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should have done, but the reality is no-
body knew this information. But,
again, if he wants to criticize President
Bush; let him attack him for health
care, Social Security, whatever, but a
war effort while we have soldiers on
the ground and a very unstable situa-
tion in the Middle East with our ally,
Israel, is very poor judgment, not just
bad politics but poor judgment.

Mr. MCINNIS. The gentleman agrees
with me there is something to be
learned by September 11. We have
learned a lot of things, whether it the
design of our skyscrapers, what we
could have done to assist our fire-
fighters and our policemen more,
maybe what we could have done for our
fighter jets that scramble out there.
There are lots of things we could learn
from that. That was not the effort that
was being made on Thursday. It was
not an approach that said let us get to-
gether and figure this out. Maybe put
our minds together and think out what
constructively we could do to improve
the situation.

Instead, it was a very targeted at-
tack on the President of the United
States alleging or implying or outright
saying the President of the United
States had knowledge prior to Sep-
tember 11 that would have allowed us
to avoid September 11. That did not
exist. And there is not anybody in
these Chambers that had that kind of
information. And to the best of our
knowledge only the hijackers and bin
Laden and his organization knew what
was going to happen on September 11.

If we come together as a team, we
can continue to put together or march
forward to do, again, what was our
number one calling. And our number
one calling is to provide for the secu-
rity and the protection and safety of
the people of the United States of
America.

————
LIFT THE RUSSIAN POULTRY BAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Issa). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. KINGSTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
actually here tonight in cooperation
with the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
DEAL), who I understand to be on his
way over here, but wanted to talk
about an issue to Georgia that has be-
come a big economic issue; but it is
also one of international trade having
to do with Russia and its trade embar-
go against United States poultry.

I wanted to make a few points about
that, Mr. Speaker, that according to
the U.S.A. Poultry and Ag Export
Council no U.S. poultry exports ship-
ments have moved since the ban on
American poultry was lifted in Russia.
And Russia because of the competition
used a non-tariff trade barrier to stop
American chickens from coming into
Russia, and then that ban was lifted.
However, nothing has happened since
then. And because of Russian paper-
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work, at least 20,000 metric tons of U.S.
poultry shipped prior to the ban that
was imposed on March 10 now sit in
Russian ports waiting to be unloaded.
The import ban is costing the U.S.
poultry industry more than $25 million
a week.

Although Russia has issued few im-
port permits, it is abundantly clear
that Russia wants to stop or substan-
tially reduce the United States poultry
program. Again, it is such a huge issue
to our area, a big employer in Georgia.

Here are some of the impediments
that Russia is using to stop the poul-
try: all previously issued import per-
mits have been rescinded by Russia,
even though these licenses were valid
for additional quantities.

Russian importers are being advised
that not only must they apply for new
import permits to import poultry from
the United States, they are also being
told they must apply for new import
permits for products currently waiting
unloading at the port.

The Russian minister of agriculture
told the U.S. that permits would be
issued more or less automatically.
That is not the case. Russia issues an
import license but it is only a portion,
sometimes as little as 25 percent of the
requested quantity. So one cannot get
in there with this.

Russia has issued as few of these im-
port permits as possible. Even though
they are not adequate standing alone,
they still will not issue all of them. De-
spite the fact that on March 31, U.S.
and Russia protocol does not call for
the original USDA export certificate to
be on board the ship that is trans-
porting the poultry, the Russian min-
ister of agriculture is demanding that
the original certificate be on the trans-
port ship. This is extremely costly and
cumbersome. No other nation does
these kinds of things.

Mr. Speaker, I can go on because
there are lots of other issues that Rus-
sia is using as basically a paper tiger to
stop American imports, but it is some-
thing that we urge the President to
bring up on his trip to Russia and do
something about it.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has
been a lead on this. The gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) is from the
poultry country of Georgia. He is the
one that has been leading our experts
to try to get Russia to quit playing
games and open their borders.

————
RUSSIAN POULTRY BAN

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

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
many of us have lived through some
very interesting times in the inter-
national political atmosphere. I think
all of us were very pleased, of course,
years ago when we saw the Berlin Wall
collapse and when we saw the Soviet
Union literally dissolve. And over the
yvears that have passed, one of the
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things that many of us have been en-
couraged about is the fact that Russia
has become a new partner with the
United States.

I know personally I was very pleased
with the past visit with President
Putin with our own President Bush and
the relationship that they developed. I
think that is certainly an encouraging
sign, certainly something that our two
nations will benefit from in the short
term as well as the long term.

But I am here tonight to talk about
a subject that I believe the Russian
Government must address if they are
to lay a foundation for a continued
good working relationship with our
country; and that is a result of a ban
that was placed by the Russian Govern-
ment on March 10 of this year on the
import of all American poultry.

