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According to a study of only 12 

States by the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, CAFTA would create over 25,000 
new jobs in these States in the first 
year alone. According to the American 
Farm Bureau, CAFTA will provide a 
substantial competitive advantage to 
U.S. farmers and ranchers, boosting ag-
ricultural exports by $1.5 billion annu-
ally. 

Mr. Speaker, this historic agreement 
will also help consumers by delivering 
a greater choice of goods at lower 
prices. Through more trade, American 
families will be able to buy more, using 
less of their paychecks. We have over 
200 years of history to prove it. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to reject protectionism and instead 
support jobs, support U.S. farmers, sup-
port consumers, and support freedom 
by supporting CAFTA. 

f 

WHY ARE REPUBLICANS NOT IN-
VESTIGATING PLAME OUTING BY 
WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS? 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, today, a 
grand jury continues to investigate 
into the leaking of an undercover 
agent’s identity. Thank goodness a 
grand jury is taking this case seri-
ously, since it does not appear that ei-
ther the White House or House Repub-
licans are interested in finding out who 
is responsible for leaking Valerie 
Plame’s identity. 

Back in the 1990s, House Republicans 
loved ‘‘Roving’’ around in the White 
House’s business. House Republicans 
took 140 hours of testimony to inves-
tigate whether the Clinton White 
House misused its holiday card data-
base. They also once asked President 
Clinton to explain how the White 
House responded to letters sent to the 
President’s cat, Socks. 

But now that we have an issue that is 
clearly begging for congressional over-
sight, House Republicans have been si-
lent. They have not sent a single letter 
to the White House demanding an-
swers. They have not held congres-
sional hearings to investigate the im-
pact such a leak could have on our 
ability to gather intelligence. 

The leaking of a CIA agent’s identity 
is a serious breach of our national se-
curity, and something must be done 
about it. 

f 

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC-CENTRAL 
AMERICAN FREE TRADE AGREE-
MENT 

(Mrs. BIGGERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of DR–CAFTA. 
It is not often I agree with the edi-
torial page of The Washington Post, 
but I want to commend the editorial 

staff for its outstanding piece today en-
titled ‘‘The Stakes in CAFTA.’’ 

The stakes in CAFTA are indeed high 
and go far beyond issues of tariffs and 
trade barriers. As the Post put it, 
‘‘While the U.S. has been focusing on 
terrorism, a new challenge has been 
brewing in its own hemisphere. House 
Members should consider this chal-
lenge before voting to slam the door on 
Central America’s pro-American lead-
ers.’’ 

The Post concludes that CAFTA will 
help the poor of Latin America, cre-
ating 300,000 new jobs and a new mech-
anism for enforcing labor rights. I 
quote, ‘‘The defeat of CAFTA would 
help not antipoverty movements but 
anti-American demagogues, starting 
with Mr. Chavez of Venezuela. For 
them, the retreat of the U.S. from part-
nership with Central America would be 
a major victory.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I would urge support of 
DR–CAFTA. 

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, my colleagues have been saying all 
along that the recently introduced So-
cial Security GROW Act does not ad-
dress the future solvency of Social Se-
curity, that it will cut guaranteed So-
cial Security benefits, and that it con-
tinues the raid on the Social Security 
Trust Fund, despite what its sponsors 
say. 

Well, you do not have to take our 
word for it. Even my friends on the 
other side of the aisle have begun to 
publicly question their party’s plan. 
The gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
KOLBE) said in USA Today that ‘‘you 
must eat your spinach before having 
dessert, and this plan only offers des-
sert: the personal retirement ac-
counts.’’ Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY of 
Iowa said in the L.A. Times that he 
was ‘‘disappointed that the new House 
Republican bill did not address Social 
Security’s impending insolvency.’’ And 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SIMMONS) said to Bloomberg News, ‘‘I 
do not support legislation that takes 
tax dollars and diverts them to private 
accounts.’’ 

This legislation is not the way to 
preserve Social Security. As we prepare 
to celebrate the 70th anniversary of So-
cial Security, we should be straight-
ening it rather than jeopardizing our 
citizens’ hard-earned retirement sav-
ings. 

f 

H.R. 2049, FEDERAL CONTRACTORS 
SECURITY ACT 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, the 
Washington Post carries an editorial 

this morning on illegal immigration, 
and it talks about the Senate begin-
ning to take up that issue today. I look 
forward to our discussion and contin-
ued work on that issue here in the 
House. It is an issue that is of tremen-
dous importance to my home State of 
Tennessee. 

I would like to call the body’s atten-
tion to a bill that I filed that deals 
with immigration reform, H.R. 2049, 
the Federal Contractors Security Act. 
What this does is to require those com-
panies contracting with the Federal 
Government to use the basic worker 
verification program to ensure us, the 
taxpayers, that the individuals work-
ing for them are in the country legally 
and that they are who they claim to 
be. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a national secu-
rity issue, it is a homeland security 
issue, it is an issue of tremendous im-
portance. I encourage the body to look 
at H.R. 2049, and I encourage our lead-
ership to take aggressive action to 
fight illegal immigration. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the Chair will postpone further 
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote 
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on 
which the vote is objected to under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later in the day. 

f 

UNITED STATES TRADE RIGHTS 
ENFORCEMENT ACT 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3283) to enhance resources to en-
force United States trade rights, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 3283 

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 ‘‘United 
States Trade Rights Enforcement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) United States producers that believe 

they are injured by subsidized imports from 
nonmarket economy countries have not been 
able to obtain relief through countervailing 
duty actions because the Department of 
Commerce has declined to make counter-
vailing duty determinations for nonmarket 
economy countries in part because it lacks 
explicit legal authority to do so; 

(2) explicitly making the countervailing 
duty law under subtitle A of title VII of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1671 et seq.) ap-
plicable to actions by nonmarket economy 
countries would give United States pro-
ducers access to import relief measures that 
directly target government subsidies; 

(3) the Bureau of Customs and Border Pro-
tection of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity has encountered particular problems 
in collecting countervailing and anti-
dumping duties from new shippers who de-
fault on their bonding obligations; 
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(4) this behavior may detract from the 

ability of United States companies to re-
cover from competition found to be unfair 
under international trade laws; 

(5) accordingly, it is appropriate, for a test 
period, to suspend the availability of bonds 
for new shippers and instead require cash de-
posits; 

(6) more analysis and assessment is needed 
to determine the appropriate policy to re-
spond to this and other problems experienced 
in the collection of duties and the impact 
that policy changes could have on legitimate 
United States trade and United States trade 
obligations; 

(7) given the developments in the ongoing 
World Trade Organization (WTO) negotia-
tions relating to trade remedies, Congress re-
iterates its resolve as expressed in House 
Concurrent Resolution 262 (107th Congress), 
which was overwhelmingly approved by the 
House of Representatives on November 7, 
2001, by a vote of 410 to 4; 

(8) the United States Trade Representative 
should monitor compliance by United States 
trading partners with their trade obligations 
and systematically identify areas of non-
compliance; 

(9) the United States Trade Representative 
should then aggressively resolve noncompli-
ance through consultations with United 
States trading partners; 

(10) however, should efforts to resolve dis-
putes through consultation fail, the United 
States Trade Representative should vigor-
ously pursue United States rights through 
dispute settlement in every available forum; 

(11) given the huge growth in trade with 
the People’s Republic of China, its impact on 
the United States economy, and the com-
plaints voiced by many United States inter-
ests that China is not complying with its 
international trade obligations, the United 
States Trade Representative should place 
particular emphasis on identifying and re-
solving disputes with China that limit 
United States exports, particularly con-
cerning compliance with obligations relating 
to intellectual property rights and enforce-
ment, tariff and nontariff barriers, subsidies, 
technical barriers to trade, sanitary and 
phytosanitary issues, nonmarket-based in-
dustrial policies, distribution rights, and 
regulatory transparency; 

(12) in addition, the United States Trade 
Representative should place particular em-
phasis on trade barriers imposed by Japan, 
specifically the Japanese trade ban on 
United States beef without scientific jus-
tification, the Japanese sanitary and 
phytosanitary restrictions on United States 
agricultural products, Japanese policies on 
pharmaceutical and medical device reference 
pricing, insurance cross-subsidization, and 
privatization in a variety of sectors that dis-
criminate against United States companies; 

(13) the fixed exchange rate that the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China has maintained until 
recently has been a substantial distortion to 
world markets, blocking the price mecha-
nism, impeding adjustment of international 
imbalances, and serving as a source of large 
and increasing risk to the Chinese economy; 

(14) such behavior has effectively pre-
vented market forces from operating effi-
ciently in the People’s Republic of China, 
distorting world trade; 

(15) in a welcome move, the People’s Re-
public of China has now begun to move to a 
more flexible exchange rate, and it should 
continue to so move to a market-based ex-
change rate as soon as possible; 

(16) in light of this recent positive develop-
ment, the Secretary of Treasury should pro-
vide to Congress a periodic assessment of the 
mechanism adopted by the Chinese Govern-
ment to relate its currency to a basket of 
foreign currencies and the degree to which 

the application of this mechanism moves the 
currency closer to a market-based represen-
tation of its value; 

(17) in addition, Japan’s policy of inter-
vening to influence the value of its currency 
and its prolific barriers to trade create dis-
tortions that disadvantage United States ex-
porters; 

(18) this adverse impact is magnified by Ja-
pan’s role in the global marketplace, com-
bined with its chronic surplus, weak econ-
omy, deflationary economy, low growth rate, 
and lack of consumer spending; and 

(19) accordingly, the United States Trade 
Representative should have additional re-
sources in the Office of the General Counsel, 
the Office of Monitoring and Enforcement, 
the Office of China Affairs, and the Office of 
Japan, Korea, and APEC Affairs to address a 
variety of needs that will best enable United 
States companies, farmers, and workers to 
benefits from the trade agreements to which 
the United States has around the world. 
SEC. 3. APPLICATION OF COUNTERVAILING DU-

TIES TO NONMARKET ECONOMY 
COUNTRIES. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) COUNTERVAILING DUTIES IMPOSED.—Sec-

tion 701(a)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1671(a)(1)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘(including a nonmarket economy country)’’ 
after ‘‘country’’ each place it appears. 

(2) DEFINITION OF COUNTERVAILABLE SUB-
SIDY.—Section 771(5)(E) of such Act (19 U.S.C. 
1677(5)(E)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new sentences: ‘‘With respect 
to the People’s Republic of China, if the ad-
ministering authority encounters special dif-
ficulties in calculating the amount of a ben-
efit under clause (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv) of this 
subparagraph, the administering authority 
may use methodologies for identifying and 
measuring the subsidy benefit which take 
into account the possibility that prevailing 
terms and conditions in China may not al-
ways be available as appropriate bench-
marks. When applying such methodologies, 
where practicable, the administering author-
ity should adjust such prevailing terms and 
conditions before considering the use of 
terms and conditions prevailing outside 
China.’’. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON DOUBLE COUNTING.—In 
applying section 701(a)(1) of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended by subsection (a), to a class 
or kind of merchandise of a nonmarket econ-
omy country, the administering authority 
shall ensure that— 

(1) any countervailable subsidy is not dou-
ble counted in an antidumping order under 
section 731 of such Act (19 U.S.C. 1673) on the 
same class or kind of merchandise of the 
country; and 

(2) the application of section 701(a)(1) of 
such Act is consistent with the international 
obligations of the United States. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) apply to any petition 
filed under section 702 of the Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1671a) on or after 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
the provisions contained in subsection (b) 
apply to any subsequent determination made 
under section 733, 735, or 751 of such Act (19 
U.S.C. 1673b, 1673d, or 1675). 
SEC. 4. NEW SHIPPER REVIEW AMENDMENT. 

