morella of Maryland, Ben-
jamin Gilman of New York, Pete Stark of Cali-
fornia, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen of Florida, Nancy
Pelosi of California, Christopher Smith of New
Jersey, Donald Payne of New Jersey, Dana
Rohrabacher of California, Dennis Kucinich of
Ohio, Joseph Pitts of Pennsylvania, William
Delahunt of Massachusetts, Robert Andrews
of New Jersey, Neil Abercrombie of Hawaii,
Marcy Kaptur of Ohio, Michael Capuano of
Massachusetts, Lane Evans of Illinois, James
McGovern of Massachusetts, Sam Farr of
California, Albert Wynn of Maryland and Jan-
ice Schakowsky of Illinois, sends a strong sig-
nal to the Burmese military dictatorship that
the United States will no longer allow one of
the world’s most brutal regimes to reap the
benefits of its outrageous practices of forced
and child labor, rape and the mass imprison-
ment of opposition and ethnic minorities lead-
ers.

In response to the outrageous and system-
atic use of forced and child labor, the Inter-
national Labor Organization (ILO) evoked in
June 2000—for the first time in its 82-year his-
tory—an extraordinary constitutional procedure
to adopt a resolution which calls on the State
Peace and Development Council to take con-
crete actions to end forced labor in Burma. In
an unprecedented step, the ILO recommended
that governments, employers, and workers or-
ganizations take appropriate measures to en-
sure that their relations with the SPDC do not
abet the system of forced or compulsory labor.
In addition, the ILO urges other international
bodies to reconsider any cooperation they
may engage in with Burma and, if appropriate,
cease as soon as possible any activity that
could abet the practice of forced or compul-
sory labor.

Mr. Speaker, if we take our responsibilities
as the world leader on democracy and human
rights seriously,

Already in 1997, Congress enacted sanc-
tions and former President Clinton issued an
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Executive Order in response to the egregious
human rights violations in Burma. These
measures established the existing prohibition
on U.S. private companies making new invest-
ments in Burma. The European Union fol-
lowed suit and imposed economic sanctions
on Burma, removing trade preferences, freez-
ing the regime’s assets, and issuing a ban on
travel visas for the regime’s leadership. That
the SPDC is not totally insensitive to this kind
of pressure became obvious when the military
dictatorship surprisingly entered into a secret
dialogue with Aung San Suu Kyi now almost
seven months ago, which unfortunately has
not yielded any tangible results.

Existing U.S. investment restrictions, while
an important step in the right direction, clearly
do not go far enough. To everyone’s surprise,
despite the existing sanctions regime, imports
of Burmese articles and goods into the United
States grew steadily and are perfectly legal.
We have to close this loophole, and our legis-
lation would do that. We keep the pressure on
the SPDC. Our conditions for the SPDC have
to be absolutely clear and unequivocal: trade
with the United States will only be resumed if
the military regime allows sustained and
measurable progress in the areas of human
rights and democracy, and the SPDC must
make significant progress in the talks with the
only credible person involved in the ongoing
secret negotiations, the winner of the over-
turned 1990 general elections and Noble
Peace Prize Winner, Aung San Suu Kyi.

The 1999 State Department Human Rights
Country Report on Burma cited ‘‘credible re-
ports that Burmese Army soldiers have com-
mitted rape, forced porterage, and extrajudicial
killing.’’ The report further describes arbitrary
arrests and the detention of at least 1300 po-
litical prisoners. The most recent report by the
State Department for the year 2000 finds that
‘‘The Government’s extremely poor human
rights record and longstanding severe repres-
sion of its citizens continued during the year.
Citizens continued to live subject at any time
and without appeal to the arbitrary and some-
times brutal dictates of the military regime.
Citizens did not have the right to change their
government. There continued to be credible
reports, particularly in ethnic minority areas,
that security forces committed serious human
rights abuses, including extrajudicial killings
and rape. Disappearances continued, and
members of the security forces tortured, beat,
and otherwise abused prisoners and detain-
ees. Prison conditions remained harsh and life
threatening, but have improved slightly in
some prisons after the International Com-
mittee of the Red Cross (ICRC) was allowed
access to prisons in May 1999. Arbitrary arrest
and detention for expression of dissenting po-
litical views continued to be a common prac-
tice. The Government held Aung San Suu Kyi
incommunicado twice in September, following
attempts to travel beyond the bounds of Ran-
goon City and to Mandalay. At year’s end, the
Government continued to hold Aung San Suu
Kyi in detention; it also held 48 members-elect
of parliament and more than 1,000 NLD sup-
porters under detention, all as part of a gov-
ernment effort to prevent the parliament elect-
ed in 1990 from convening. Since 1962 thou-
sands of persons have been arrested, de-
tained, or imprisoned for political reasons;
more than 1,800 political prisoners remained
imprisoned at year’s end.’’

