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and drink? About 1 percent of the city
water system. The rest of it is used for
all of the other needs one has with
water. I thought that was a pretty in-
teresting statistic.

Kentucky bluegrass uses 18 gallons of
water per square foot. I do not have the
actual statistic here, but it is amazing
how many thousands of gallons of
water are necessary for just one oak
tree, for example. We do not even envi-
sion the huge quantity of water that is
necessary to support one of those big
cottonwood trees or a great big oak
tree.

Water and its recirculation through
our society, and its recycling, and I do
not mean man-made recycling, I mean
recycling by nature, is really a feat,
and pretty amazing, just to the extent
that we know. My guess is that we
have only tapped a small knowledge of
how our water system in this Nation
works.

At any rate, back to my points, here.
The Platte River was named, which of
course ‘‘platte’” means ‘‘flat,” and the
water that is used in the Platte River
was first used, of course, by the Native
Americans. One of the interesting
things that the Native Americans used
early on in the State of Colorado were
the hot springs located in Glenwood
Springs, Colorado.

Some may have been to Glenwood
Springs. It is a community near Aspen,
Colorado. Actually, it is my birth
home. But there we have hot springs,
and I think the water there comes in at
about 180 degrees Fahrenheit. The
spring I think puts between 2 million
or 6 million gallons a day of water at
180 degrees that comes out of the
springs. We use it. We have a huge pool
there. Anybody who has been to Glen-
wood Springs knows exactly what I am
talking about.

The Indians used to use that because
they thought it was the gods that put
it there for health care. We later used
it, in fact the Navy used it in World
War II for recuperation of its wounded
sailors. They would ship them from the
oceans into the middle of the country
for recovery in Glenwood Springs with
the hot waters.

We have a lot of interesting things
about the streams that we have in Col-
orado. We have about 2,000 lakes in Col-
orado. That seems like a lot, but our
lakes are not very big. Our lakes real-
ly, in proportion, if we take a look at
Minnesota or some of these States that
really are States with huge lakes, we
do not have much comparison there.

But within the boundaries of Colo-
rado, within the four corners of that
State, we have over 9,000 miles of
streams, 9,000 miles of streams. So we
know we have the highest elevation in
the country in Colorado with the
Rocky Mountains. We have by far the
largest number of mountains over
14,000 feet; and by far the largest num-
ber of mountains over 13,000 feet are in
Colorado.

Now, we know between all of these
mountains, and coming down all of
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those mountains, we have 9,000 miles of
streams that go through and circulate
that water. It is pretty interesting
when we take a look at the different di-
versions that we have.

We have 48 million people in the
United States that divert their water
off wells. That is below-surface water.
The rest of the people in the country
depend on surface water. Go back to
the Colorado River Basin, here. That
river kind of goes like my pointer,
down through here, out like this, out
into here, and then kind of like that,
and out into the country of Mexico.

It is incredible to take a look, and I
think I have a chart here. Hydro-
electric power. Hydroelectric power
from the Colorado River, again, coming
back to the Colorado River, where our
focus is, hydropower from the Colorado
River keeps the lights burning in many
parts of the West, including Phoenix,
Arizona, pictured here. Phoenix also
obtains water from the Colorado River
via the Central Arizona Project canals.

There is Phoenix, Las Vegas, and all
of those small communities, and many
of the cities in California. The Colo-
rado River, we do not really realize the
importance of that water, the impor-
tance of it not only for the human pop-
ulation, not only for the agricultural
population, not only for the energy
needs, but for the environment, as well.

The more we know about water, the
more deep our appreciation becomes
for that miracle matter that the good
Lord gave for us to use.

Let me kind of leave the charts here
for a minute and wrap up my com-
ments. I am going to do a series of
speeches to my colleagues about the re-
sources, the natural resources, we have
over there. We have lots of debates on
this House floor in regard to natural
resource issues, in regard to the envi-
ronment, in regard to energy and con-
servation of energy.

I am going to give a number of dif-
ferent speeches to my colleagues, not
just focusing entirely on natural re-
sources, but talking about the energy
demands that we have in this country,
the future for alternative energy that
we have in this country, the necessity
for conservation of energy that we
have in this country; the need to pro-
tect our environment, protect it in
such a way that it is balanced; the im-
portance of multiple use on our public
lands.

I intend to have a very thorough dis-
cussion here on public lands. In the
East, because they do not have any
government lands to speak of, many
people do not know what public lands
are. I do not hold that critically. I am
not saying that critically. I am just
saying that they do not deal with
them.

In the West, for example, in my dis-
trict, I have a huge congressional dis-
trict. I probably have approximately
120 different communities, and 119 of
those 120 communities are completely
surrounded by public lands. In other
words, everything we do in our commu-
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nities is totally dependent upon the
government’s lands. For our water that
comes across it, our water that is
stored upon it, our water that origi-
nates on it, our power lines, our high-
ways, our recreation areas, our agri-
culture, we are totally dependent on
that.
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In the East, you do not have that
handicap. In the West, it is in fact a
handicap; and I intend to spend a few
moments with you discussing that, in
future moments, when we are here to-
gether on the floor. My purpose here
tonight is to kind of break the ice, you
might say, coming back to water, to
talk a little about water.

If you ever have a moment to go to
Denver, Colorado, and you go through
the State Capitol there, you will find
in their rotunda, every painting in that
rotunda, in their murals somewhere in
that painting has the subject of water,
whether it is an irrigation canal,
whether it is somebody fishing, wheth-
er it is animals drinking from the
stream. Water is a critical, critical fac-
tor. In fact, the State of Colorado, as I
said earlier, is the apex in this country.
Four major rivers have their head-
waters there. It is the mother of rivers.
It is an interesting subject.

I appreciate the moments I have been
able to spend with you this evening.

———

AMERICAN STEEL INDUSTRY
CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ENGLISH) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, America
is at a critical moment. The domestic
steel in its industry and the current
workforce retirees and their depend-
ents are clearly at a vital crossroad.
Without strong relief under the section
201 action that this administration has
called forth utilizing that section of
our trade laws, the future of the indus-
try is clearly grim. Thousands of steel-
workers already have lost their jobs,
and thousands more jobs are at stake.
Beyond that, pension and health care
benefits are in jeopardy for hundreds of
thousands of retirees. Now is the time
to provide relief for this beleaguered
domestic industry.

The Bush administration took the
vital first step by initiating the 201 in-
vestigation, and now the results are in.
The investigation demonstrated what
the industry and its workers have
known all along, the rest of the world
is not playing by the same set of rules.
Meaning, the steel score sheet has long
been skewed to provide foreign com-
petitors with an unfair handicap, mak-
ing it unnecessarily difficult for U.S.
producers to compete. That has to
stop.

Mr. Speaker, this may be hard for
people to see up here, but let me assure
you that the subsidies our domestic



H626

steel companies have received since
1980 are dwarfed by the subsidies that
foreign steel makers receive.