(a) SUSPENSION OF THE AVAILABILITY OF 
BONDS TO NEW SHIPPERS.—Clause (iii) of sec-
tion 751(a)(2)(B) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1675(a)(2)(B)(iii)) shall not be effective 
during the 3-year period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) REPORT ON THE IMPACT OF THE SUSPEN-
SION.—Not later than 2 years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Commerce, the United States 

Trade Representative, and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, shall submit to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives a report containing— 

(1) recommendations on whether the sus-
pension of the effectiveness of section 
751(a)(2)(B)(iii) of the Tariff Act of 1930 
should be extended beyond the date provided 
in subsection (a) of this section; and 

(2) assessments of the effectiveness of any 
administrative measures that have been im-
plemented to address the difficulties giving 
rise to the suspension under subsection (a) of 
this section, including— 

(A) problems in assuring the collection of 
antidumping duties on imports from new 
shippers; and 

(B) burdens imposed on legitimate trade 
and commerce by the suspension of avail-
ability of bonds to new shippers by reason of 
the suspension under subsection (a). 

(c) REPORT ON COLLECTION PROBLEMS AND 
ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED SOLUTIONS.— 

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in consultation 
with the Commissioner of the Bureau of Cus-
toms and Border Protection and the Sec-
retary of Commerce, shall submit to the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on Fi-
nance of the Senate a report describing the 
major problems experienced in the collection 
of duties, including fraudulent activities in-
tended to avoid payment of duties, with an 
estimate of the total amount of uncollected 
duties for the previous fiscal year and a 
breakdown across product lines describing 
the reasons duties were uncollected. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The report shall 
make recommendations on additional ac-
tions to address remaining problems related 
to duty collections and, for each rec-
ommendation, provide an analysis of how the 
recommendation would address the specific 
problem or problems cited and the impact 
that implementing the recommendation 
would have on international trade and com-
merce (including any additional costs im-
posed on United States businesses and 
whether the implementation of the revision 
is likely to violate any international trade 
obligations). 
SEC. 5. COMPREHENSIVE MONITORING OF COM-

PLIANCE BY THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF CHINA WITH ITS INTER-
NATIONAL TRADE OBLIGATIONS. 

(a) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS COM-
PLIANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 
terms of the Agreement of WTO Accession 
for the People’s Republic of China, subse-
quent agreements by Chinese authorities 
through the U.S.-China Joint Commission on 
Commerce and Trade (JCCT), and other obli-
gations by Chinese officials related to its 
trade obligations, the United States Trade 
Representative and the Secretary of Com-
merce shall undertake to ensure that the 
Government of the People’s Republic China 
has taken the following steps: 

(A) The Chinese Government has increased 
the number of civil and criminal prosecu-
tions of intellectual property rights viola-
tors by the end of 2005 to a level that signifi-
cantly decreases the current amount of in-
fringing products for sale within China. 

(B) China’s Supreme People’s Court, Su-
preme People’s Procuratorate, and Ministry 
of Public Security have issued draft guide-
lines for public comment to ensure the time-
ly referral of intellectual property rights 
violations from administrative bodies to 
criminal prosecution. 

(C) The Chinese Ministry of Public Secu-
rity and the General Administration of Cus-
toms have issued regulations to ensure the 
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timely transfer of intellectual property 
rights cases for criminal investigation. 

(D) The Chinese Ministry of Public Secu-
rity has established a leading group respon-
sible for overall research, planning, and co-
ordination of all intellectual property rights 
criminal enforcement to ensure a focused 
and coordinated nationwide enforcement ef-
fort. 

(E) The Chinese Government has estab-
lished a bilateral intellectual property rights 
law enforcement working group in coopera-
tion with the United States whose members 
will cooperate on enforcement activities to 
reduce cross-border infringing activities. 

(F) The Chinese Government has aggres-
sively countered movie piracy by dedicating 
enforcement teams to pursue enforcement 
actions against pirates and has regularly in-
structed enforcement authorities nationwide 
that copies of films and audio-visual prod-
ucts still in censorship or import review or 
otherwise not yet authorized for distribution 
are deemed pirated and subject to enhanced 
enforcement. 

(G) By the end of 2005, the Chinese Govern-
ment has completed its legalization program 
to ensure that all central, provincial, and 
local government offices are using only li-
censed software and by the end of 2006 has 
extended the program to enterprises (includ-
ing state-owned enterprises). 

(H) The Chinese Government, having de-
clared that software end-user piracy is con-
sidered to constitute ‘‘harm to the public in-
terest’’ and as such will be subject to admin-
istrative penalties nationwide, has initiated 
civil and criminal prosecutions of software 
end-user violators. 

(I) The Chinese Government has appointed 
an Intellectual Property Rights Ombudsman 
at the Chinese Embassy in Washington, D.C., 
to serve as the point of contact for United 
States companies, particularly small- and 
medium-sized businesses, seeking to secure 
and enforce their intellectual property rights 
in China or experiencing intellectual prop-
erty rights problems in China. 

(J) The relevant Chinese agencies, includ-
ing the Ministry of Commerce, the China 
Trademark Office, the State Intellectual 
Property Office, and the National Copyright 
Administration of China have significantly 
improved intellectual property rights en-
forcement at trade shows and issued new reg-
ulations to achieve this goal. 

(K) Not later than June 30, 2006, the Chi-
nese State Council has submitted to the Na-
tional People’s Congress the legislative 
package needed for China to accede to the 
World Intellectual Property Organization 
(WIPO) Internet treaties. 

(L) The Chinese Government has taken 
steps to enforce intellectual property right 
laws against Internet piracy, including 
through enforcement at Internet cafes. 

(M) The Chinese Government, having con-
firmed that the criminal penalty thresholds 
in the 2004 Judicial Interpretation are appli-
cable to sound recordings, has instituted 
civil and criminal prosecutions against such 
violators. 

(N) The Chinese Government has initiated 
civil and criminal prosecutions against ex-
porters of infringing recordings. 

(2) DISPUTE SETTLEMENT PROCEEDINGS IN 
WTO.—If the President determines that the 
People’s Republic of China has not met each 
of the obligations described in subparagraphs 
(A) through (N) of paragraph (1) or taken 
steps that result in significant improve-
ments in protection of intellectual property 
rights in accordance with its trade obliga-
tions, then the President shall assign such 
resources as are necessary to collect evi-
dence of such trade agreement violations for 
use in dispute settlement proceedings 

against China in the World Trade Organiza-
tion. 

(b) ACCESS FOR EXPORTS OF UNITED STATES 
GOODS.—In accordance with the terms of the 
Agreement of WTO Accession for the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, subsequent agree-
ments by Chinese authorities through the 
U.S.-China Joint Commission on Commerce 
and Trade (JCCT), and other obligations by 
Chinese officials related to its trade obliga-
tions, the United States Trade Representa-
tive and the Secretary of Commerce shall 
undertake to ensure that the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China has taken the 
following steps: 

(1) China has taken steps to ensure that 
United States products can be freely distrib-
uted in China, including by approving a sig-
nificant backlog of distribution license ap-
plications and by preparing a regulatory 
guide for businesses seeking to acquire dis-
tribution rights that expands on the guide-
lines announced in April 2005. 

(2) Chinese officials have permitted all en-
terprises in China, including those located in 
bonded zones, to acquire licenses to dis-
tribute goods throughout China. 

(3) The Chinese Government has submitted 
regulations on management of direct selling 
to the Chinese State Council for review and 
taken any additional steps necessary to pro-
vide a legal basis for United States direct 
sales firms to sell United States goods di-
rectly to households in China. 

(4) The Chinese Government has issued 
final regulations on direct selling, including 
with respect to distribution of imported 
goods and fixed location requirements. 

(c) ACCESS FOR EXPORTS OF UNITED STATES 
SERVICES.—In accordance with the terms of 
the Agreement of WTO Accession for the 
People’s Republic of China, subsequent 
agreements by Chinese authorities through 
the U.S.-China Joint Commission on Com-
merce and Trade (JCCT), and other obliga-
tions by Chinese officials related to its trade 
obligations, the United States Trade Rep-
resentative and the Secretary of Commerce 
shall undertake to ensure that the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China has 
taken the following steps: 

(1) The Chinese Government has convened 
a meeting of the U.S.-China Insurance Dia-
logue before the end of 2005 to discuss regu-
latory concerns and barriers to further liber-
alization of the sector. 

(2) The Chinese Government has made sen-
ior level officials available to meet under the 
JCCT Information Technology Working 
Group to discuss capitalization require-
ments, resale services, and other issues as 
agreed to by the two sides. 

(d) ACCESS FOR UNITED STATES AGRI-
CULTURE.—In accordance with the terms of 
the Agreement of WTO Accession for the 
People’s Republic of China, subsequent 
agreements by Chinese authorities through 
the U.S.-China Joint Commission on Com-
merce and Trade (JCCT), and other obliga-
tions by Chinese officials related to its trade 
obligations, the United States Trade Rep-
resentative and the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall undertake to ensure that the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China has 
taken the following steps: 

(1) China has completed the regulatory ap-
proval process for a United States-produced 
corn biotech variety. 

(2) China’s Administration of Quality Su-
pervision, Inspection and Quarantine has im-
plemented the 2005 Memorandum of Under-
standing between the United States and 
China designed to facilitate cooperation on 
animal and plant health safety issues and 
improve efforts to expand United States ac-
cess to China’s markets for agricultural 
commodities. 

(e) ACCOUNTING OF CHINESE SUBSIDIES.—In 
accordance with the terms of the Agreement 

of WTO Accession for the People’s Republic 
of China, subsequent agreements by Chinese 
authorities through the U.S.-China Joint 
Commission on Commerce and Trade (JCCT), 
and other obligations by Chinese officials re-
lated to its trade obligations, the United 
States Trade Representative and the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall undertake to en-
sure that the Government of the People’s Re-
public of China has provided a detailed ac-
counting of its subsidies to the World Trade 
Organization by the end of 2005. 

(f) REPORTS.— 
(1) BIANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than six 

months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, and every six months thereafter, 
the President should transmit to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Fi-
nance of the Senate a report that contains— 

(A) a description of the specific steps taken 
by the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China to meet its obligations described in 
subsections (a) through (e) of this section 
(other than obligations described in sub-
sections (a)(1)(A) and (G), (b)(1), (c)(1), and 
(e)); 

(B) an analysis of the extent to which Chi-
nese officials are attempting in good faith to 
meet such obligations; and 

(C) a description of the actions, if any, the 
President will take to obtain compliance by 
China if the President determines that the 
Chinese Government is failing to meet such 
obligations, including pursuing United 
States rights under the dispute settlement 
provisions of the World Trade Organization, 
as appropriate. 

(2) MONTHLY REPORT.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and every 30 days thereafter, the Presi-
dent should transmit to the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate a report that contains— 

(A) a description of the specific steps taken 
by the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China to meet its obligations described in 
subsections (a)(1)(A) and (G), (b)(1), (c)(1), 
and (e); 

(B) an analysis of the extent to which Chi-
nese officials are attempting in good faith to 
meet such obligations; and 

(C) a description of the actions, if any, the 
President will take to obtain compliance by 
China if the President determines that the 
Chinese Government is failing to meet such 
obligations, including pursuing United 
States rights under the dispute settlement 
provisions of the World Trade Organization, 
as appropriate. 
SEC. 6. REPORTS ON CURRENCY MANIPULATION 

BY FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
(a) REPORT ON CURRENCY MANIPULATION.— 

Not later than 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report that— 

(1) defines currency manipulation; 
(2) describes actions of foreign countries 

that will be considered to be currency ma-
nipulation; and 

(3) describes how statutory provisions ad-
dressing currency manipulation by trading 
partners of the United States contained in, 
and relating to, section 40 of the Bretton 
Woods Agreements Act (22 U.S.C. 286y) and 
sections 3004 and 3005 of the Exchange Rates 
and International Economic Policy Coordi-
nation Act of 1988 (22 U.S.C. 5304 and 5305) 
can be better clarified administratively to 
provide for improved and more predictable 
evaluation. 