Poultry is somewhat unique in the
agricultural scheme of things. It is to-
tally unsubsidized. We have debated a
farm bill, and it was a controversial
bill in many respects in which we were
attempting to do what we could to sup-
port production agriculture in this
country. Much of it did involve sub-
sidies; it involved quotas and alloca-
tions of production capacity. But the
poultry industry stands on its own.

It is a very successful industry, and
it has proven that it can compete all
around the world. What has happened,
though, is that Russia with this import
ban has placed a tremendous burden on
American poultry companies. In fact,
it is estimated that they are currently
losing in the neighborhood of $25 mil-
lion a week. Now, even though the ban
has been supposedly lifted, as the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON)
referred to, there have been all sorts of
artificial Dbarriers that have been
placed that as a practical matter have
made it impossible for us to be able to
ship any poultry. In fact, the indica-
tions are from the United States Poul-
try and Ag Export Council that no
United States poultry export ship-
ments have been moved since this ban
was supposedly lifted. And, further, due
to the Russian paperwork impedi-
ments, at least 20,000 metric tons of
United States poultry that was shipped
prior to the ban on March 10 are still
sitting in Russian ports awaiting being
unloaded or disbursed. And it is costing
approximately $10,000 a day for those
shipments to remain there in the Rus-
sian ports.

There is a serious problem. It is one
that the United States Poultry Indus-
try needs the assistance of the Presi-
dent and his visit to Russia to talk
with President Putin to stress on him
the importance of taking affirmative
action to remove these impediments.

Currently there are still bans on
some States in the United States,
namely, North Carolina, Virginia,
Maine, and Pennsylvania; and that is
because of an avian influenza outbreak
and they are on the restricted list. My
State of Georgia, which currently is
the largest poultry producer in the
United States, supplying somewhere in
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the neighborhood of 42 percent of all
poultry produced in the United States
and the exports from my State of Geor-
gia alone are about $300 million a year.

It is a tremendous issue economically
and one that impacts not only poultry
but it has a spillover effect because as
poultry prices continue to decline and
supplies continue to build up domesti-
cally, it begins to affect the beef indus-
try, the pork industry, the turkey in-
dustry, and, likewise, the grain pro-
ducers who supply the feed that goes
into feeding the poultry flocks. So it
does have a very detrimental effect
overall unless Russia is willing to
make some changes and to live up to
their trade agreements.

They have done that before. I believe
it was in 1998 that Russia first imposed
an embargo on American poultry. And
as a result of that, it had tremendous
economic impacts on the poultry in-
dustry in the United States. And the
industry, even though it is heavily lo-
cated in my State and in other south-
ern States, it is an industry that em-
ploys people in 38 of our States. And
half of the poultry exports of the
United States are actually going to
Russia. So when we see this import ban
being placed by Russia, we know that
it has long-term consequences.

Now, we also know that Russia wants
some things from the international
community. From the United States
they want the repeal of the Jackson-
Vanick statute. They also want admis-
sion into the World Trade Organiza-
tion. All of these are issues that I
think we are all willing to consider.
But we expect them to do so as they
approach international trade with a
fair and even hand, and that is what we
are asking.

LIFTING THE RUSSIAN POULTRY
EMBARGO

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

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate what the gentleman has said and
what he brings before the House here
tonight about the embargo and how the
Russians are holding up the shipment
of poultry products from Georgia.
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We all in Georgia have poultry plants
within our districts, and I do have a
letter I would like to submit to the
RECORD, a letter that the delegation
has sent to the President asking him to
involve with the President of Russia on
his visit later this week to talk about
this very important issue because not
only will it have an effect on the poul-
try business, but it will have an effect
on trade between our two countries and
could be negative, but it could also be
turned into a positive position.

At this point, I will insert the letters
into the RECORD.
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 17, 2002.
President GEORGE W. BUSH,
The White House, Pennsylvania Ave.,
Washington, DC.

DEAR PRESIDENT BUSH: We, the members of
the Georgia Congressional delegation, appre-
ciate your Administration’s active engage-
ment to restore U.S. poultry exports to Rus-
sia to normal, pre-embargo trade levels.
Since there remain a number of hurdles in
achieving this goal, we are writing to re-
quest your continued personal involvement
so that this issue can be resolved as timely
as possible.

With poultry contributing one-fourth of
total U.S. exports to Russia, the severe trade
disruption has exacerbated the trade imbal-
ance Russia has with the United States. The
disruption of poultry exports to Russia has
caused U.S. chicken companies to experience
a cost of over $256 million per week in terms
of lost sales opportunities overseas and de-
pressed domestic prices for chicken. Further,
the price impact has rippled to competing
meats, such as pork and beef, because the
chicken leg quarters originally destined for
Russia are now competing with other meats
in U.S. supermarkets. Corn and soybean
farmers are beginning to feel the economic
impact too, as chicken companies start to
adjust their production plans in the wake of
the depressed Russian market for U.S. poul-
try.