Looking at this graphic, this minus-
cule yellow bar down here represents
the U.S. government subsidies, while
this tower next to it represent the $90
billion in subsidies our leading com-
petitors have received since 1980 in the
steel sector. The amount of subsidies
to foreign producers have outnumbered
and outshone by those in the U.S. by a
factor of more than 8 to 1. Substantial
relief under section 201 is a move to-
ward eliminating that handicap as well
as others, putting the U.S. on a level
playing field and staving off a perma-
nent liquidation of this strategic indus-
try.

Inaction or weak action would si-
lence many steel plants, while destroy-
ing the livelihood, the good-paying jobs
of the workers, their families and com-
munities, and dealing a blow to our na-
tional economy and to our national se-
curity.

I applaud the Bush administration
for stepping up to the plate for the
American steel industry and its work-
ers, something that previous adminis-
trations had been reluctant to do.

With that, I urge the Bush adminis-
tration in the next week in making a
decision on this steel 201 to knock the
ball out of the park by imposing cred-
ible tariffs over the next 4 years.

There will be a number of speakers
joining me tonight. The first of these is
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SHIMKUS), and I yield to him.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), for
his work on this and for his work for
his constituents in Pennsylvania.

We have would not be here if the
President had not invoked section 201;
and we would not be here if the ITC,
the International Trade Commission,
had not found in essence in our favor
that there has been some illegal dump-
ing.

We hear a lot on trade, and a lot of
the debate stems around free and fair
trade. I think it is pretty clearly evi-
dent that when trade is not fair then
we need to do just what we did in this
case so far. What we have done so far is
asked for a section 201 hearing that has
been found in our favor, and now the
administration has to finish the deal.
They have a deadline of March 6 in
which they are going to recommend
the type of penalties that this country
would like to see to get our steel indus-
try back on sound footing; and, as with
every other issue, there is always a de-
bate of what those penalties should be.

Well, the Steel Caucus, which the
gentleman chairs and which we have
many members of, have tried to weigh
in on this. We have sent a letter to
President Bush asking for a minimum
of 40 percent tariff to be implemented
over 4 years on all imported steel prod-
ucts. That is what we can do now, and
I am glad to have signed that letter
and sent that.
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But I also had a chance to personally
speak with Secretary Evans on this
issue and reiterate the importance of
some strong, strong penalties, not only
to help our domestic steel industry,
but it sends a signal to the rest of the
countries that we want to trade and do
business with. We can compete with
them. We cannot compete with them if
they have subsidized their production,
and that is what they do by a term
called dumping, which means foreign
countries are selling steel to us at
below-market prices, usually sub-
sidized by their own government.

The International Trade Commis-
sion’s ruling, they said that we in our
domestic steel industry suffered seri-
ous injury due to the surge in imports.
So that is why we need a substantial
tariff for a maximum length of time,
because the majority of steel that is
making its way to America from off
shore is being heavily subsidized.

The imposition of tariffs over a 4-
year period will demonstrate to foreign
producers and governments that this
administration is serious about ad-
dressing the problem of foreign excess
steel capacity. And it is kind of ironic
that our European allies, from what I
understand, are not supportive of our
heavy tariffs because they fear that if
we are successful then they will be the
target for the illegal dumping of steel
and then they will have to deal with
this issue.

So we need to make sure that our al-
lies and friends understand that steel is
also a national security issue and it is
important for us to have that domestic
capability.

The administration must take this
lead in developing a plan to address the
critical legacy costs which are pre-
venting the industry from restruc-
turing. The progress of the President’s
comprehensive steel strategy dem-
onstrates once again his strong, deci-
sive leadership on behalf of America,
American workers and American fami-
lies. It is now time to take the next
step and implement a remedy that
would be advantageous to the U.S.
steel industry. I am confident that this
Congress working with this President
will provide help for those who have
lost their jobs and benefits as a result
of the bankruptcy of the steel industry.

The 40 percent tariff that we suggest
would bring the domestic steel indus-
try back to a level playing field with
foreign competitors and hopefully
bring an end to the steel crisis in our
country, not only for the factory itself,
but for the workers, and not just for
the current day workers but for the re-
tirees.

I appreciate all the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) has done
on this behalf since the day he arrived
here. We have made great inroads in
working it together across the party
lines and the caucus. And I am really
proud of what the President has done
with this issue. Now we want to him
finish the job and get the work done.

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman, and I want to
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thank him for his personal involve-
ment, for his work with the adminis-
tration, for helping to bring there issue
to the fore, at a very, very critical
time when we can still save our domes-
tic steel industry. I thank him for
being involved in the Steel Caucus.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to another gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. PHELPS), who
is also a member of the Steel Caucus.

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ENGLISH).

I first want to commend the gen-
tleman on his firm leadership in bring-
ing this issue to the forefront of the
American people. Those who are not
associated with the steel industry may
not be aware just how serious this situ-
ation is, and I want to associate my re-
marks with my friend and colleague,

the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SHIMKUS). We are fighting the same
battle.

Let me state, Mr. Speaker, I rise to
discuss the crisis the steel industry
faces. The American steel industry and
the steelworkers are in the midst of
possibly the worst crisis ever due to
the continued illegal dumping into this
country of foreign-made steel.

Thousands of steelworkers have lost
their jobs, and countless more are in
jeopardy. In my congressional district
in Central and Southern Illinois the ef-
fects have been devastating. Yesterday,
I attended a steel rally in Greenwich
City, Illinois, and was able to hear
firsthand the effects this has had on
the local economy.

Now is the time to institute the high-
est tariff levels of at least 40 percent if
the steel industry is to recover.

Last year, the President directed the
International Trade Commission to un-
dertake one of the most extensive and
complex investigations into the section
201 history. I applaud the President for
this leadership, very much needed as-
sistance for an ailing industry. The
International Trade Commission ruled
unanimously that nearly 80 percent of
the product lines of the American steel
industry have been seriously damaged
by surges of low-priced foreign imports.
The most severe violations of U.S.
trade laws have taken place since 1998.

The devastating impact that low-
priced steel imports have had on Amer-
ican steel companies is amply evident;
and, as a result of foreign dumped steel
since 1998, 31 steel companies have filed
for bankruptcy nationwide. Of these,
four are located in my home State, Il1li-
nois, which has caused over 5,000 Illi-
nois steelworkers to lose their jobs.

The International Trade Commission
has recommended the President impose
tariffs of up to 40 percent on a broad
variety of steel products over a 4-year
period. I strongly urge the President to
impose the highest tariff rate for 4
years on all subject steel categories as
the first step in saving our American
steel industry and the jobs and the
health insurance of Illinois steel mak-
ers and over 50,000 retirees in Illinois.