(b) REPORT ON ACTIONS BY CHINA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In light of the recent posi-

tive announcement by the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China with respect 
to increased exchange rate flexibility, the 
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Secretary of the Treasury shall submit to 
the appropriate congressional committees a 
report that examines the mechanism adopted 
by the Chinese Government to relate its cur-
rency to a basket of foreign currencies and 
the degree to which the application of this 
mechanism moves the currency closer to a 
market-based representation of its value. 

(2) DEADLINE.— The initial report required 
by this subsection shall be submitted to the 
appropriate congressional committees not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act and subsequent reports 
shall be included in the report required 
under section 3005 of the Exchange Rates and 
International Economic Policy Coordination 
Act of 1988 (22 U.S.C. 5305). 

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(1) the Committee on Ways and Means and 
the Committee on Financial Services of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(2) the Committee on Finance and the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs of the Senate 
SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR THE OFFICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 141(g)(1)(A) of the 

Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2171(g)(1)(A)) is 
amended by striking clauses (i) and (ii) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(i) $44,779,000 for fiscal year 2006. 
‘‘(ii) $47,018,000 for fiscal year 2007.’’. 
(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The amend-

ment made by paragraph (1) shall not be con-
strued to affect the availability of funds ap-
propriated pursuant to section 141(g)(1)(A) of 
the Trade Act of 1974 before the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
THE OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL AND 
CERTAIN OTHER OFFICES.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated to the Office of the 
United States Trade Representative for the 
appointment of additional staff in or en-
hanced activities by the Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, the Office of Monitoring and 
Enforcement, the Office of China Affairs, and 
the Office of Japan, Korea, and APEC Af-
fairs— 

(1) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(2) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

the Congress that the enforcement of United 
States rights and of obligations of United 
States trading partners under trade agree-
ments has gained such significance that the 
United States Trade Representative should 
determine which of its current positions is 
most responsible for carrying out these im-
portant enforcement duties and should as-
sign that position, in addition to any other 
title, the title of Chief Enforcement Officer. 
SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR THE UNITED STATES INTER-
NATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 330(e)(2)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(19 U.S.C. 1330(e)(2)(A)) is amended by strik-
ing clauses (i) and (ii) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(i) $62,752,000 for fiscal year 2006. 
‘‘(ii) $65,890,000 for fiscal year 2007.’’. 
(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The amend-

ment made by subsection (a) shall not be 
construed to affect the availability of funds 
appropriated pursuant to section section 
330(e)(2)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930 before 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) STUDY AND REPORT ON TRADE AND ECO-
NOMIC RELATIONS WITH CHINA.— 

(1) STUDY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States Inter-

national Trade Commission shall carry out a 
comprehensive study on trade and economic 

relations between the United States and the 
People’s Republic of China which addresses 
China’s economic policies, including its ex-
change rate policy, the competitiveness of 
its industries, the composition and nature of 
its trade patterns, and other elements im-
pacting the United States trade account, in-
dustry, competitiveness, and employment. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subparagraph (A), the United 
States International Trade Commission shall 
undertake the following: 

(i) An analysis of the United States trade 
and investment relationship with China, 
with a focus on the United States-China 
trade balance and trends affecting particular 
industries, products, and sectors in agri-
culture, manufacturing, and services. The 
analysis shall provide context for under-
standing the U.S.-China trade and invest-
ment relationship, by including information 
regarding China’s economic relationships 
with third countries and China’s changing 
policy regime and business environment. The 
analysis shall include a focus on United 
States-China trade in goods and services, 
United States direct investment in China, 
China’s foreign direct investment in the 
United States, and the relationship between 
trade and investment. The analysis shall 
make adjustments, where possible, for mer-
chandise passed through Hong Kong. 

(ii) An analysis of the competitive condi-
tions in China affecting United States ex-
ports and United States direct investment. 
The analysis shall take into account, to the 
extent feasible, significant factors including 
tariffs and non-tariff measures, competition 
from Chinese domestic firms and foreign- 
based companies operating in China, the Chi-
nese regulatory environment, including spe-
cific regulations and overall regulatory 
transparency, and other Chinese industrial 
and financial policies. In addition, the anal-
ysis shall examine the specific competitive 
conditions facing United States producers in 
key industries, products, services, and sec-
tors, potentially including computer and 
telecommunications hardware, textiles, 
grains, cotton, and financial services based 
on trade and investment flows. 

(iii) An examination of the role and impor-
tance of intellectual property rights issues, 
such as patents, copyrights, and licensing, in 
specific industries in China, including the 
pharmaceutical industry, the software indus-
try, and the entertainment industry. 

(iv) An analysis of the effects on global 
commodity markets of China’s growing de-
mand for energy and raw materials. 

(v) An examination of whether or not in-
creased United States imports from China 
reflect displacement of United States im-
ports from third countries or United States 
domestic production, and the role of inter-
mediate and value-added goods processing in 
China’s pattern of trade. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
United States International Trade Commis-
sion shall submit to the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
a report that contains the results of the 
study carried out under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 9. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING EXPAN-

SION OF MEMBERSHIP IN THE 
AGREEMENT ON GOVERNMENT PRO-
CUREMENT OF THE WTO. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Nondiscriminatory, procompetitive, 
merit-based, and technology-neutral pro-
curement of goods and services is essential 
so that governments can acquire the best 
goods to meet their needs for the best value. 

(2) The Agreement on Government Pro-
curement (GPA) of the World Trade Organi-

zation (WTO) provides a multilateral frame-
work of rights and obligations founded on 
such principles. 

(3) The United States is a member of the 
GPA, along with Canada, the European 
Union (including its 25 member States: Aus-
tria, Belgium, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, 
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Ger-
many, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Lat-
via, Lithuania, Luxemburg, Malta, the Neth-
erlands, Poland, Portugal, Slovak Republic, 
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, and the United 
Kingdom), Hong Kong, Iceland, Israel, Japan, 
Korea, Liechtenstein, the Netherlands with 
respect to Aruba, Norway, Singapore, and 
Switzerland. 

(4) Albania, Bulgaria, Georgia, Jordan, the 
Kyrgyz Republic, Moldova, Oman, Panama, 
and Taiwan are currently negotiating to ac-
cede to the GPA. 

(5) The People’s Republic of China joined 
the WTO in December 2001, signaling to the 
international community its commitment to 
greater openness. 

(6) When China joined the WTO, it com-
mitted, in its protocol of accession, to nego-
tiate entry into the GPA ‘‘as soon as pos-
sible’’. 

(7) More than 3 years after its entry into 
the WTO, China has not commenced negotia-
tions to join the GPA. 

(8) Recent legal developments in China il-
lustrate the importance and urgency of ex-
panding membership in the GPA. 

(9) In 2002, China enacted a law on govern-
ment procurement that incorporates pref-
erences for domestic goods and services. 

(10) The first sector for which the Chinese 
Government has sought to implement the 
new government procurement law is com-
puter software. 

(11) In March 2005 the Chinese Government 
released draft regulations governing the pro-
curement of computer software. 

(12) The draft regulations require that non- 
Chinese software companies meet conditions 
relating to outsourcing of software develop-
ment work to China, technology transfer, 
and similar requirements, in order to be eli-
gible to participate in the Chinese Govern-
ment market. 

(13) As a result of the proposed regulations, 
it appears likely that a very substantial 
amount of American software will be ex-
cluded from the government procurement 
process in China. The draft software regula-
tions threatened to close off a market with a 
potential value of more than $8 billion to 
United States firms. 

(14) United States software companies have 
made a substantial commitment to the Chi-
nese market and have made a substantial 
contribution to the development of China’s 
software industry. 

(15) The outright exclusion of substantial 
amounts of software not of Chinese origin 
that is apparently contemplated in the regu-
lations is out of step with domestic pref-
erences that exist in the procurement laws 
and practices of other WTO member coun-
tries, including the United States. 

(16) The draft regulations do not adhere to 
the principles of nondiscriminatory, procom-
petitive, merit-based, and technology-neu-
tral procurement embodied in the GPA. 

(17) The software piracy rate in China has 
never fallen below 90 percent over the past 10 
years. 

(18) Chinese Government entities represent 
a very significant portion of the software 
market in China that is not dominated by pi-
racy. 

(19) The combined effect of rampant soft-
ware piracy and the proposed discriminatory 
government procurement regulations will be 
a nearly impenetrable barrier to market ac-
cess for the United States software industry 
in China. 
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(20) The United States trade deficit with 

China in 2004 was $162,000,000,000, the highest 
with any economy in the world, and a 12.4 
percent increase over 2003. 

(21) China’s Premier, Wen Jiabao, has com-
mitted to rectify this serious imbalance by 
increasing China’s imports of goods and serv-
ices from the United States. 

(22) The proposed software procurement 
regulations that were described by the Chi-
nese Government in November 2004 incor-
porate policies that are fully at odds with 
Premier Wen’s commitment to increase Chi-
na’s imports from the United States, and 
will add significantly to the trade imbalance 
between the United States and China. 

(23) Once it is fully implemented, the dis-
criminatory aspects of China’s government 
procurement law will apply to all goods and 
services that the government procures. 

(24) Other developing countries may follow 
the lead of China. 

(25) In July 2005, senior officials of the Chi-
nese Government announced at the U.S.- 
China Joint Committee on Commerce and 
Trade that China would accelerate its efforts 
to join the GPA and toward this end will ini-
tiate technical consultations with other 
WTO member countries and accordingly 
delay issuing draft regulations on software 
procurement, as it further considers public 
comments and makes revisions in light of 
WTO rules. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Government of the United States 
should strive to expand membership in the 
Agreement on Government Procurement of 
the World Trade Organization (WTO); 

(2) the Government of the United States 
should ensure that the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China meets its WTO 
obligations as recently affirmed through its 
commitment in July 2005 through the U.S.- 
China Joint Committee on Commerce and 
Trade, to join the WTO Agreement on Gov-
ernment Procurement. 

(3) the Government of the United States 
should seek a commitment from the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China to 
maintain its suspension of the implementa-
tion of its law on government procurement, 
pending the conclusion of negotiations to ac-
cede to the Agreement on Government Pro-
curement of the WTO; 

(4) the Government of the United States 
should seek commitments from the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China and 
other countries that are not yet members of 
the Agreement on Government Procurement 
of the WTO to implement the principles of 
openness, transparency, fair competition 
based on merit, nondiscrimination, and ac-
countability in their government procure-
ment as embodied in that agreement; and 

(5) the President should direct all appro-
priate officials of the United States to raise 
these concerns with appropriate officials of 
the People’s Republic of China and other 
trading partners. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. THOMAS) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMAS). 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The United States Trade Rights En-
forcement Act, as amended, is a com-
pendium of a number of positions that 
have been expressed in a bipartisan 
way by Members of this House in re-
gard to some of our trading partners. 

This bill has been identified as an 
‘‘anti-China’’ bill. That simply is not 
the case. The provisions to assist us in 
determining how you examine a non-
market economy and determine wheth-
er or not it is carrying out practices 
that are in violation of the WTO is ap-
plied to any country with a nonmarket 
economy. 

It is true that there are monitoring 
provisions dealing with agreements 
that China has voluntarily laid on the 
table; for example, moving away from 
the Government of China using coun-
terfeit software and, therefore, pro-
tecting intellectual property rights, 
and China assigned itself the date of 
the end of calendar year 2005. This 
merely creates a monitoring process to 
determine how it can be achieved. 