In addition, Human Rights Watch reported
that children from ethnic minorities are forced

to work under inhumane conditions for the
Burmese Army, lacking adequate medical care
and sometimes dying from beatings. The UN
Special Rapporteur on Burma puts the number
of child soldiers at 50,000, one of the highest
in the world. In addition, a 1998 International
Labor Organization Commission of Inquiry de-
termined that forced labor in Burma is prac-
ticed in a ‘‘widespread and systematic man-
ner, with total disregard for the human dignity,
safety, health and basic needs of the people.’’

While current sanctions forbid new U.S. in-
vestments in Burma, the current Burmese im-
ports into the U.S. rapidly grow and include
apparel articles, fisheries products, gems, and
tropical timber. In particular, apparel imports
into the U.S. grew by 372 percent, rising from
$85.6 million in 1997 to $403.7 million in

These imports into the U.S. provide the
SPDC with growing hard currency income be-
cause they are directly involved in the produc-
tion process as direct or de facto owners of
production facilities in the apparel and textile
sector.

Mr. Speaker, the United States must stand
with the Burmese slave laborers, the exploited
children, the imprisoned and raped political
opposition members. Passing this important
legislation would not only support and
strengthen the ILO as a guardian of inter-
nationally accepted labor standards, but it
would also make clear to the world that the
United States will never trade democracy and
the respect for human rights for trade benefits
and cheap imports.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the text of H. R.
2211 be placed in the record at this point. I
urge my colleagues to cosponsor this impor-
tant bill, and I call on the House to speedily
adopt this legislation.

H.R. —

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Burma Free-
dom Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:
(1) The International Labor Organization

(ILO), invoking an extraordinary constitu-
tional procedure for the first time in its 82-
year history, adopted in 2000 a resolution
calling on the State Peace and Development
Council to take concrete actions to end
forced labor in Burma.

(2) In this resolution, the ILO rec-
ommended that governments, employers,
and workers organizations take appropriate
measures to ensure that their relations with
the State Peace and Development Council do
not abet the system of forced or compulsory
labor in that country, and that other inter-
national bodies reconsider any cooperation
they may be engaged in with Burma and, if
appropriate, cease as soon as possible any ac-
tivity that could abet the practice of forced
or compulsory labor.
SEC. 3. UNITED STATES SUPPORT FOR MULTI-

LATERAL ACTION TO END FORCED
LABOR AND THE WORST FORMS OF
CHILD LABOR IN BURMA.

(a) TRADE BAN.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any

other provision of law, until such time as the
President determines and certifies to Con-
gress that Burma has met the conditions de-
scribed in paragraph (2), no

(2) CONDITIONS DESCRIBED.—The conditions
described in this paragraph are the fol-
lowing:

(A) The State Peace and Development
Council in Burma has made measurable and
substantial progress in reversing the per-
sistent pattern of gross violations of inter-
nationally-recognized human rights and
worker rights, including the elimination of
forced labor and the worst forms of child
labor.

(B) The State Peace and Development
Council in Burma has made measurable and
substantial progress toward implementing a
democratic government including—

(i) releasing all political prisoners; and

(ii) deepening, accelerating, and bringing
to a mutually-acceptable conclusion the dia-
logue between the State Peace and Develop-
ment Council (SPDC) and democratic leader-
ship within Burma (including Aung San Suu
Kyi and the National League for Democracy
(NLD) and leaders of Burma’s ethnic peo-
ples).

(C) The State Peace and Development
Council in Burma has made measurable and
substantial progress toward full cooperation
with United States counter-narcotics efforts
pursuant to the terms of section 570(a)(1)(B)
of Public Law 104–208, the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 1997.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The provisions of
this section shall apply to any article en-
tered, or withdrawn from warehouse for con-
sumption, on or after the 15th day after the
date of enactment of this Act.
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TRIBUTE TO COLONEL BLAKE
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
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Tuesday, June 19, 2001

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor an outstanding public
servant that has dedicated his adult life to
serving his Nation as a United States Marine
Corps Officer. Colonel Blake Robertson was
first commissioned Second Lieutenant in the
USMC Reserve in December of 1974. Since
that time he has served in a variety of chal-
lenging command and staff assignments
throughout the United States and overseas.
His hard work and demonstrated excellence
earned him steady promotions to the rank of
Colonel.

Throughout his career Col. Robertson has
increasingly taken on more challenging and
difficult tasks. In his last assignment, as the
Direct Reporting Program Manager for the Ad-
vanced Amphibious Assault Vehicle, he was
responsible for developing the Marine Corps’
next generation assault amphibian. In this ca-
pacity he reported directly to the Assistant
Secretary of the Navy (Research, Develop-
ment and Acquisition) and was responsible for
the management of the only Acquisition Cat-
egory I major defense acquisition program uni-
laterally managed by the U.S. Marine Corps.
He Col. Robertson provided a steadying hand
in overcoming technical and programmatic
challenges in achieving the program’s cost,
schedule and performance objectives. Given
an austere budget and technically challenging
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