The domestic steel industry has in-
vested billions of dollars in upgrading



February 27, 2002

and modernizing its facilities and, as a
result, is among the most productive
makers of high-quality steel in the
world. No industry, no matter how pro-
ductive, however, can compete against
the onslaught of low-priced and often
unfairly traded steel imports. It is im-
perative we send the strongest possible
message to deter our trading partners
from further illegal dumping and to
give the domestic steel industry the
time it needs to recover from its in-
jury. Anything less would be a dis-
service to those working men and
women who are counting on govern-
ment to stand up for them.

In this body last year we have delib-
erated several trades issues and even
this year. Some are disagreed upon and
some have total agreement, and it is
not even by party lines. Unfortunately,
it is by geographical, cultural dif-
ferences, many times, rather than
party line.

And we have a healthy debate. One
was such as permanent normal trade
relations with China. The reason I re-
sisted that proposition and opposed it
is that in my 19th District in Illinois
we are exporting jobs because of trade
policies such as free trade and the
P.N.T.R. motion that we looked at and
debated on this floor.
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I know that many people have stock
in the fact that this will help us, our
country; but I say right now, in the
19th district, that is just the opposite
case.

We had 10 years of China breaking
their word, violating their contracts
with this country on items that left us
$82 billion in trade deficit. Now, the
reason I mention that is in this con-
text. One blow after another to the
American worker is adding to a serious
situation not only of our economy but
the quality of products that we produce
even for our defense system; and that
borders on compromising our national
security.

I yield back to the gentleman and
thank him for his courtesy.

Mr. ENGLISH. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I will resume making some
of the points I had been making; and
then, in a few minutes, I will recognize
another member of the steel caucus,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN),
who has been a leading advocate of this
cause.

Summarizing the last two speakers,
it is clear that the International Trade
Commission has given the Bush admin-
istration the tool that it needs to get
action. Tariffs in the range of 40 per-
cent are clearly needed if the industry
is to recover. But, Mr. Speaker, we rec-
ognize the March 6 decision is only the
first inning; 201 action must be fol-
lowed by a concrete commitment from
our trading partners to reduce ineffi-
cient global overcapacity.

Again, I have to congratulate the
President for his understanding of the
issue and his foresight in initiating the
OECD talks. Beyond that, we must
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look at ways to address the industry’s
legacy costs, clearing the way for a do-
mestic steel renaissance. Continued co-
operation between Congress and the
Bush administration is the only way of
ensuring the viability of the domestic
steel industry.

Let us think a minute about the fun-
damental causes of this crisis. In my
view, one of the underlying causes is a
massive foreign inefficient over-
capacity. Looking at this graphic, as
my colleagues can see, from 1998 to 2000
the United States consumed 131 million
metric tons of steel, while the former
Soviet Union, which is NIS on that
graphic, alone produced 114 million
metric tons. The entire foreign excess
raw steelmaking capacity averaged 268
metric tons, which is more than twice
the level of average U.S. steel con-
sumption. Massive foreign steel over-
capacity, created and sustained by abu-
sive government subsidies, protected
markets and anticompetitive practices,
resulting in a diversion of excess steel
products into the U.S. market.

Going to the next graphic, it is obvi-
ous that raw steelmaking capacity has
greatly exceeded steel consumption in
many areas of the world during the last
3 years. Again, the former Soviet
Union is producing more than 120 mil-
lion metric tons of steel than it needs.
Even Brazil is producing almost 20 mil-
lion more metric tons of steel than it
needs for domestic consumption. And
make no mistake, the excess produc-
tion is being dumped in our domestic
market. And they say it is our fault.

Mr. Speaker, a key point to under-
stand is that American steel companies
and their workers have already done
their part to create a world-class com-
petitive industry during recent years.
They have invested more than $60 bil-
lion in steel plant modernization since
1980 to become among the most produc-
tive steel producers in the world with
as few as 1%2 man hours needed per ton
of steel produced. To achieve these ad-
vances in productivity, the U.S. steel
industry reduced -capacity by more
than 23 million tons, closed numerous
inefficient mills, and significantly cut
jobs. The workers have endured their
fair share of economic pain and sac-
rifice as the workforce was reduced by
hundreds of thousands of workers in an
effort to become the most efficient pro-
ducers of steel.

As this graphic reflects, U.S. produc-
tivity measured as output-per-worker
has nearly tripled since 1980, according
to the U.S. Commerce Department.
These are the official statistics. The
industry average has gone from using
10 man-hours to produce a ton of steel
to just 4, all the while the net ship-
ments of steel have grown from just
over 90 million tons to 110 million tons.
That is extraordinary. But when com-
peting with the unfair trading prac-
tices of our foreign competitors, it is
simply not enough. Much of the world’s
major steel markets have formal steel
import barriers to foreign steel or are
subject to international market-shar-
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ing arrangements by foreign steel ex-
porters. These cartels are aimed at us.

Obviously, Mr. Speaker, the steel in-
dustry is the victim of predatory trade
practices, and we desperately need
strong relief under section 201 of the
U.S. trade laws. This is allowable under
the WTO rules. In this case, the Inter-
national Trade Commission determined
damage has occurred and made rec-
ommendations for tariffs to the Presi-
dent. The March 6 deadline for the
Bush administration to make a deci-
sion is fast approaching. I call upon the
President to recognize the needs of our
domestic industry. Significant relief is
necessary in order to return steel
prices to their normal precrisis levels
and allow American steel companies to
make the necessary investments to re-
main viable and competitive in the fu-
ture while providing good paying jobs.

Tariff rates must be substantial in
order to ensure that import prices re-
turn to market-based levels. The sec-
tion 201 remedy must be enforced for at
least 4 years to allow the domestic
steel industry to make the necessary
adjustments to be competitive. A
shorter duration, I feel, will simply be
ineffective.

Section 201 relief must not replace
existing orders under the antidumping
and countervailing duty laws. If these
orders are set aside, hard won as they
are, any remedy will be perversely re-
warding those foreign producers that
engage in unfair trade. That is some-
thing that I would think we all would
agree we do not want.

To further these remarks, I would
like to yield to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BROWN), a member of our
caucus, a gentleman who has been very
involved in the steel issue from the
get-go.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding to me
and for his leadership on steel issues as
American workers and corporations try
to fight back against this terrible situ-
ation that we have seen coming for the
last 3 or 4 years.

The U.S., as we know, has become
the world’s steel dumping ground, cost-
ing U.S. jobs, hurting U.S. families,
and damaging the U.S. economy. Dur-
ing the 1998 steel crisis, the trade def-
icit in steel was almost $12 billion, ac-
counting for nearly 7 percent of our
overall trade imbalance. We have
known from other Special Orders in
this body and from other debates in
this body that legislation like NAFTA,
GATT, which formed the World Trade
Organization, PNTR, giving special
trading privileges to China, and Fast
Track legislation, which passed this
body by one vote last year, that this
body of trade law that this Congress in
my mind has wrongly passed, has dam-
aged this country and that has put us
in this situation where we have these
huge trade deficits. And our steel def-
icit is one of the major parts of that.