The bill is very timely because it in-
cludes another monitoring process just 
recently announced by the Government 
of China dealing with its currency, its 
desire to unpeg its currency to the U.S. 
dollar and have it move modestly 
against a basket of world currencies. 
That also, in this legislation, would be 
monitored. 

I am pleased to say that the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL) 
and the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Mrs. JOHNSON) have examined and of-
fered a resolution on the government 
procurement agreement of the World 
Trade Organization urging China to 
fully participate. That is included as 
well. 

This bill is designed to meet a num-
ber of Members’ particular concerns fo-
cused on world trade, not just China. 
For example, additional money is being 
provided to the United States Trade 
Representative for enforcement pur-
poses. Yes, it includes the Office of 
China Affairs, but I do want Members 
to know it also includes the Office of 
Japan, Korea, and Asian Pacific Affairs 
because there are several provisions in 
here monitoring, frankly, the Govern-
ment of Japan based upon its unfair 
trade practices, most focused on the 
use of so-called sanitary and 
phytosanitary measures as, in fact, 
nontariff trade barriers. 

So this is a compendium of concerns 
presented at a time that the trade 
issues will be in front of us this week, 
and leadership felt, and I agree as well, 
that this measure allows us to focus 
beyond this hemisphere, in fact, at 
major trading partners and behavior 
that we have seen not just in terms of 
providing tools to enforce U.S. trade 
rights, but to monitor personal indi-
vidual and voluntary commitments 
made by governments as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, we object to the suspen-
sion calendar being used for political 
purposes. As most of us know, this cal-
endar is supposed to be used to expe-
dite legislation that is not controver-
sial and has no substantial opposition. 
One would hardly believe that this bill 

is on the calendar today for purposes of 
improving our trade relationship with 
the People’s Republic of China. 

Clearly, for those who are following 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement with the Dominican Repub-
lic, they know that this is another ef-
fort to elicit votes for a bill that has 
not got bipartisan support and should 
have bipartisan support. I think it is 
bad policy and bad politics for our for-
eign policy and certainly our trade pol-
icy to be used in an effort to solicit 
votes or to be done in a partisan way to 
see who won and who lost. 

The chairman of the committee is 
right that the Democrat side as well as 
working with the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) is very 
anxious to clear up the complexities 
that put the United States at a dis-
advantage as relates to dealing with 
the Chinese Government. But at the 
same time, we truly believe that these 
bills should not be the Rangel bill with 
Democrats or the English bill with Re-
publicans, but rather a bill that we can 
say as members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means and as Member of 
Congress that we have taken it to the 
committees, we have had hearings, and 
we have come out with a position that 
you do not have to check the party to 
know whether it is right or whether it 
is wrong. 

There is a substantial difference be-
tween the bills that the Democrats put 
in, which certainly deals with the pro-
visions that are in the bill before us 
today, but also it prevents the loop-
holes that are in that bill and provides 
for other considerations that would 
make this a better bill and improve our 
relationship with China. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
nothing to do with China and has ev-
erything to do with an attempt to get 
votes for DR–CAFTA. We hope that a 
vote against this bill will send a mes-
sage to Democrats and Republicans not 
to use the procedures of the House for 
political purposes; to not put con-
troversial bills on the suspension cal-
endar, and to take them to the com-
mittee of jurisdiction where they be-
long so that they can be discussed, de-
bated, and then brought to the floor in 
a bipartisan way so that we can look at 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill is pulled 
so that we do not have to take a vote 
on it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1045 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I find it ironic that the 

gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL) would call this bill controversial. 
Perhaps there may be some envy as op-
posed to who gets credit, and I apolo-
gize for mentioning his name if that is 
his concern. What we do not want to do 
is engage is unnecessary bashing, as it 
has been said. 

This is a responsible bill. Some of the 
other measures, and we saw that in the 
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hearings that the Committee on Ways 
and Means has had over China and 
other trade concerns, this bill is 
backed by hearings notwithstanding 
what the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. RANGEL) said. But most of the 
other pieces of legislation in fact vio-
late the very WTO rules that we desire 
China and other nations to follow. 

This bill does not do that. It is a re-
sponsible bill responding in ways that 
are appropriate. Inappropriate re-
sponses that actually violate the WTO 
rules when trying to make the point 
that other nations should follow them 
is, in fact, irresponsible. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. ENGLISH) who has been instru-
mental in producing this bill, and that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH) may control the remainder of 
the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself 31⁄2 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, the argument from the 

other side of the aisle that this issue is 
somehow tied to CAFTA, I think, is 
particularly striking and particularly 
odd because the underlying bill that we 
are considering today should be on the 
consent calendar; it should not be con-
troversial with the bulk of people in 
this Congress who care about the 
American economy. 

Mr. Speaker, today the House has the 
opportunity to vote on a bill that will 
take the largest step toward strength-
ening our trade remedy laws in over 15 
years. This bill is a comprehensive ap-
proach towards eliminating many of 
the inequities that exist in our trading 
relationships, particularly our bilat-
eral U.S.-China trade relationship. It 
holds China and others accountable 
and creates tough mechanisms to en-
sure compliance with trade agreements 
and provides tools for us to gain com-
pliance should our trading partners, 
particularly China, fail to do so. 

Voting for this bill today will send a 
strong signal to Beijing that Congress 
will not sit idly by while China’s mer-
cantilist trade policy injures U.S. em-
ployers and costs us jobs. Voting for 
this bill today will send a strong signal 
to China and every country that this 
Congress will do what it takes to en-
sure that our trading partners fully 
abide by the rules and are not rewarded 
with unfettered access to our market 
when they are not prepared to make 
the tough choices to follow the inter-
national rules. 

It is clear that voting against this 
bill will send a very dangerous signal 
that this Congress is willing to turn a 
blind eye to Chinese complacency and 
we continue with the status quo of un-
fairness to our producers. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a strong, re-
sponsible, and comprehensive initiative 

that would close an existing loophole 
that bars the use of the countervailing 
duty law against nonmarket economies 
such as China. Right now a major tool 
in our arsenal is unavailable in dealing 
with a nonmarket economy or com-
munist countries. It is ridiculous that 
when we find subsidies in France, 
Japan, Brazil, or Taiwan, we can use 
countervailing duties to strip the bene-
fits of those subsidies, but we cannot 
do so if we find the same subsidies in 
China or Vietnam. 

This bill would establish a strong and 
external system to audit China’s com-
pliance with trade obligations on intel-
lectual property rights, market access, 
and transparency; and it would place 
Congress strongly on the record as op-
posing attempts to use the WTO to 
water down domestic trade law protec-
tions. 

It would require the Treasury De-
partment to define currency manipula-
tion and clarify legal protections 
against China and other countries that 
manipulate their currency. It would in-
crease funding for the United States 
trade representative to create more 
trade cops to improve enforcement of 
existing trade laws. 

By replacing current bonds that are 
used by new shippers in antidumping 
cases with cash deposits, we are deal-
ing with one of the biggest loopholes. 

Finally, it would authorize funding 
for the International Trade Commis-
sion. 

Mr. Speaker, passage of this legisla-
tion is essential for the economic fu-
ture of the next generation, for the fu-
ture of good-paying jobs in places like 
northwestern Pennsylvania where we 
make things for a living. We need this 
legislation passed by a Congress willing 
to come together, to put aside its polit-
ical differences, and certainly not vote 
down this legislation merely for polit-
ical positioning on another trade 
agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this 
key legislation. This is the top trade 
vote of this year, and everyone will be 
counted on it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on Trade. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, normally the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) and I 
are on the same side when it comes to 
antidumping and countervailing duty 
bills. Both of us have a strong desire to 
make sure that our antidumping laws 
and countervailing duty laws are en-
forced, particularly as it relates to our 
manufacturing industries. We differ on 
this bill. 

This bill purports to move forward 
and clarify the use of countervailing 
duty remedies against nonmarket 
economies, but it establishes two new 

loopholes that will make it difficult for 
industry to get relief. It is already dif-
ficult for industry to get relief. This 
bill will make it more difficult. 

I find it difficult how people can un-
derstand our debate here today. These 
are very complicated issues talking 
about double counting. I would like to 
have a debate with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) in regards 
to problems of double counting. These 
are complex issues. This bill is on the 
suspension calendar. We cannot even 
offer any amendments or substitutes. 
We are limited to 40 minutes of debate. 
That is not the way we should be talk-
ing about a major issue concerning our 
relationships with nonmarket econo-
mies and our trading rules. 

This bill does address some specific 
issues, but does not address the prob-
lems. As it deals with countervailing 
duties, it creates two new problems for 
cases to be filed. 

In regard to currency manipulation 
by China, an issue that many of us 
have talked about on this floor, what 
does this bill do, it sets up another 
study by the Treasury Department. We 
already know what they are going to 
do. They have already reported back to 
us. We need action. 

In regard to the use of safeguards, no 
action in this bill. 

International property violations, no 
action in this bill. 

In regards to the loophole Chinese ex-
porters have to avoid paying duties, it 
provides a temporary 3-year provision 
rather than permanently fixing the ac-
tion. 

Despite what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania said, there is no new 
money in this bill in order to enforce 
our laws. We have already gone 
through the appropriation process 
what this bill purports to do through 
the suspension calendar. 

Mr. Speaker, we should be able to 
consider H.R. 3306 introduced by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL). That bill would fix the counter-
vailing duty problems we have with 
nonmarket economies such as China. It 
would allow us to take action against 
Chinese manipulation of currency. It 
would allow action to be taken in re-
gards to the safeguards that we have 
negotiated with China on the WTO ac-
cession agreement. It would provide 
permanent relief in regards to the loop-
hole that Chinese exporters are cur-
rently using to avoid duties. 

That is the legislation we should be 
able to consider, at least through 
amendment, but we cannot because of 
the process that is being used here. The 
bottom line is this legislation actually 
creates more problems in industry 
being able to bring antidumping or 
countervailing duty actions, and we 
should not be making it more difficult. 
It is already too difficult for industries 
to get the type of relief that they de-
sire. We should have a full and open de-
bate on our relationship with non-
market economies. This legislation 
does not allow us to do it. I urge my 
colleagues to reject the suspension. 
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Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW), the 
distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Trade. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH) for yielding me this time. I 
rise today in strong support of this leg-
islation. 

I first want to recognize the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH), a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means Subcommittee on 
Trade, for his persistence in bringing 
this bill to the House floor. 

Today, China continues its emer-
gence as a major global market. As a 
member of the World Trade Organiza-
tion, China has developed competitive 
domestic industries. However, as a 
World Trade Organization member, 
China must comply with international 
standards which promote fairness and 
respect for the rule of law. 

Many in this Chamber, including my-
self, feel that Beijing can do a much 
better job in demonstrating to the 
world that its markets are transparent 
and fair both to consumers and export-
ers to China. At the same time, we 
have to be focused and pragmatic in de-
termining how we can be most effec-
tive in establishing checks. This is not 
and should not continue to be an op-
portunity for political rhetoric that I 
have heard here this morning. 

The legislation before us allows for a 
number of these checks. In this bill we 
create an extensive monitoring of the 
Chinese market and its compliance on 
a range of issues, such as intellectual 
property enforcement, whether the cur-
rency mechanism is being implemented 
properly, market access to the United 
States goods, and its accountability of 
Chinese subsidies. 

I am pleased to hear the news out of 
Beijing and the Chinese Government 
that the Chinese Government has de-
cided to float its currency against a 
basket of currencies and has appre-
ciated the currency to a certain degree 
after 10 years. This first step is a posi-
tive one, but it must not be met with-
out oversight. We must continue en-
gaging the Chinese Government on the 
importance of a complete movement 
toward a managed float of its currency. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN), a former ranking 
member of the Subcommittee on Trade 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill be-
fore us, in a word, is a smoke screen; 
and it has so little smoke, let alone 
any fire, that Members can see straight 
through it. 