Georgia is the Nation’s leading poultry
state so the economic damage is being felt
more severely than in many other states.
Also, with much of Georgia’s exports being
shipped to Russia, the problem is com-
pounded.

Of particular concern is Russia’s demand
that a new U.S./Russian veterinary agree-
ment be negotiated and agreed-upon by June
29, 2002. Such a demand will be very difficult
to meet for a number of reasons. On April 30,
2002, Russia proposed a new, revised veteri-
nary agreement to replace the 1996 agree-
ment. This version contains many unwork-
able provisions, such as prohibition against
the feeding of genetically modified grains
and oilseeds, banning of many FDA-approved
antibiotics, and other so-called sanitary re-
quirements that do not improve food safety
but are, in fact, potential non-tariff trade
barriers for U.S. poultry.

We are very concerned that Russia has not
accepted the idea that international trade is
a two-way path. Russia has a more than two
to one favorable trade balance with the
United States.

Sincerely,

Jack Kingston, Johnny Isakson, John
Linder, Charlie Norwood, Cynthia
McKinney, John Lewis, Saxby

Chambliss, Mac Collins, Bob Barr, Na-
than Deal, Sanford Bishop, Members of
Congress.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 13, 2002.
Hon. ROBERT B. ZOELLICK,
U.S. Trade Representative, Department of State,
Washington, DC.

DEAR AMBASSADOR ZOELLICK: I am writing
today to express my concerns about the con-
tinuing ban by Russia on U.S. poultry and
poultry products. The Russian government,
despite an announcement that it was ending
its embargo on April 15, 2002, is continuing to
prevent U.S. poultry and poultry products
form entering the country. According to
some estimates, no U.S. poultry products
have been imported into Russia since the an-
nouncement was made that the ban was
being lifted. Also, at least 20,000 metric tons
of U.S. poultry products, shipped before the
embargo was announced on March 10, are
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still at Russian ports waiting to be unloaded.
This ongoing ban on U.S. poultry is costing
producers in this country at least $25 million
dollars per week.

Sending $308 million in poultry and poultry
products abroad in 2000, Georgia is the lead-
ing exporter of poultry and poultry products
in the United States. On behalf of the grow-
ers and 18,000 employees who process chicken
in Georgia. I request that you contact the
Russian government and urge them to quick-
ly end this de facto embargo of U.S. poultry.

I appreciate your on going efforts to ensure
fair trade practices and international mar-
ket access for U.S. products.

Sincerely,
MAc COLLINS,
Member of Congress.
GEORGIA POULTRY FEDERATION,
Gainsville, GA, May 15, 2002.
Hon. MAc COLLINS,
Member of Congress, Longworth House Office
Bldg., Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN: On Monday, Congress-
man Jack Kingston volunteered to coordi-
nate a Georgia delegation letter to the Presi-
dent and other key officials about the Rus-
sian situation and we were very appreciative
of this.

Russia continues to ban U.S. exports of
poultry through various unreasonable trade
demands. This unfair situation is having a
tremendous impact on the poultry industry
in Georgia and if not reversed will have a se-
rious impact on all agriculture in our State
and Nation.

As mentioned before, even with full poul-
try exports, Russia ships produces valued at
$6.5 billion to the U.S. while receiving goods
valued at only $2.7 million from the U.S.
This 2.4 times ratio is not good for the U.S.
balance of payments or for poultry and agri-
culture. It is a very dangerous trend.

We hope that you will join with Congress-
man Kingston and others and sign this very
important letter.

Sincerely yours,
ABIT MASSEY.

———

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
BENEFIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
IssA). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take the time this evening dur-
ing this special order to discuss the
need for a Medicare prescription drug
benefit.

Mr. Speaker, I have been to the floor
many times in the last few weeks,
within the last few months, concen-
trating on the need for a Medicare pre-
scription drug benefit, and the reason I
say that is because I get more and
more calls every day, every week,
every month from my constituents, my
senior constituents, complaining about
the cost of prescription drugs, the inad-
equacy of Medicare or whatever kind of
health insurance they have to cover
prescription drugs, because Medicare
generally does not provide for a pre-
scription drug benefit, and most sen-
iors do not have it through any kind of
other supplemental health insurance
that they might have.

The need for an affordable, adequate
prescription drug coverage, in my opin-
ion, continues to grow, and I am very



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-08-01T11:51:25-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