That means that we are buying a lot
more steel in this country than we are
exporting, $11.7 billion worth. The bulk
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of these imports in steel were sub-
sidized by foreign governments and il-
legally dumped below market prices in
the United States. Under Federal trade
law, and international trade law too, it
is illegal to subsidize a product
through a variety of different means
that governments do and then sell it
under cost into another country, there-
by undercutting that domestic indus-
try’s products.

Today, we import 39 million tons of
steel, more than double the amount we
imported in 1991, and steel prices are
below 1998 levels. The surge in illegally
dumped steel has obviously been in-
credibly damaging to the domestic
steel industry. Since 1998, 26 steel com-
panies have filed for bankruptcy, 17 in
the last year. That includes three in
my State, including LTV in Cleveland,
including RTI in Lorain, where there is
a major plant in Lorain and the com-
munity which I call home.

Steelworkers from LTV and RTI are
learning firsthand how unfair competi-
tion is destroying America’s ability to
make steel. The White House and the
Congress must respond. Congress must
pass H.R. 808, the Steel Revitalization
Act. It has bipartisan cosponsors, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ENGLISH), the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. PHELPS), who was here earlier, and
200-plus Members of this body who have
cosponsored that bill.

The Republican leadership, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), and
others, have refused to schedule it for a
floor vote. It would make all the dif-
ference in the world in revitalizing this
Nation’s steel industry. Because this
Congress has failed to act, because the
Republican leadership in this Congress
has not given the means to even allow
us to have a vote on these very crucial
issues to protect American steel, it is
up to the President.

On March 6, the President will an-
nounce his decision on the rec-
ommendation of the International
Trade Commission for tariffs on ille-
gally dumped steel. We need a strong
response. As the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. PHELPS) and others have said,
we need a 40 percent tariff, which is
what the ITC has recommended, if the
President goes along.

A year and a half ago we heard Vice
President Cheney, while in Weirton,
West Virginia, say we will never lie to
you. If our trading partners violate
trade laws, he told steelworkers, we
will respond swiftly and firmly. We
need the administration’s swift re-
sponse; we need their firm response on
steel dumping now more than ever.

If they are sincere about helping
steel, and I take them at their word,
although there has been a pretty big
delay in the President acting, he was
originally supposed to act in mid-Feb-
ruary, and every day the President
fails to act, every day of delay causes
more duress to the American steel in-
dustry, more layoffs, more bank-
ruptcies, and more likely failed steel
companies; but taking the President at
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his word, we call for him to do the 40
percent tariffs for 4 years. Anything
less simply will not cut it.

It does not mean 40 percent with hun-
dreds of exceptions, as steelworker
president Mr. Leo Gerard told the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ENGLISH) and me and some others this
afternoon. We must protect the 700,000
hard-working families who rely on this
industry for their salary, for their pen-
sions, for their health benefits, and all
of us who rely on this industry for our
national security.

The steelworkers at Weirton Steel,
where then Vice Presidential candidate
Cheney made, I hope, a genuine prom-
ise, and to the workers at RTI in Lo-
rain, in Canton, in Madison, Ohio, the
workers at LTV in Cleveland, and all
over this country, are absolutely
counting on the President to do the
right thing to stop these unfair trade
practices. Since this President took of-
fice, we have lost a million industrial
jobs in this country. I wonder how
many workers must file for unemploy-
ment before President Bush and Vice
President Cheney honor their cam-
paign pledge, not to do this half-baked,
but to do the full 40 percent. More and
more Americans are joining the ranks
calling for Washington to assist this
industry.

Again, we ask for Republican leader-
ship here to move on H.R. 808. It clear-
ly will pass this Congress. It has plenty
of cosponsors. We ask the President to
move on section 201 on implementing it
and calling in these tariffs.

Now, in addition, it is important that
this Congress do something about so-
called legacy costs. Legacy costs are
what is left for those workers who are
retired; who, when these companies go
out of business, lose at least 20 percent,
sometimes as much as 40 or 50 percent
of their pensions, and who lose all of
their health care benefits. In virtually
every other steel producing country in
the world, especially Western Europe,
we are seeing companies, as President
Leo Gerard told us today, we are seeing
more and more companies joining to-
gether in larger companies; and we are
seeing government help with these leg-
acy costs, with social costs, with
health care benefits, with retirement.
And we have to compete with those
companies.

The only way for Congress to do that
is for us to deal with these legacy costs
for these workers who simply do not
have anywhere to turn at the age of 58
or 62 or 64, or even before they are eli-
gible for Medicare. And there are hun-
dreds of thousands of American steel-
workers whose companies have gone
bankrupt, who are about to lose their
medical care, who are about to lose up
to half, at least a quarter, a fifth or a
quarter of their pensions.

It is important the President do the
right thing on or before March 6. We
need the 40 percent tariff. We need that
tariff in effect for 4 years until this in-
dustry gets back on its feet and Amer-
ican steel can have a level playing field
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from which to compete. It is important
that Congress move on section H.R. 808
and override the Republican leadership
to stop it. It is important that Con-
gress stop passing legislation like Fast
Track and NAFTA and the World Trade
Organization, the way it was created,
and PNTR for China, and all the trade
agreements that have put us behind
the 8-ball.

It is important that this Congress
and this President finally do the right
thing for American workers. I thank
my friend from Pennsylvania for his
good work and I yield back to him.
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Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I con-
gratulate the gentleman for his great
advocacy for the cause of steel.

Mr. Speaker, this administration has
done more than the last administration
did so far; and that is very, very en-
couraging. Also, a bill like H.R. 808 was
brought up by this House Republican
leadership, passed the House over-
whelmingly, and was killed in the Sen-
ate. This is not so much a partisan
issue. The importance is that we need
to move now the strong remedies nec-
essary to put this critical, strategic in-
dustry back on an even Kkeel.

We also know an effective remedy is
the only way to stimulate foreign gov-
ernments and steel producers to make
the difficult decisions that U.S. pro-
ducers have already made to mod-
ernize, eliminate inefficient capacity
and rationalize, bringing stability and
balance to the global steel market.

Looking at this next graphic, we
know that a 40 percent tariff would
provide more than $1.4 billion of oper-
ating revenue for our domestic pro-
ducers. A substantial tariff-based rem-
edy is the only way to prevent the loss
of thousands of additional steel-related
jobs and will send a clear message to
foreign producers that the TUnited
States is not a dumping ground for ex-
cess steel product.

Going to the next graphic, even with
the 40 percent tariff, people need to un-
derstand prices would still be well
below the 20-year average on hot-
rolled, cold-rolled, hot-dipped galva-
nized steel and coil plated.