At its very best, it is feeble; at its 
worse, it disguises what the real prob-
lem is. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) raised the issue why this is on 
suspension. The gentleman from New 

York (Mr. RANGEL), I, and others intro-
duced legislation, H.R. 3306. And I want 
to ask the chairman of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), and the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman 
THOMAS), why not put this bill not on 
suspension but regular order? Why not 
sit down with Democrats, including the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL) and others, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) and myself, and 
try to come up with a truly bipartisan 
bill? The other side of the aisle has not 
done that. 

They say they are adding provisions 
adding countervailing duties, but then 
they add other provisions which make 
it essentially impossible to work. They 
talk about currency. I say to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH), it is more reports. The Ran-
gel bill talks about more than reports. 

The Rangel bill has a definition of 
currency manipulation and the ability 
under 301 to do something about it. The 
Rangel bill also recreates super-301 so 
we will indeed be able to take action 
and ensures that this administration 
will take action when China does not 
meet its commitments. 

b 1100 
This bill should be voted down so 

that we can have an honest discussion 
and debate on this floor about the way 
to handle this problem. The gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMAS) said 
something about WTO violation. The 
bill that the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. RANGEL) introduced is completely 
consistent with our WTO obligations. 
So bringing that up is a total dodge. 

This is an effort, I guess, to give 
some people some cover to vote for an-
other bill. We should not be handling 
our relationships with China in that 
manipulative a way. I urge everybody 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill and give this 
Congress, this House that is supposed 
to be the people’s House, a chance to 
discuss this bill with amendments. 
This is another example of the abuse of 
power by this majority, stifling debate, 
trying to stuff things through on sus-
pension, 40 minutes, no amendment. 

What is going to happen is, I think, 
that this bill will be voted down so 
that we can take an honest, serious 
look at this problem on a bipartisan 
basis. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
HAYWORTH), a distinguished member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Madam Speaker, 
perhaps it is the eternal lament of a 
minority within a legislative body to 
focus constantly on process and to 
share their frustrations with process. 
But perhaps it is better to focus on pol-
icy and what this legislation, which I 
support, will do. 

The 40th President of the United 
States, the late Ronald Wilson Reagan, 

enshrined these three words as part of 
American policy: trust but verify. The 
legislation on the floor today deals 
with verification. I say as one who op-
posed a trading agreement with China 
that this legislation brings the moni-
toring capacity necessary to under-
stand what happens in international 
trade. Simply stated, Madam Speaker, 
if you want to get in the game, play by 
the rules. 

While we have seen all sorts of coun-
terfeiting and theft of American intel-
lectual property, this legislation takes 
steps to put that to a stop and to mon-
itor the behavior. Trust but verify. 
Vote ‘‘yes’’ on this legislation. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New York 
for yielding me this time. As always, 
the devil is in the details. Ladies and 
gentlemen, this law guts the counter-
vailing duties provisions that we have 
been living by. 

Check this out: traditionally, the 
data that we use to determine whether 
or not a subsidy takes place is used by 
basing that data on comparable market 
economies. So we want to trust, but we 
want to verify. This bill requires the 
administration to use data from China. 
We are going to be basing our decisions 
on data that is gathered by the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China. If China’s data 
says there is no subsidy, well, then, 
there is no subsidy, regardless of what 
the other comparable economies might 
say. We are going to trust an adminis-
tration that has brought one WTO case 
since 2001, and we want to try to com-
pete with the Chinese? 

Last week in the Education Com-
mittee, we cut $11 billion from Pell 
grants. No Child Left Behind is under-
funded. We have millions of kids living 
in poverty. Meanwhile, the Chinese 
graduated 700,000 engineers last year. 
We graduated 35,000. Healthy, educated 
children and enforce international law, 
that is how you compete with the Chi-
nese. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself 30 sec-
onds. 

First of all, the last speaker appears 
to have read the other party’s bill, not 
ours. The Democrats’ bill is actually 
weaker than our bill because it ignores 
a recommendation by the GAO to au-
thorize the Commerce Department to 
use third-country information in coun-
tervailing duty cases against China 
consistent with China’s WTO accession 
commitment. Without this provision, 
the countervailing duty provision 
would be difficult to use and could be 
subject to endless court challenges. 
They have simply misread this legisla-
tion and done it in an egregious way. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Mrs. JOHNSON), a distinguished mem-
ber of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 3283. As one who advocated 
China’s entry into the WTO, I am con-
cerned and disappointed with China’s 
passage of a law on government pro-
curement that incorporates strong 
preferences for domestic goods and 
services, fostering discrimination 
against, for example, software compa-
nies that have made a substantial com-
mitment to the development of the 
Chinese software industry. The com-
bined effect of rampant software piracy 
and the proposed discriminatory gov-
ernment procurement regulations will 
create a nearly impenetrable barrier to 
U.S. software. This at a time when the 
trade deficit with China is at an all- 
time high. 

Madam Speaker, I call on the Chi-
nese Government to immediately enter 
into negotiations to accede to the 
agreement on government procurement 
of the WTO as they committed to 3 
years ago and to suspend the imple-
mentation of its law on government 
procurement. 

I urge my colleagues to vote over-
whelmingly for this bill to send a very 
strong message to China on all the 
fronts the bill covers, not the least of 
which is government procurement. We 
have the chance to send a strong mes-
sage and take strong action, and this 
bill will do it. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I think this discussion, especially the 
opposition to the Rangel bill by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH), just shows the complexity as 
well as sincerity of those people that 
would like to put some checks on the 
conduct of the Chinese trade people 
and I think emphasizes why this bill 
should not be on the suspension cal-
endar. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. I thank the gen-
tleman from New York for yielding me 
this time. 

Madam Speaker, we have been here 
before. Congress has often resorted to 
bills and memoranda of understanding 
concerning China. But the U.S. trade 
deficit with China has continued to in-
crease. So I am not going to stand here 
and argue process. We can look at the 
history and the fact of the whole archi-
tecture of agreements that we have had 
with China, memoranda of under-
standing, concerns that Members of 
Congress from both sides of the aisle 
brought to this floor in order to try to 
manage United States trade with 
China. 

Remember we were told that a 
memorandum of understanding on pris-
on labor with China would remove 
their competitive advantage and re-
store balanced trade. But the U.S. 
trade deficit with China worsened. 

Remember the agreement to reaffirm 
the 1992 market access memorandum of 

understanding. We passed that, but the 
U.S. trade deficit with China grew 
worse. 

Remember China’s agreement to 
lower tariffs on imports. They cut the 
tariffs from 42 percent to 23 percent, 
then to 17 percent, then to 12 percent. 
But the U.S. trade deficit with China 
got worse. 

Remember China stopped arbitrary 
limits on maintaining agricultural im-
ports. That was supposed to be a boon 
for the United States. But the U.S. 
trade deficit with China got worse. 
That is exactly the story that we see 
with NAFTA and the WTO and, this 
week, CAFTA. 

Why does the U.S. trade deficit with 
China keep getting worse no matter 
what we do? No matter what our best 
intentions are? The U.S. trade deficit 
with China keeps getting worse be-
cause labor costs in China are so much 
cheaper. 

Hello? Wake up, America. We are giv-
ing away our jobs here, and the central 
issue is the cheap labor in China. You 
can pass all of these agreements you 
want. They are not going to amount to 
a hill of beans, because the fact of the 
matter is that the U.S. trade deficit in 
China will continue to grow, it will ap-
proach $200 billion, as long as the labor 
costs are cheaper. That is why we are 
losing jobs. That is why the trade def-
icit is growing. That is why we are los-
ing market share. With all due respect 
to my good friend from Pennsylvania, I 
do not see this bill amounting to any-
thing. Vote against it. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
CHOCOLA), a distinguished member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means and 
an authentic advocate of fair trade. 

Mr. CHOCOLA. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding time. 

Madam Speaker, before being elected 
to Congress, I ran a manufacturing 
business that did a significant percent-
age of our sales outside the United 
States. I have seen the opportunities of 
free trade and the global marketplace, 
and I have seen how those opportuni-
ties can lead to jobs right here at 
home. We did business in over 100 coun-
tries, including countries like China. I 
am convinced that China needs to be a 
strong trading partner with the United 
States long term. But for China to suc-
cessfully and fairly participate in the 
global marketplace, they must live up 
to their trade obligations. They must 
respect and enforce intellectual prop-
erty rights. They must open market 
access for U.S. goods, services, and ag-
riculture. They must not manipulate 
their currency to distort trade. 

The Trade Rights Enforcement Act 
offers a wide range of measures to en-
sure China abides by its international 
commitments. Madam Speaker, with a 
level playing field, U.S. businesses can 
compete with anybody anywhere at 
any time. With 96 percent of the 
world’s consumers outside the United 
States, the global marketplace holds 

great promise. This bill is a strong tool 
to make sure China abides by the rules 
of free trade and puts U.S. businesses 
in a competitive position to take ad-
vantage of those opportunities. I en-
courage all of my colleagues to support 
the Trade Rights Enforcement Act. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL), a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

(Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, let me thank the gentleman 
from New York for yielding me this 
time. 

Madam Speaker, this legislation in 
front of us today as it relates to China 
is about one thing and one thing only: 
providing political cover for those who 
are reluctant to embrace CAFTA. That 
is all this is about. It is about outing 
CAFTA. The majority realizes if they 
simply put CAFTA on the floor, they 
do not have even the muscle in this in-
stance to put this legislation through. 
So what are we doing instead? We are 
offering a veneer to the American peo-
ple, a ruse, as it relates to the prob-
lems we are having with our trade 
practices in China. 

Is there anybody who believes that 
this is about to alter our trading prac-
tices with China? We all know it is 
badly out of balance. And this legisla-
tion makes the problem worse. 

Currency manipulation in this legis-
lation, no action. Dealing with Chinese 
trade barriers in this legislation, no ac-
tion. We are going to monitor and 
study. I think that if they put a study 
in front of this House, we all ought to 
take a test on it in 2 years. Sit down 
and we will all pay attention to the 
test that they offer. Imagine in a seri-
ous issue like this, we are going to ask 
for studies. 

Safeguards, no action. Subsidies, 
they create more loopholes than they 
address. On customs duties, they have 
a 3-year, but listen to this, temporary 
measure to deal with the issue. 

This is a sloppy bill. It is going to do 
more harm than good. When it is over, 
the professors will have their jobs, the 
trade lawyers will have their jobs, the 
editorial writers across the country 
will have their jobs; but the men and 
women of organized labor who call this 
for what it is, they know that their 
jobs are at risk and they are opposed to 
this legislation. It guts trade laws, and 
it gives more power to WTO. It pur-
ports to help solve problems with cus-
toms enforcement. It makes them 
worse. It does not require China to 
make meaningful changes to its policy 
of currency manipulation. How much 
more emphasis can we put on that 
issue in this institution? We need to re-
calibrate our trading relationship with 
China. This will not do it, and every-
body knows it. An emphasis on that 
term, recalibrate our trading relation-
ship with China. 

When we get done with this legisla-
tion today, and there is some question 
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as to whether or not they can pass it, 
I am just going to close on this note. 
We have a highly regarded regular 
order in this institution of the respon-
sibilities of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, the committee that many 
members of this institution desire to 
be on. You do not go around the com-
mittee the way this is being done. You 
go through the committee. You have 
hearings with a respected tradition in 
this House of Representatives for the 
Committee on Ways and Means. You do 
not do this through the back door. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
REYNOLDS), a distinguished advocate of 
fair trade and a member of the Sub-
committee on Trade. 

(Mr. REYNOLDS asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

b 1115 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Madam Speaker, I 

recently hosted roundtables with man-
ufacturers in my district. Whether it is 
currency manipulation or unfair sub-
sidies, it is clear that our local employ-
ers have long had enough of the way 
China cheats on trade. 