Even with the 40 percent tariff, prices
would still be below the 20-year aver-
age. So much for the dramatic price in-
crease as a result of tariffs that some
opponents of relief for the domestic in-
dustry have been arguing; and com-
paring the pricing trends of steel to
other industries, going to the next
graphic, according to the Bureau of
Labor Statistics, the price of construc-
tion machinery and equipment has in-
creased about 60 percent during the
last 20 years. I realize that this graphic
is confusing and looks like something
that Washington would conceive of, but
if Members look at the actual details,
if Members know that the price of
products such as motor vehicles have
risen by about 45 percent since 1981,
paper has risen 55 percent, food has
risen 40 percent, steel prices during



February 27, 2002

that same time have increased less
than 5 percent. That shows that steel
has managed to maintain a relatively
low cost and has actually declined as a
cost in relative terms. Anything that
we do as part of this remedy is not
going to create a problem with the rel-
ative price of steel.

Tariff-based remedies will not harm
U.S. consumers. Increases in steel
prices have minimal effect on the price
of end products because steel con-
stitutes only a small share of the total
cost of most products that contain
steel. Think about it. For a typical
family car, the increase caused by the
imposition of a 40 percent tariff would
be about $60, $60 on the cost of an auto-
mobile. For a refrigerator, the increase
would be a cost of about $3. That is not
enough to affect consumer decisions.

On this graphic, as measured by the
Department of Commerce, steel’s share
of total costs is 0.8 percent for con-
struction, 3.4 percent for motor vehi-
cles and parts, 5.4 percent for other
transport equipment, 6.8 percent for
household appliances, 4.6 percent for
electrical industrial apparatus, and for
the highest of Commerce’s categories,
fabricated metal products, steel’s share
of total cost is less than 16 percent.

That clearly indicates that by seek-
ing this remedy, we are not going to
create a problem for the domestic
economy. Since 1995, the price of fin-
ished goods has risen 11 percent while
the cost of steel mill products has de-
clined 16 percent. The steel-consuming
industries have been running around
Washington suggesting that relief
under section 201 will not return profit-
ability to the domestic steel industry
by raising prices while at the same
time arguing that relief will raise con-
sumer prices to prohibitive levels.

According to a study by Professor
Jerry Hausman, an economist at the
prestigious Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, MIT, the tariffs would ac-
tually have a minimal effect on prices,
costing the average consumer $2 a
year, and having no negative effect on
the U.S. economy.

We can reach out and successfully
impose 40 percent tariffs, and it will
have a minimum impact on consumer
prices. Hausman said the assumptions
from the consuming industry’s trade
action coalition are fundamentally
flawed. Using the same model, but with
accurate assumptions that truly reflect
the current steel market, the studies
show that the section 201 remedies
would provide a net benefit of about $9
billion to the U.S. economy. The same
consuming industries that are saying
that they will be placed at a severe dis-
advantage because of these tariffs on
steel have not had to endure the same
stagnated prices on their products dur-
ing the last 20 years. My previous
graphic, those steel-intensive indus-
tries such as construction machinery,
equipment and motor vehicles, have
seen the price of their product increase
60 and 40 percent respectively since
1981. I will say it again: steel prices
have increased less than 5 percent.
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Entire American communities have
been devastated by this import crisis,
and I would like my colleagues to con-
sider that regions already experiencing
hardship as a result of the current re-
cession are being dealt a devastating
blow by the massive levels of low-
priced imports. The loss of good-paying
steel industry jobs directly impacts
thousands of workers in other sectors
that depend on the steel industry.

The U.S. manufacturing sector, in-
cluding the steel industry, has one of
the highest multiplier effects. For
every $1 of a manufactured product
sold to an end user, an additional $1.19
of intermediate activity is generated.
The steel industry is a major consumer
of computers and other high-tech
equipment. It is also a major user of
transportation industries such as rail,
trucking, and shipping.

Steel-generated demand for key raw
materials, coal, coke, iron ore and
limestone provides employment in a
number of regions where, frankly,
other jobs are scarce. The steel indus-
try is also a major contributor to the
U.S. tax base, including the tax base of
State and local governments.

There is another dimension that I
would encourage my colleagues to
think about, and that is a healthy do-
mestic steel industry is a cornerstone
of our national defense. Steel is an in-
dispensable component of many weap-
ons and weapon systems, as well as the
ships, tanks and other vehicles that
carry these systems and our dedicated
troops. In my district, Erie Forge and
Steel is the sole producer of propeller
shafts that are used in Navy ships, and
they are just coming out of Chapter 11
bankruptcy with a new buyer.

The President and many other U.S.
government leaders recognize that
steel and national security go hand in
hand. At a time when we are trying to
enhance our national security and we
are thinking anew about the need to
have a strong defense, defending the
steel industry should be a top priority.
It is vital to U.S. national economic se-
curity and to our homeland security
that America does not become dan-
gerously dependent on offshore sources
of supply for, among other things, the
steel that goes into our transportation
security infrastructure such as high-
ways, bridges, railroads and airports;
the steel, that goes into our health and
public safety infrastructure, such as
waste and sewage treatment facilities
and the public water supply; the steel
that goes into our commercial, indus-
trial and institutional complexes such
as schools, hospitals, retail stores, ho-
tels, churches and government build-
ings. We must maintain a viable do-
mestic steel industry if our country
and our economy is truly to be secure.

The gentleman from Ohio brought up
the issue of legacy costs, and we need
to recognize that 2 decades of
downsizing have created a domestic
steel industry that is highly efficient
with modern facilities; but the
downsizing that has occurred to
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achieve this goal has placed an enor-
mous burden on the industry, and that
burden is these legacy costs: health
and pension liabilities for steelworkers
who lost their jobs as a result of the
massive industry downsizing which oc-
curred especially during the period of
the 1980s through the present as a re-
sult of injurious, unfair trade.

Legacy costs have put the industry
overall at a significant competitive
disadvantage versus foreign competi-
tors whose governments have assumed
these same costs. Congress, the admin-
istration, and the industry must con-
tinue to work together to address these
costs that serve as a critical barrier to
industry consolidation. While this is a
time of enormous crisis for the indus-
try, we need to recognize it is also a
time of unique opportunity. This is a
chance to facilitate an important,
long-term restructuring to allow for
significant capacity reduction and help
create an industry poised to compete
over the long run with any competitor
in the world.

Mr. Speaker, we have reached a piv-
otal point in stabilizing the American
steel industry and ensuring good-pay-
ing jobs for its workers. The Bush ad-
ministration took a monumental first
step. I encourage the administration to
follow through by enacting tough tar-
iffs that will truly provide relief for a
besieged industry and its struggling
employees.

Many of our manufacturers face
growing and cumulative competitive
disadvantages in the international
market. While the European Union
may loudly voice their objections to
strong tariffs as not necessary to fix
America’s problem, the percentage of
steel dumped into their market is sig-
nificantly lower than that dumped on
our shores, and I would like to dem-
onstrate that with another graphic.

As Members can see, not since 1960
have we been on a relatively even keel
with the Europeans when it comes to
receiving excess foreign steel. The for-
eign excess steel dumped in the United
States has steadily grown since then,
topping off at 30 percent while the EU
hovers at 15 percent. The EU’s argu-
ment simply does not hold water.

Mr. Speaker, the plight of the steel
industry is grim, but both Congress and
the administration are working hard to
give employers the tools that they
need to be competitive in the global
market. Nothing will solve today’s
steel crisis in this sense: the damage is
already done. Instead, we must seek to
apply the lessons learned in today’s
crisis, put reforms into place so noth-
ing like this will happen again.

We need to have substantial tariffs to
begin this process. We must do this in
order to provide some security for the
62,000 American steelworkers as well as
600,000 retirees and their dependents.
Without this action, the future of our
domestic steel industry as well as our
economy and our national security will
remain very much in question.
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With that, I would like to yield to
another of my colleagues, a great mem-
ber of the Steel Caucus, the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN).

Mr. MOLLOHAN. I thank the gen-
tleman for his leadership in this area
and for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of America’s steel industry, steel-
workers and steel communities.

Just 7 days remain for the President
to issue his decision on the future of
our domestic steel industry. To his
credit, the President requested that
the International Trade Commission
conduct a section 201 investigation to
determine if steel imports injured the
domestic steel industry. Last year, the
ITC held a lengthy hearing process in
which it heard testimony about, and
concluded that, serious injury had been
caused to the steel industry by im-
ports. The ITC ruled that sharp in-
creases in 16 product categories have
injured, or could seriously injure, U.S.
steel companies. Various tariff levels
were recommended by the ITC. Now we
await the President’s response and the
President’s action.

For 4 years now, our domestic steel
industry has been engaged in a brutal
fight for survival. Foreign steelmakers
have flooded our markets with their
products, much of it illegally sub-
sidized. These imports have pushed 31
of our steelmakers into bankruptcy
and forced our workers into the unem-
ployment lines. We desperately need
relief that restores prices to reasonable
levels. This decision that we await
from the President is our domestic
steel industry’s last chance for sur-
vival.

As my colleagues know, the over-
whelming majority of commissioners
at the ITC recognized that substantial
tariffs of 20 to 40 percent must be im-
posed in order to address the steel im-
port problem and return prices to their
normal, pre-crisis levels. In this mar-
ket environment, however, 20 percent
tariffs simply will not be enough. I join
my colleagues in asking the President
to impose the highest level of tariffs, 40
percent, because it is the only way to
ensure the future of our steel industry.
And, further, any section 201 remedy
must be enforced for at least 4 years to
demonstrate the seriousness of the ad-
ministration in addressing excess ca-
pacity.

Lastly, a tariff-based remedy must be
applied across all flat products, includ-
ing slab. If the remedy is different for
different products, the imports will
just shift to the product with the low-
est tariff, and the remedy will be gut-
ted.

I would like to take a moment to ad-
dress one particular problem, tinplate.
The district that I serve is home to
Weirton Steel and Wheeling-Pittsburgh
Steel. Both have a significant stake in
tinplate production. In fact, probably
no district in the Nation has a higher
concentration of tin mill production
than the First District of West Vir-
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ginia. Unfortunately, it is one of the
many segments that has been stag-
gered by rising imports and falling
prices.

Imports of tin mill products have in-
creased by 200,000 tons. Prices have
fallen by $65 per ton. Imported tin mill
products jumped 50 percent from De-
cember, 2001, to January, 2002, a
monthly record.

The ITC’s vote on tin mill products
was a three-to-three tie. Of the three
who voted that the domestic industry
was injured by imported tin mill prod-
ucts, two voted for tariffs of 40 percent,
38 percent, 36 percent and 31 percent;
and one voted for tariffs of 20 percent,
17 percent, 14 percent and 11 percent.
Because of the tie, the law states that
no remedy recommendation can be
made to the President.

However, even without a tin mill
products recommendation, the Presi-
dent can still enact a remedy if he so
chooses. If the President provides tariff
relief on other products but not on tin
mill products, other nations will likely
offset their losses and flood the U.S.
tin mill products market. This is called
product shifting. I urge the President,
in the strongest terms, to include tariff
remedies for tin mill products in his
remedy decision.

We are truly at a crossroads in the
steel industry. The cause of our steel
crisis is, simply put, massive foreign
overcapacity. The ITC’s section 201 in-
vestigation provided overwhelming evi-
dence that the industry is seriously in-
jured. Six commissioners unanimously
agreed that the increase in imports was
a substantial cause of serious injury. In
fact, last Tuesday, the U.S. Bureau of
Census released preliminary data show-
ing that all steel imports rose from 2
million net tons in December to 2.5
million tons in January. So even in the
face of possible tariffs, foreign coun-
tries continue to dump steel in our
market.

More than 325,000 American jobs are
at risk if serious, swift and decisive ac-
tion is not taken. According to calcula-
tions based on measurements by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, the U.S.
Department of Labor and independent
economic analysts, every job in the
basic steel industry supports at least
three other jobs in other industries.

Without significant tariff remedies,
our steel industry, our steelworkers,
and our steel communities will be deci-
mated. I join my colleagues in asking
the President to issue strong tariff
remedies for our steel industry.

Mr. ENGLISH. I want to thank the
gentleman for his involvement in our
Steel Caucus. One of the things that
has made being chairman of the Steel
Caucus such an extraordinary pleasure
is the involvement of people like him
and like you, Madam Speaker, both of
you from West Virginia, and also from
our last, final speaker of the evening,
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
(Ms. HART), to whom I will yield.

Ms. HART. I thank the chairman of
the Steel Caucus, the gentleman from
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Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), for his
great leadership on this issue and for
actually having this administration be
so well educated to actually file the 201
investigation and really to have gotten
us to the point where we are today.

It is an honor for me to speak here on
behalf of those in my district and
throughout this Nation who have made
the steel industry what it was and
what it should be today, very strong
and a very highly mechanized, very
technical and very much improved in-
dustry over the last many years.

Unfortunately, we have not been
reaping the benefits that that industry
has earned over the last several years.
As I know has been discussed by sev-
eral other Members earlier this
evening, we have not reaped the bene-
fits because of foreign nations sub-
sidizing their steel and dumping it at
below market costs here in this coun-
try.

I had the opportunity to speak with
the President, as I know many of my
colleagues have, about this issue. We
were instrumental in making the deci-
sion to file that 201 investigation. I am
pleased that once the ITC had the op-
portunity to review the issue that they
did agree with us that foreign steel
dumping, in a 6-0 decision, in fact, that
those products being imported into the
United States are being imported below
cost and also in increased quantities,
that they are the substantial cause of
the injury to the United States steel
industry, not the lack of mechaniza-
tion and modernization of our indus-
try.

I want to say, I represent a part of
western Pennsylvania that has been
known for being very strong in the
steel industry. Unfortunately, we have
lost many, many jobs over the last sev-
eral years. Not only did we have a very
difficult time in the 1970s and 1980s, but
once again, since 1986, for example, we
have lost over 20,000 steelworker jobs
and five major plants in Beaver County
alone, Babcock & Wilcox, Crucible,
LTV, Armco and American Bridge.