As John Hoskins of Curtis Screw in 
Buffalo told me, they have ‘‘never been 
afraid to compete globally.’’ But this 
century-old manufacturer can only 
compete globally if they can compete 
fairly, and they note that some of their 
Chinese competitors have much of the 
cost subsidized by the government. 

‘‘To put this in perspective,’’ he said, 
‘‘the only way . . . U.S. manufacturers 
can compete . . . is if the United States 
Government begins to pay for our 
building, our labor, and employee bene-
fits and . . . other costs of doing busi-
ness.’’ That is exactly what the Chi-
nese are doing today. 

The United States Trade Rights En-
forcement Act will help combat illegal 
subsidies, provide additional funding 
for enforcement of trade laws, and 
make certain that our products and 
services have fair access to Chinese 
markets, all critical aspects of our 
fight to ensure fair trade. 

I commend the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) and the 
gentleman from California (Chairman 
THOMAS) for their hard work on this 
issue, and I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support this legis-
lation. 

As a long-time champion of fair trade and a 
lead cosponsor of this legislation, I rise in 
strong support of the U.S. Trade Rights En-
forcement Act. 

When China was permitted to join the World 
Trade Organization in 2001, there was an im-
plicit promise made to American businesses, 
workers, and consumers—that we would get a 
fair deal in our trade relations with the Chi-
nese. Yet, in so many areas—intellectual 
property rights, currency valuation, subsidies, 
trade barriers, you name it—we see China fail-
ing to uphold its end of the bargain by ignoring 
international trade norms. 

The bill includes a variety of measures that 
will help bring an end to unfair trade practices 

abroad, and level the playing field for Amer-
ican companies and workers. The counter-
vailing duties provision is especially important 
for local manufacturers. 

It’s an important instrument for U.S. busi-
nesses trying to successfully combat illegal 
subsidies; and it is a big reason why the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers (NAM) has 
expressed its strong support for this measure. 

I recently hosted roundtables with manufac-
turers in my district; and whether it’s currency 
manipulation or unfair subsidies, it’s clear that 
our local employers have long had enough of 
the way China cheats on trade. As John Hos-
kins of Curtis Screw in Buffalo told me, they’ve 
‘‘never been afraid to compete globally.’’ But 
this century-old manufacturer can only com-
pete globally if they can compete fairly, and 
they note their Chinese competitors have 
much of their costs subsidized by the govern-
ment. ‘‘To put this in perspective,’’ he said, 
‘‘the only way * * * U.S. manufacturers can 
compete * * * is if the US government begins 
to pay for our building * * * our labor, our em-
ployee benefits and * * * other costs of doing 
business.’’ ‘‘That’s exactly what the Chinese 
are doing today.’’ 

I have always maintained that our products 
and our workers can compete anywhere, with 
anyone in the world, as long as that competi-
tion is fair. 

This bill will help combat illegal subsidies, 
provide additional funding for enforcement of 
trade laws, and make certain that our products 
and services have fair access to Chinese mar-
kets—all critical aspects of our fight to ensure 
fair trade. 

I commend Congressman ENGLISH and 
Chairman THOMAS for their hard work on this 
issue; and I urge my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to support this bill. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms. 
HART), a distinguished member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and a 
member of the executive committee of 
the Congressional Steel Caucus. 

Ms. HART. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I rise in support of this bill, and I am 
mystified by the opposition on the 
other side of the aisle. It appears that 
partisan politics trumps good business. 
It appears that partisan politics 
trumps their interest in American 
manufacturers. 

Foreign subsidies products exported 
to the United States continue to cause 
extreme financial hardship for these 
manufacturers. While rules exist to 
provide countervailing duties on such 
products, rules do not take into ac-
count the advantages enjoyed by non-
market economies like China. 

Because China is such a major global 
trader, China’s undervalued fixed-ex-
change rate has exacerbated signifi-
cant imbalances between trading part-
ners. Under China’s fixed-exchange 
rate, the U.S. annual bilateral trade 
deficit accelerated since 2001, reaching 
$162 billion in 2004. While U.S. exports 
to China increase, its undervalued cur-
rency has burdened U.S. manufactur-

ers, restricted market opportunities for 
exporting our products into China. 

Meeting with businesses in my dis-
trict, the three main complaints I have 
heard from my district regarding China 
have been piracy of product, the dump-
ing of products on our market, and the 
currency pegging issue. 

I believe that we need to support this 
legislation, reject the Democrat bill, 
which does not address these issues. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. ROGERS), one of the key 
players in developing this legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) for yield-
ing me this time, and I thank the 
chairman for working on this bill. 

Quickly, one of the things that my 
mother used to tell me is self-pity 
never solved one problem. We know 
how to fix this bill. I should not feel 
sorry for them; they should not feel 
sorry for me. We should vote on the bill 
that will make a difference. 

These are counterfeit parts made in 
China. They are robbing and stealing 
from the American economy. We have 
the chance today for the first time to 
put a law enforcement trade officer in 
charge so that when they get up in the 
morning, the first thing they do is 
work on how to stop China from doing 
exactly this and stealing jobs from our 
economy. 

There is a town in China, 80 percent 
of the parts, over 30 outlets, were coun-
terfeit. If we do not step up to the plate 
with this bill, we are going to lose and 
continue to lose $12 billion a year just 
in automobile part counterfeiting. 

This is our chance. I plead with those 
on the other side, if they truly care 
about labor, if they care about the in-
dividual that gets up in the morning, 
plays by the rules, and is trying to 
compete in a world market, they will 
vote for this bill. They will send a mes-
sage to China that American jobs are 
worth fighting for. Give us a fair, level 
playing field, and we will compete; we 
will win. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. BARRETT), another 
strong advocate of fair trade for Amer-
ican workers and American farmers. 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time. 

I rise in strong support of H.R. 3283, 
the United States Trade Rights En-
forcement Act. 

Madam Speaker, this bill goes to the 
heart of what we know is true in South 
Carolina: China cheats. I thank Presi-
dent Bush and the administration for 
stepping up their trade enforcements 
this year, and I especially commend 
them for expediting the implementa-
tion of the Chinese textile safeguards 
to combat recent surges in exports to 
our market, but when it comes to 
China, more must be done. 
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The United States Trade Rights En-

forcement Act would provide the nec-
essary tools to ensure China meets the 
trade obligations it has agreed to in 
order to become a member of the WTO. 
In addition, it holds in this legislation 
that China will be accountable. It is 
common sense to say here is what they 
have agreed to, and if they do not fol-
low through, there will be con-
sequences. 

How we deal with China today affects 
our future, our jobs and our livelihood. 
That is why I urge all my colleagues to 
level the playing field for everybody 
and support H.R. 3283. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MURPHY), a very distinguished advo-
cate of fair trade. 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam Speaker, this 
is one of many bills we need to pass 
that deal with China and its continued 
policy of government support, pegging 
of its currency, not complying with 
trade laws. They have significantly 
lower wages, sometimes slave wages, in 
their plants. Over 90 percent of their 
steel production comes from govern-
ment-owned steel mills. Their steel en-
joys millions of dollars in government 
subsidies. China limits foreign partici-
pation in the wireless market by im-
posing severe regulatory requirements 
on telecommunications imports. The 
lack of intellectual property rights en-
forcement has resulted in epidemic lev-
els of counterfeiting and piracy, caus-
ing serious harm to U.S. businesses. 
The implementation of questionable 
health standards affects what they will 
import from our agriculture. Their 
policies mandate the purchase of Chi-
nese-owned software. They have a 
value-added tax on all non-Chinese 
semiconductors, which also hampers 
American manufacturers’ ability to ex-
port to them. 

These unfair Chinese policies are 
hurting all American businesses, not 
just a few, and impact workers here. 

Only a strong American commitment 
to hold China accountable will bring 
about the changes necessary. Consider-
ation of this bill is an important part 
of what we need to be doing in an ex-
tensive selection of things to hit back 
on China. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, is my understanding 
correct that the gentleman has only 
himself as the remaining speaker with 
4 minutes? 

Mr. RANGEL. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is correct. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
SOUDER), a very distinguished member 
of the Steel Caucus, an advocate of the 
cause of fair trade. 

(Mr. SOUDER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SOUDER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for his leadership. 

It has been alleged here on the House 
floor that this is a trade for CAFTA, to 
get some of our votes. Let me be real 
blunt. It was for me. I took it to the 
President, the Vice President, our 
trade ambassador, the Secretary of 
State, because we have had no action 
on China. Whether it was a Democratic 
President or a Republican President, 
we have had no action on China. 
Whether it was a Democratic Congress 
or a Republican Congress, we had no 
action on China. Every single time we 
come up for a vote, we get rolled. 

We have to hold China accountable. 
This is not perfect, but a vote against 
this bill is a vote for China, not for the 
United States. It is a small step, but a 
critical step. Without the data, if they 
do not let their currency float, how in 
the world do we measure how much 
they are manipulating the currency? 
And those critics of those of us who 
have been putting pressure on China in 
the last few weeks said we could never 
get them to reevaluate their currency. 
It was a little, piddly step, but 2 per-
cent is 2 percent. It is a big admission 
that they have been manipulating their 
currency. 

So rather than declare victory and 
rather than saying we finally, it looks 
like, are going to pass a bill on China, 
the other side wants to take it down, or 
at least a few Members. 

We had better pass this bill, or this is 
yet another victory for China, and we 
will never get anything done except at 
critical moments when they need our 
votes. 

I rise in support of H.R. 3283, the 
United States Trade Rights Enforce-
ment Act. 

The outcry from American manufac-
turers has never been louder. China is 
destroying many American businesses. 
For too long, warnings of these busi-
nesses have been ignored. The Amer-
ican government has negotiated with 
China, talked to China, cajoled China, 
but has declined to act decisively and 
with concrete measures to combat Chi-
na’s policies and help American manu-
facturers. I applaud those at the United 
State Trade Representative office who 
have the daunting task of dealing with 
the Chinese government, but unless 
talk is backed-up with action, it really 
doesn’t matter. 

Congress has also been reluctant to 
help where China is concerned. Al-
though we have passed several resolu-
tions condemning Chinese trade prac-
tices, they are meaningless, and do 
nothing to actually help businesses. 
Often it seems that the piracy of music 
and movies is worth administration 
and congressional action but the piracy 
of manufactured goods or China’s delib-
erate undercutting of manufacturing 
through suspect trade policies does not 
warrant action. 

The hollowing out of American man-
ufacturing does warrant action. Al-
though China’s economy is moving to-
ward the free market, China remains 
an avowed communist country. The 
Communist government and the army 

own countless businesses, including the 
Chinese National Overseas Oil Com-
pany, which recently made a bid for 
Unocal. They prop up many businesses 
with free or reduced-cost energy, low 
cost or no-cost loans and financing, 
and sometimes forced labor. Because of 
Chinese government intervention in 
the economy, Chinese businesses are 
not subject to the same market forces 
as American businesses. 

American businesses have also been 
enticed to set-up shop in China. In ad-
dition to cheaper labor costs, busi-
nesses in China do not have to worry 
about clean air, clean water, OSHA, or 
compliance with a crushing regulatory 
burden. 

Although these things put American 
businesses, particularly manufacturers, 
at a disadvantage, the biggest distor-
tion of the market is China’s currency 
manipulation. Until last week, China 
pegged its currency at 8.28 yuan to the 
dollar. Despite huge growth in the Chi-
nese economy and explosive inter-
national trading, the Chinese govern-
ment refused to revalue its currency. 
Estimates of China’s currency manipu-
lation were anywhere from 20–80 per-
cent. This meant that Chinese goods 
entering the United States were 20–80 
percent cheaper than they should have 
been. And American goods were 20–80 
percent more expensive. 