The problems, though, did not get
better once the industry did modernize
and consolidate. It has gotten worse.
Allegheny County, where I live, Butler
County, Fayette County, Washington
County in western Pennsylvania and
Westmoreland County where 1 rep-
resent have all lost jobs, not again be-
cause of their lack of technology but
because of steel dumping. It is the un-
fair trade that has caused these prob-
lems.

I would urge everyone involved who
has the opportunity to have some input
now with the administration to encour-
age them to stand along with my col-
leagues in the Steel Caucus and our
chairman, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), and push for a
very effective remedy. It appears that
that will happen next week. We have
the opportunity to actually help our
steel industry survive. We need to have
a serious and effective remedy. What
we are asking for, what the industry
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has been asking for, is a strong rem-
edy, 40 percent tariffs, something along
that line, for a period of time that will
allow our industry to recover, some-
thing that they have earned because of
the good faith they have shown in mod-
ernizing and moving the industry for-
ward.

Unfortunately, for too long, the ad-
ministrations that ran this country did
not pay attention to the steel industry.
It was completely ignored, in fact,
under the previous administration. I
must credit President Bush, I must
credit his trade ambassador and some
of the folks who work with him who
have listened to us, who have discussed
with us the issue and I believe under-
stand that it is important for us to
take this step now so that we will con-
tinue to have a steel industry in this
country at all. Because otherwise I
think we are in jeopardy of losing it
completely.

Between 1997 and 2000, steel imports
from China increased by 212 percent.
From the former Soviet Union area,
they increased by 167 percent. That is
mostly from the Ukraine. From Tai-
wan, by 558 percent. I do not think any-
body could say with a straight face
that the quality of the steel or the
process that they used was that much
better than ours, and in fact it prob-
ably was not better at all.

So I stand here along with my col-
leagues and I ask that we together, and
I ask the administration, to work with
us together to make sure that our steel
industry and those who have worked in
it and built it and built a large part of
this Nation be rewarded for their hard
work, be given the opportunity to con-
tinue to be a strong industry, that they
can rebuild themselves, that they only
ask that they be given a level playing
field with other countries that are
steel producers, and that we make sure
that given this opportunity now, that
the ITC has given us a decision show-
ing that they have been injured by
dumping, that they get the oppor-
tunity again to get back on their feet.

Because not only is it important to
my region, the regions that many of
my colleagues represent, it is impor-
tant to our entire Nation that we have
a strong steel industry, not only for
the automobile industry, not only for
the appliance industry, but for the de-
fense industry, for the defense of this
Nation, and for our future.

I thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for his leadership.

Mr. ENGLISH. I thank the gentle-
woman. I congratulate her particularly
on serving within the Steel Caucus, al-
ready as a member of the executive
committee and one of the effective
leadership, helping us shape the strat-
egy to bring this issue to the point
where it has arrived today, where there
is an opportunity for the President,
through his action, to put this steel in-
dustry on a much more level playing
field.

It is worth noting, since he initiated
the 201, already it has had a substantial
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effect on imports and already it is hav-
ing some effect on steel prices, forcing
foreign competitors to rethink their
strategies and rethink their dumping.

I also want to congratulate the steel-
workers unions, the United Steel-
workers Union, the Independent Steel-
workers Union, and the industry which
is so diverse yet has come together be-
hind the notion that this 201, coupled
with a 40 percent tariff through the
President’s initiative, is ultimately
going to lead to a strong, competitive,
world-class American steel industry for
the future.

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, the health of
the domestic steel industry is vital to our na-
tion, and it is the lifeblood of my district of
northern Michigan. Without meaningful com-
prehensive relief, 40% tariffs over 4 years for
all segments of the steel industry, including
slab steel we will not recover from the current
crisis.

Only the strongest of remedies can offer
any hope for our nation’s steel and iron ore in-
dustries to survive. Over 30 steel companies
are in bankruptcy, including the LTV Corpora-
tion, a part owner and customer of the Empire
Mine in northern Michigan. Michigan’s iron ore
mines have felt the impact of these bank-
ruptcies as the steel companies that have
been their customers go out of business one
by one. Most recently as a result of LTV's
bankruptcy, the Empire Mine has been shut
down, and over 800 employees are currently
out of work.

With the Empire Mine shut down, Michigan
has only one remaining iron ore mine, the
Tilden Mine which is located in Marquette
County. The Empire and the Tilden Mines
have been a vital part of the economies of the
Upper Peninsula and the state of Michigan. In
addition to the 2,000 employees of these
mines, our citizens have been employed in the
transportation of ore from the mines, to the
ports, to the steel mills along the Great Lakes,
as well as in the power plants that supply
these mines, and many other related indus-
tries.

| was very pleased by the unanimous find-
ing of injury by the U.S. International Trade
Commission. However, | was troubled by the
relief recommended by a majority of the board
in the form of a tariff-rate quota on slabs, be-
ginning in the first year with a 20% tariff on
slab imports over 7 million tons. This will be
insufficient relief to the iron ore industry and to
the steel companies whose blast furnance op-
erations must compete with the cheap slab
steel that is flooding our country.

Rather, the relief for semi-finished steel slab
must be equivalent to that recommended for
the other covered industry products: there
must be a tariff on each and every ton that en-
ters this country. We need tariffs of at least
40% on steel slabs. Without such a tariff, mil-
lions of tons of slab steel will continue to enter
the U.S. market at artificially low prices, and
will continue to harm our domestic industry.

Now is the time to act to save the steel in-
dustry. Our national security, our manufac-
turing base, our workers, our communities de-
pend upon a strong domestic steel industry.
Now is the time to stand up for steel!

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, | want to
thank Representatives VISCLOSKY and ENGLISH
for organizing tonight's special order on the
crisis facing the hardworking men and women
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in the U.S. steel industry, and for their dedica-
tion and leadership on this crucial issue.

Since the late 1990's, the steady increase in
imported steel into our country has put the
U.S. steel industry and the future of U.S.
steelworkers and their families in serious jeop-
ardy. To date, 28,000 steelworkers across the
country have lost their jobs.

These losses have ripple effects throughout
their communities. When steel mills close,
businesses around them close, people leave
their towns and neighborhoods. Bonds and
traditions built over years are broken.

We must take action immediately. Now,
more than ever, we must unite in defense of
meaningful protection. It is time to stand firm
against illegal dumping by foreign competitors.

In December, the International Trade Com-
mission called on the President to impose tar-
iffs on foreign steel—to protect American fami-
lies. Since then, three steel companies have
collapsed, leaving hundreds of steelworkers
without jobs—men and women who have
dedicated years to making the highest quality
steel available.

By March 6th—just a week away—the
deadline arrives for the President to act. He
will have to decide whether to protect steel-
workers and their families or to protect foreign
interests. | strongly urge him to do the right
thing and stand with our nation’s steelworkers.

| am proud to stand shoulder-to-shoulder
with the men and women who are coming to
the Capitol tomorrow to rally for meaningful re-
lief, for their jobs, for the highest quality steel
in the world, for a safe future for their families.