Last week, the Chinese government 
revalued the yuan by slightly over 2 
percent. While I applaud this move-
ment on the part of the Chinese, there 
is much more that needs to be done. I 
realize that the Chinese cannot adjust 
their currency overnight but I expect 
this latest devaluation to be the first 
of many. I also expect the Bush admin-
istration and future administrations to 
keep pressuring China to restructure 
their financial sectors and currency 
schemes so that they better match 
those of the market-oriented world. 
Their currency needs to flock and let 
markets determine the value, not the 
government. 

As American manufacturers have 
been severely damaged by unfair Chi-
nese policies, the necessary tools to 
fight this unfair competition have not 
been available to them. One important 
tool is tHe countervailing duty, CVD. 
Countervailing duties are taxes as-
sessed to counter the effects of sub-
sidies provided by foreign governments 
to goods exported to the United States. 
Subsidies cause the price of such mer-
chandise to become artificially low, 
which may cause economic ‘‘injury’’ to 
U.S. manufacturers. 

One thing is sure, the artificially low 
price of Chinese merchandise has 
caused injury to American manufactur-
ers. Unfortunately, the most recent in-
terpretation of American trade laws 
does not allow CVDs to be applied to 
non-market economies. H.R. 3283 will 
explicitly allow them to impose CVDs 
on non-market economies. It will allow 
investigators to compare China with 
comparable market economies, most 
likely India, in order to see just how 
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much the Chinese government is un-
fairly aiding its businesses. This will 
not save American manufacturing 
overnight but it will help to level the 
playing field, and allow fair competi-
tion in the global marketplace. 

This legislation comes to the Floor 
at the same time as legislation to im-
plement the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement, CAFTA. I am one of 
many Members that withheld support 
for CAFTA in exchange for concrete ac-
tion on China. Some have criticized the 
efforts to link China and CAFTA. They 
argue that they are two different 
issues. I disagree. CAFTA has been sold 
with the promise that it will open up 
new and bigger markets for American 
manufacturers. That may be, but if 
manufacturers in my district are put 
out of business because of unfair com-
petition from China, whether or not 
they have access to markets in Central 
America will be irrelevant because 
they will be out business. 

I urge all of my colleagues in the 
House and the Senate to vote for this 
necessary tool against unfair trade 
practices. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

One of the major reasons why we are 
opposing this bill is because of the 
process. Clearly a bill is supposed to be 
brought to this floor when it has over-
whelming support, when it is a simple 
bill, naming a post office, having a 
stamp, declaring mothers as being es-
sential for parenthood, things that Re-
publicans and Democrats can look up 
at the scoreboard and see that we have 
435 Members or close to it supporting 
it. 

How can anyone perceive, as one of 
the Members on the other side said, the 
most important trade legislation that 
we ever had will be put on just for 40 
minutes debate? The qualities that 
exist in the English bill, we have been 
able to see some loopholes. He and I 
would want to work together to close 
those loopholes. All the members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means feels 
the same way about trying to do some-
thing to contain the overreaching of 
China. What makes the other side be-
lieve that we Democrats are not enti-
tled to participate in the substantive 
nature of sensitive, complex legisla-
tion? 

Putting this on the suspension cal-
endar, in my opinion, is an insult to 
Members on both sides of the aisle and 
is an insult to those people who over-
sight what we do, because the suspen-
sion calendar means that we never 
thought that they would ever have a 
problem with it, and that is why we did 
not share what is in this bill. 

I also think that it is really unfair to 
have the Members of Congress to be-
lieve that this bill comes to the floor 
because of its importance and therefore 
has to be passed on the suspension cal-
endar. We have plenty of time to work 
in the Committee on Ways and Means 
in dealing with this so that we can be 
proud that we do not have a Rangel bill 

or an English bill or a Republican bill 
or a Democratic bill. The pride should 
come when we have a congressional bill 
which we can say both sides have an 
opportunity to hear witnesses; to see 
what the impact is going to be, wheth-
er it is going to work or not work; to 
see whether those who have fought to 
put checks on China feel satisfied that 
we have done it; and to be able to say 
to foreigners that we may have dif-
ferences among ourselves, political dif-
ferences, but when it comes to trade 
policy, we speak with one voice. The 
flag is up, and we speak for the United 
States of America. 

So I recognize how important it is to 
pass the DR–CAFTA bill. I recognize 
that there is a problem because Demo-
crats were not involved and Repub-
licans cannot get the votes. But I do 
not know how many suspension bills 
they are going to bring in as an excuse 
to get Members to say, I got them to 
talk about China, and therefore I am 
going to vote for CAFTA. 

It is not enough to talk about China 
and the problems that we face. What 
we should be doing is bringing these 
issues up in the committee that has ju-
risdiction, and we are so proud of it, 
and to make certain that the best we 
can is to have this as a bipartisan ef-
fort on both sides. 

So this is not the first time that the 
committees of jurisdiction have had to 
have Members bypassed in terms of 
their input, bypassed in terms of the 
ability to have amendments, and by-
passed in terms of saying that we have 
to find some way to find some bill that 
we can get bipartisanship on it. The ve-
hicle to do this normally, from the 
record of the Congress, are the suspen-
sion bills. But trade bills should not be 
on the suspension calendar. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

Madam Speaker, I would like, in this 
closing minute, to cut through the fog 
of process arguments and weird Alice 
in Wonderland illusions to linkage to 
other trade agreements. This is impor-
tant legislation, and it is important in 
itself, and it deals directly with key 
problems that we are having in our 
trade relations, particularly with 
China. 

b 1130 

This legislation closes loopholes, not 
creates loopholes. It allows us, for the 
first time, to apply countervailing du-
ties to nonmarket economies. That is a 
good thing. I realize our friends on the 
other side of the aisle never engaged on 
the SOS bill, the underlying core of 
this bill, nor cosponsored it. I realize 
that they have been behind the curve 
on this. 

We have to move today and put this 
on the calendar today so that we can 
move quickly to send a message to 
China that we are going to close the 
loopholes, that we are going to audit 
their compliance with their trade obli-
gations, that we are going to oppose 

the WTO watering down our domestic 
trade relations; and we are determined 
to put more money into trade so that 
we can enforce these agreements. 

If you care about China, if you care 
about trade, vote for this bill and avoid 
the petty partisan politics. 

Mr. HERGER. Madam Speaker, I believe it 
is critical that we seek out abuses in existing 
agreements, and reform such laws that are 
detrimental to U.S. producers. Such is cur-
rently the case with unfair honey imports from 
China. 

In my northern California Congressional Dis-
trict, honey and honeybees play a critical role 
in pollinating many of our important export 
crops, including almonds. 

Because Chinese ‘‘new shippers’’ are al-
lowed to circumvent antidumping orders by 
posting bonds, the honey industry in California 
and nationwide faces serious and continuing 
price declines, making it difficult for honey pro-
ducers to provide bees for pollination. 

This bill would suspend the bonding privi-
lege for a three-year period. Madam Speaker, 
I would like to thank my colleagues, Rep-
resentative ENGLISH, Chairman SHAW and 
Chairman THOMAS for their work on this mat-
ter. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, when China 
joined the WTO, the U.S. and China entered 
into an ‘‘accession protocol.’’ Among other 
things, that protocol anticipates that the United 
States may find that China is subsidizing ex-
ports, and in that case, the United States may 
seek to impose countervailing duties, to level 
the playing field. The Department of Com-
merce is required to use Chinese data to 
measure the size of the subsidy, ‘‘where prac-
ticable,’’ but use of Chinese cost and pricing 
data is not always practicable, so similar data 
must be drawn from a comparable country. As 
originally drawn, this bill dropped the key 
phrase, ‘‘where practicable.’’ It restricted the 
ability of the Commerce Department to meas-
ure subsidies in China and other non-market 
economies. Due to a barrage of complaints 
from U.S. industry, that phrase was added 
back at the last moment, before this bill was 
brought to the floor. 

But two other problems, to which U.S. in-
dustry objects, were not corrected. 

First of all, this bill requires the Department 
of Commerce to ensure that there is no ‘‘dou-
ble-counting’’ of countervailing duties and anti- 
dumping duties. Current law only requires that 
there be no double-counting of export sub-
sidies, but makes no provision with respect to 
antidumping duties. Commerce has called this 
change ‘‘wholly inappropriate.’’ These are the 
words of the Commerce Department: ‘‘The 
proposed change would put China into a spe-
cial category distinct from all other countries 
when subject to concurrent anti-dumping and 
countervailing duty investigations.’’ According 
to the Department of Commerce, this restric-
tion ‘‘would raise complex methodological 
questions, the costs of which may far out-
weigh any purported equity gains of any such 
adjustment.’’ 

Secondly, this bill gives the WTO Dispute 
Settlement Body special influence over U.S. 
law. WTO decisions are not self-executing. 
The Congress decides how, when, and wheth-
er to implement a WTO decision. This bill 
would require the Commerce Department to 
ensure that our application of countervailing 
duty law to non-market economies is con-
sistent with our international obligations. There 
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is no guarantee how the WTO would rule if 
this aspect of this law were brought before it. 
This provision could place WTO dispute settle-
ment tribunals on a special footing when deal-
ing with U.S. laws. 

If this bill were brought up as a regular bill, 
it would be amendable, and these troubling 
provisions could be changed or deleted. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to H.R. 3283 on 
both process and policy grounds. This legisla-
tion is on the floor this week simply to provide 
political cover for members who vote for the 
flawed Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment. The consideration of this bill is not a 
real attempt to react to Chinese currency ma-
nipulation, trade barriers and state-sponsored 
subsidies. It is merely an empty, rhetorical re-
sponse to our valid concerns about China’s 
ability to utilize CAFTA to circumvent U.S. 
trade laws. 

The bill’s title—the U.S. Trade Rights En-
forcement Act—is, at best, a misnomer, be-
cause it actually prevents our country from en-
forcing its trade rights. While the bill purports 
to apply U.S. countervailing duty law to China, 
it contains three glaring loopholes that strip us 
from any ability to enforce that law. First, the 
bill limits our use of third-party data when in-
vestigating Chinese subsidies in anti-dumping 
cases. The effect of this provision is to force 
us to use China’s own data in these cases, 
even though we’ve learned time and again 
that China does not play fair in the global 
trade market. 

The bill also exempts Chinese domestic 
subsidies when industries file both anti-dump-
ing and countervailing duty cases. This provi-
sion essentially applies a more lenient stand-
ard to non-market economies than to market 
economies under U.S. anti-dumping and CVD 
law. Let me remind my colleagues that our 
goal here is to get tough on China, not give 
them a free pass while holding our friends with 
market economies to a tougher standard. 

The bill also imposes extra burdens on the 
U.S. that raises serious issues with regard to 
both sovereignty and separation of powers. 
The bill would direct the Commerce Depart-
ment to essentially pre-clear the application of 
U.S. law to ensure consistency with the WTO. 
While every other U.S. law is deemed WTO- 
compliant unless and until the WTO rules oth-
erwise, this bill makes our actions toward 
China jump through extra international hoops 
before it can ever be applied. 

Even worse—for the first time ever—the bill 
would give the Commerce Department the 
power to align U.S. law with the WTO, without 
action from Congress. Article I, Section 8 of 
the U.S. Constitution gives the Congress—not 
the executive branch—the sole responsibility 
for the regulation of foreign commerce. This 
provision is a serious infringement on the 
power of the legislative branch and strips the 
Congress of much, if not all, authority to deal 
with our country’s trade concerns with China. 

I urge my colleagues not to fall for the ma-
jority’s empty rhetoric. This bill will do nothing 
to help our trade problems with China and is 
a thinly-veiled diversionary tactic to shore up 
votes for the flawed CAFTA agreement. Look 
beyond the majority’s smoke and mirrors, and 
vote against this ill-timed and ill-conceived leg-
islation. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
opposition to H.R. 3283. The so-called United 
States Trade Rights Enforcement Act would 

provide little to no remedy for those in my dis-
trict who are deeply concerned about the ever 
growing trade deficit with the Peoples Repub-
lic of China due to its longstanding illegal pol-
icy of currency manipulation. 

This is a major issue. Congress should be 
considering this measure for more than forty 
minutes and with the opportunity to offer 
amendments. However, this will not be the 
case today because of the procedures under 
which this bill was brought to the floor. We 
should be debating this issue in great depth, 
not the rather cursory discussion we are hav-
ing today. We should be talking seriously 
about complex issues like ‘‘Super 301,’’ ‘‘dou-
ble counting,’’ and what exactly we should do 
with our countervailing duties. We should be 
talking about why our trade deficit with China 
is now at $162 billion and continues to grow 
with no end in sight. We should be talking 
about the fact that China doubled its holding 
of U.S. debt between 2001 and 2004. And we 
should be talking about how jobs in our home 
states have been affected and what we can 
do to help American businesses who are 
struggling to export their goods to China. 

But that debate unfortunately will not hap-
pen today. 

Rather, today the House is considering H.R. 
3283 because of an agreement reached, I pre-
sume to secure votes in favor of the seriously 
flawed Dominican Republic-Central American 
Free Trade Agreement, (DR–CAFTA). The 
majority has chosen to play politics on the 
floor today rather than seriously address the 
issues resulting from China’s currency manip-
ulation and the resulting trade imbalance that 
has ballooned between the United States and 
China. 

I have heard from a number of constituents 
in my district who are deeply concerned about 
these issues. And yet today, we are not ad-
dressing their concerns with action, we are re-
questing studies. Today we are not ordering 
countervailing duties to correct for unfair trade 
practices, we are creating additional loopholes 
for China to evade the even paltry counter-
vailing duties that do exist. 

Madam Speaker, today I stand with the peo-
ple in my district who are affected by China’s 
currency manipulation and our soaring trade 
deficit. That is why I have cosponsored a 
number of other bills, such as the bipartisan 
The Chinese Currency Act, H.R. 1498, that 
will actually address China’s currency manipu-
lation. However, I will vote against H.R. 3283, 
and it is my hope that the Congress will re- 
evaluate this serious issue in a detailed fash-
ion to actually address these important issues 
that have bipartisan support. 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
opposition to H.R. 3283, the so-called United 
States Trade Rights Enforcement Act. This bill 
purports to address China’s lax enforcement 
of its international trade obligations. In fact, 
this bill does little to address serious trade 
issues with China, and it is on the House floor 
for only one reason: to garner votes for 
CAFTA later this week. 

There is no question that Congress should 
do everything in its power to enforce trade 
rights worldwide. However, giving lip service to 
an issue that deserves our careful consider-
ation and strong action is a grave disservice to 
the American people. What we should be talk-
ing about today is the Bush Administration’s 
continued failure to decrease our trade deficits 
and promote labor rights, environmental stand-

ards and public health protections with our 
trading partners. 

Let’s look at the facts: In 2004, the U.S. 
trade deficit with China grew to a record $162 
billion. This despite the fact that China joined 
the World Trade Organization, WTO, in 2001 
and should be well on its way to reducing 
trade barriers and opening up their markets to 
U.S. goods and services. Even the United 
States Trade Representative has said that 
China’s WTO compliance efforts are ‘‘far from 
complete and have not always been satisfac-
tory.’’ 

Given these facts, I support strong trade en-
forcement against China. I am a cosponsor of 
H.R. 1498, the Chinese Currency Act, which 
would allow the administration to impose 
countervailing duties due to China’s continued 
currency manipulation. The bill has 110 bipar-
tisan cosponsors and provides real enforce-
ment mechanisms, instead of the studies and 
redefinitions offered by H.R. 3283. If the lead-
ership were serious about China we would be 
voting on this meaningful legislation today. 
But, that is not the case. 

Madam Speaker, we have known about 
trade enforcement issues in China for years. 
But China legislation magically appears only 
now that CAFTA is in trouble. I urge my col-
leagues to vote against this sham bill. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in opposition to H.R. 3283, the United 
States Trade Rights Enforcement Act. 

I do have real concerns about the spiraling 
trade deficit with China and China’s unfair 
trade practices, and I think Congress should 
consider possible legislative responses. 

However, the bill offered today does little to 
provide assistance to U.S. workers, farmers, 
and businesses. In fact, it could create addi-
tional problems for them. In particular, I am 
concerned that the legislation could make it 
more difficult to apply countervailing duties to 
China and other nonmarket economies while 
making it easier for them to hide subsidies. 

Further, by placing this legislation on the 
suspension calendar, which is reserved for 
non-controversial legislation, the Republican 
leadership has refused to offer a full debate to 
Members to consider alternative plans to 
strengthen enforcement of our trade policies 
and hold countries accountable for their trade 
practices. 

This procedure makes it clear that real in-
tent here is not so much to address our trade 
problems—it is more about politics and win-
ning extra votes for passage of CAFTA later 
this week. 

It is unfortunate that the Republican leader-
ship has taken this opportunity to bring about 
stronger trade policies and instead used it to 
consider a bill that is largely symbolic at best, 
and could even be harmful. 

It is for these reasons I will vote against this 
bill. 

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to H.R. 3283, concerning trade with 
China. 

I join with millions of American workers in 
saying no to this ill-conceived Republican gift 
to the Chinese government. 

This bill does nothing to address the grow-
ing unfair trade gap between China and the 
United States—an imbalance purchased with 
China’s exploitation of political prisoners, op-
pressive jail-like working conditions, child 
labor, and suppression of basic freedoms. 

Products made in China are cheap through 
the exploitation of the workforce. Every time 
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we shop, we are driving the nail further into 
the coffin of American manufacturing jobs. 

This bill does nothing to address artificially 
low prices. It does nothing to stop manipula-
tion of currency to drive the United States fur-
ther into a trade imbalance. It does nothing to 
save honest American workers from losing 
their jobs. 

This bill weakens the ability of the United 
States to apply sanctions against China for 
unfair trade practices. Democrats have offered 
several much stronger proposals to deal with 
this issue, and the Republicans have refused 
to let them come to the floor. Not a single one 
has been considered. 

To help U.S. workers, farmers and busi-
nesses, and America’s long-term economic 
security, Congress should take decisive action 
to bring about fair trade with China, instead of 
squandering this opportunity on a weak Re-
publican bill. 

If Congress wants to take real action, it 
should pass comprehensive legislation to end 
currency manipulation; allow U.S. companies 
to challenge subsidized imports from China; 
and fix China safeguard statute and other im-
port remedies to protect U.S. manufacturers 
against surges and other unfair imports from 
China. 

I support American workers in saying, let’s 
combat China’s unfair trade practices by pro-
viding us with the tools to save American jobs. 

It is an insult to American workers that, in 
the same week that Congress is considering 
CAFTA, it is bringing forth a weak China trade 
compromise bill. This demonstrates the major-
ity’s anti-worker agenda, that gives priority to 
Chinese workers instead of American jobs. 

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, I rise in strong 
opposition to this legislation. Isn’t it ironic that 
the proponents of ‘‘free trade agreements’’ like 
CAFTA are lining up squarely behind a bill like 
this that threatens a trade war with China, and 
at the least calls for the United States to ini-
tiate protectionist measures such as punitive 
tariffs against ‘‘subsidized’’ sectors of the Chi-
nese economy? In reality, this bill, which ap-
peared out of the blue on the House floor as 
a suspension bill, is part of a deal made with 
several Members in return for a few votes on 
CAFTA. That is why it is ironic: to get to ‘‘free 
trade’’ with Central America we first need to 
pass protectionist legislation regarding China. 

Madam Speaker, in addition to the irony of 
the protectionist flavor of this bill, let me say 
that we should be careful what we demand of 
the Chinese Government. Take the demand 
that the Government ‘‘revalue’’ its currency, for 
example. First, there is sufficient precedent to 
suggest that doing this would have very little 
effect on China’s trade surplus with the United 
States. As Barron’s magazine pointed out re-
cently, ‘‘the Japanese yen’s value has more 
than tripled since the breakdown of the 
Bretton Woods system, yet Japan’s trade sur-
plus remains huge. Why should the unpegging 
of the Chinese yuan have any greater im-
pact?’’ 

As was pointed out in the Wall Street Jour-
nal recently, with the yuan tied to several for-
eign currencies and the value of the dollar 
dropping, China could be less inclined to pur-
chase dollars as a way of keeping the yuan 
down. Fewer Treasury bond purchases by 
China, in turn, would drive bond prices down 
and boost yields—which, subsequently, would 
cause borrowing costs for residential and 
some corporate customers to increase. Does 

anyone want to guess what a sudden burst of 
the real estate bubble might mean for the 
shaky U.S. economy? This is not an argument 
for the status quo, however, but rather an ob-
servation that there are often unforeseen con-
sequences when we demand that foreign gov-
ernments manipulate their currency to U.S. 
‘‘advantage.’’ 

At the very least, American consumers will 
feel the strengthening of the yuan in the form 
of higher U.S. retail prices. This will dispropor-
tionately affect Americans of lower incomes 
and, as a consequence, slow the economy 
and increase the hardship of those struggling 
to get by. Is this why our constituents have 
sent us here? 

In conclusion, I strongly oppose this ill-con-
sidered and potentially destructive bill, and I 
hope my colleagues will join me in rejecting it. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPITO). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3283, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks on the sub-
ject of H.R. 3283, the bill just consid-
ered. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

BRIAN P. PARRELLO POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 904) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1560 Union Valley Road in 
West Milford, New Jersey, as the 
‘‘Brian P. Parrello Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. 904 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. BRIAN P. PARRELLO POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 1560 
Union Valley Road in West Milford, New Jer-
sey, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Brian P. Parrello Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Brian P. Parrello Post 
Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the Senate bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, the global war on 

terror is being fought at home and 
abroad by the bravest of Americans. 
Lance Corporal Brian Parrello, a 19- 
year-old serving with the Second Ma-
rine Division from Passaic County, 
New Jersey, was one of the most heroic 
of our fellow citizens. 

Lance Corporal Parrello was killed in 
the city of Hadithah in Iraq on New 
Year’s Day of this year. 

I know I speak for all American citi-
zens when I say that we have boundless 
appreciation for Lance Corporal 
Parrello’s service to our Nation. There 
are many ways we can remember his 
immeasurable efforts to rid the world 
of the scourge of international ter-
rorism. One small, but meaningful, way 
we can memorialize Brian’s selfless 
courage and his priceless life is 
through this legislation. 

To get a sense of Brian’s patriotism, 
I want to impart some words that his 
older brother Matthew Parrello shared 
with the local newspaper following 
Brian’s passing in January. Matthew 
told The Bergen Record newspaper that 
Brian ‘‘wanted to serve his country, 
and he loved what he was doing. He was 
proud to be a Marine, and he loved the 
guys he was serving with.’’ 

Matthew said Brian had considered 
joining the military during high 
school. During his senior year, in Feb-
ruary of 2003, Brian enlisted in the Ma-
rine Corps. He began active duty Sep-
tember 22, 2003, three months after his 
high school graduation. 

Sean Poppe, Brian’s high school foot-
ball coach, said Lance Corporal 
Parrello ‘‘possessed a strong desire to 
excel in whatever he did.’’ Indeed, 
Lance Corporal Parrello gave his excel-
lent life to this Nation. 

Madam Speaker, America owes the 
greatest of debts to heroes like Brian 
Parrello. No reward, decoration, or 
compensation can approach what Brian 
Parrello devoted to his country. How-
ever, I appreciate the Senator from 
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