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, the crisis
facing the American steel industry not only
jeopardizes thousands of jobs in Michigan and
the industrial Midwest, but also threatens the
long-term stability and strength of the Amer-
ican economy. We must commit ourselves as
Americans to making sure our trade laws have
teeth and our country never becomes depend-
ent on foreign steel.

The events of the last few months should
also remind us that the steel crisis also jeop-
ardizes our national defense capabilities. If we
no longer have the mills and workers to
produce steel, the strength of our armed
forces—which today are the world’s most pow-
erful—will be dependent upon our ability to im-
port foreign steel. This is an unnecessary
gamble and a grave concern. During World
War Il it was our ability to out-produce our
foes in the factory that led to our victory on
the battlefield.

Twenty steel makers have filed chapter 11
bankruptcy protection since 1998. Steel prices
are at their lowest point in 20 years. Some
20,000 steelworkers have lost their jobs since
1998. Since 1980, the number of American
steelworkers has fallen from 460,000 to
140,000. Statistics have not measured the job
and economic losses that have been absorbed
by those whose work is tied to the steel indus-
try.

Great Lakes Steel once operated with near-
ly 12,000 employees; today they employ less
than a third that number. During the second
quarter of 2001 alone, their parent company
lost over $110 million. Rouge Steel is also
struggling to survive; Rouge finished 1999 and
2000 with net losses.

These plants, like many across the nation,
have been periodically hit by hard times and
have survived. The industry has always gritted
its teeth and survived by relying on what
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makes it competitive in the world market: qual-
ity. It has continually improved productivity and
product. In fact, the steel industry has invested
nearly $35 billion in steel plant modernization
since 1995. The productivity of the American
steel industry has improved 180 percent since
1980.

For the last few decades, we have world
economies becoming more interdependent.
Some job losses in the industry could not be
avoided, but American steel regrouped and
made itself competitive on the world market-
place. All the industry and workers asked in
return was for a level playing field with foreign
competitors, and that trade laws be enforced.

We all know this has not happened, particu-
larly over the last five years. Subsidized for-
eign steel from Russia, China, Japan, and
Brazil has been dumped into the United States
at prices so low that there is no way the un-
subsidized American steel industry can com-
pete. Last year, steel import levels were 83
percent higher than the annual import average
for the last eight years.

Hopefully the playing field will soon be lev-
eled, as it must be. On October 22, the Inter-
national Trade Commission voted that imports
have been a substantial cause of serious in-
jury to the U.S. steel industry in affirmative de-
cisions covering nearly 80 percent of total im-
port tonnage. The decision was a significant
step that set the stage to provide a temporary
period of strong, effective steel import relief.
Such relief would provide a period of time to
allow U.S. steel producers to recover and to
address long-term structural problems in the
U.S. and global steel sector.

It is now up to the President to determine
what measures will be taken. The Congres-
sional Steel Caucus, of which | am a proud
member, has pressed the President to imple-
ment real, meaningful sanctions. On Decem-
ber 7, the ITC voted remedy recommenda-
tions; 5 of 6 Commissioners voted for four
years of tariffs ranging from 20% to 40% on
major categories of finished carbon and alloy
steel imports. The President will make his de-
cision March 6. Words alone will not suffice. |
have already weighed in with the White House
on this matter, and have sent the President—
along with my colleagues in the steel cau-
cus—three letters in the past week alone.

High tariffs for four years—at or near the 40
percent advocated by the industry and pro-
posed by two Republican ITC Commis-
sioners—are essential if the industry is to re-
cover. Experts have projected that the industry
needs to invest $7-9 billion over the next four
years to stay competitive and adjust to import
competition. This can only happen with the
near-term price relief and market stabilization
that would come from significant tariffs. Sub-
stantial tariffs will do the following: have imme-
diate but modest price effects; allow domestic
producers to significantly increase sales quan-
tities; provide certainty in the market; will dis-
tort trade less than quantitative measures;
and, allow the industry to generate the rev-
enue needed for investments.

Inadequate tariffs, such as the 20 percent
recommended by the ITC plurality, will likely
be absorbed and will have little or no effect in
the market. So-called *“tariff rate quotas,”
which apply an additional duty only after a cer-
tain volume of imports comes in at low or zero
duty rates, will provide no benefits and might
well be worse than nothing at all. Relief on
slab is also critical. Without an effective rem-
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edy on slab, the pressure for domestic pro-
ducers to shut down their hot-ends and stop
making steel will be unstoppable.

Regardless of the President’s decision, Con-
gress’ job is not finished. We must examine
other ways to assist the steel industry, includ-
ing addressing the problem associated with
legacy costs. If nothing is done, and the fed-
eral government does not intervene, 600,000
retirees will lose their hard-earned health care
benefits.

| implore my colleagues to join me in urging
the President to enforce our trade laws, follow
the recommendations of the ITC, and stand up
for American industry and American workers.
Now is the time to level the playing field and
end illegal foreign steel dumping, and save the
American steel industry.

———————

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 Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for
5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BONIOR, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. MCKINNEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia, for 5 minutes,
today.

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

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GANSKE, for 5 minutes, March 6.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, for 5
minutes, today.

(The following Members (at their own
request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mrs. JONES of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. OWENS, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. PAYNE, for 5 minutes, today.

———

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of
the House of the following titles, which
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 1892. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide for the
acceptance of an affidavit of support from
another eligible sponsor if the original spon-
sor has died and the Attorney General has
determined for humanitarian reasons that
the original sponsor’s classification petition
should not be revoked.

H.R. 3699. An act to revise certain grants
for continuum of care assistance for home-
less individual and families.

——
BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Jeff Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ports that on February 27, 2002 he pre-

February 27, 2002

sented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following
bill.

H.R. 2998. To authorize the establishment
of Radio Free Afghanistan.

———————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ENGLISH. Madam Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 29 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, February 28, 2002,
at 10 a.m.

———————

OATH OF OFFICE

The oath of office required by the
sixth article of the Constitution of the
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem-
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele-
gates of the House of Representatives,
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C.
3331:

I, AB, do solemnly swear (or affirm)
that I will support and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States against all en-
emies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear
true faith and allegiance to the same; that I
take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evasion;
and that I will well and faithfully discharge
the duties of the office on which I am about
to enter. So help me God.

has been subscribed to in person and
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the
House of Representatives by the fol-
lowing Member of the 107th Congress,
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C.
25:

Honorable JOHN SULLIVAN, 1lst OKla-
homa.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5647. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of Slovakia
and Slovenia Because of BSE [Docket No. 01—
122-1] received February 22, 2002, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5648. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of Japan
With Regard to Foot-and-Mouth Disease
[Docket No. 01-010-2] received February 22,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

5649. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Change in Disease Status of Greece Be-
cause of BSE [Docket No. 01-065-1] received
February 22, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

5650. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
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