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less interested in simply following
American law. Indeed, at least one Su-
preme Court justice has stated publicly
that following foreign rulings, rather
than U.S. rulings, and I quote, ‘“‘may
create that all important good impres-
sion,” and therefore, and I quote, ‘‘over
time we will rely increasingly .. . on
international and foreign courts in ex-
amining domestic issues.”’

This attitude is especially disturbing
today. The brave men and women of
our Armed Forces are putting their
lives on the line in order to champion
freedom and democracy not just for the
American people, but for people all
around the world. America today is the
world’s leading champion of freedom
and democracy. Meanwhile, the United
Nations is rife with corruption, and the
United Nations Human Rights Commis-
sion is chaired by Libya.

I am disturbed by this trend, and I
hope that the American people will
have a chance to speak out. I believe
that the American people do not want
their courts to make political deci-
sions; they want their courts to follow
and apply the law as it is written. The
American people do not want their
courts to follow the precedents of for-
eign courts; they want their courts to
follow U.S. law and the precedents of
U.S. courts. The American people do
not want their laws controlled by for-
eign governments; they want their
laws controlled by the American gov-
ernment, which serves the American
people. The American people do not
want to see American law and Amer-
ican policy outsourced to foreign gov-
ernments and foreign courts.

So today, I submit a sense of the Sen-
ate resolution, to give this body the op-
portunity to state for the record that
this trend in our courts is wrong, and
that American law should never be re-
versed or rejected simply because a for-
eign government or foreign court may
disagree with it. This resolution is
nearly identical to one that has been
introduced by my colleague in the
House of Representatives, Congressman
ToM FEENEY. I applaud his leadership
and his efforts in this area, and I hope
that both the House and the Senate
will come together and follow in the
footsteps of our Founding Fathers, to
once again defend our right as Ameri-
cans to dictate the policies of our gov-
ernment—informed, but never dictated,
by the preferences of any foreign gov-
ernment or tribunal. And I ask that the
text of the resolution be included at
the appropriate place in the RECORD.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 23—PROVIDING FOR A CON-
DITIONAL ADJOURNMENT OR RE-
CESS OF THE SENATE, AND A
CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES
Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. REID)

submitted the following concurrent

resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

S. CON. RES. 23

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from
Sunday, March 20, 2005, through Sunday,
April 3, 2005, on a motion offered pursuant to
this concurrent resolution by its Majority
Leader or his designee, it stand recessed or
adjourned until noon on Monday, April 4,
2005, or until such other time as may be spec-
ified by the Majority Leader or his designee
in the motion to recess or adjourn, or until
the time of any reassembly pursuant to sec-
tion 2 of this concurrent resolution, which-
ever occurs first; and that when the House
adjourns on any day from Sunday, March 20,
2005, through Monday, April 4, 2005, on a mo-
tion offered pursuant to this concurrent res-
olution by its Majority Leader or his des-
ignee, it stand adjourned until 2 p.m. on
Tuesday, April 5, 2005, or until the time of
any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this
concurrent resolution, whichever occurs
first.

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate
and the Speaker of the House, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the
Senate and the Minority Leader of the
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen-
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble at
such place and time as they may designate
whenever, in their opinion, the public inter-
est shall warrant it.

——
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 24—EXPRESSING THE

GRAVE CONCERN OF CONGRESS
REGARDING THE RECENT PAS-
SAGE OF THE ANTI-SECESSION
LAW BY THE NATIONAL PEO-
PLE’S CONGRESS OF THE PEO-
PLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. KyL, Mr. BOND, Mr. INHOFE, Mr.
COBURN, Mr. DORGAN, and Mr. SCHU-
MER) submitted the following concur-
rent resolution; which was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. CON. RES. 24

Whereas, on December 9, 2003, President
George W. Bush stated it is the policy of the
United States to ‘“‘oppose any unilateral de-
cision, by either China or Taiwan, to change
the status quo” in the region;

Whereas, in the past few years, the United
States Government has urged both Taiwan
and the People’s Republic of China to main-
tain restraint;

Whereas the National People’s Congress of
the People’s Republic of China passed an
anti-secession law on March 14, 2005, which
constitutes a unilateral change to the status
quo in the Taiwan Strait;

Whereas the passage of China’s anti-seces-
sion law escalates tensions between Taiwan
and the People’s Republic of China and is an
impediment to cross-strait dialogue;

Whereas the purpose of China’s anti-seces-
sion law is to create a legal framework for
possible use of force against Taiwan and
mandates Chinese military action under cer-
tain circumstances, including when ‘‘possi-
bilities for a peaceful reunification should be
completely exhausted’’;

Whereas the Department of Defense’s Re-
port on the Military Power of the People’s
Republic of China for Fiscal Year 2004 docu-
ments that, as of 2003, the Government of the
People’s Republic of China had deployed ap-
proximately 500 short-range ballistic mis-
siles against Taiwan;

Whereas the escalating arms buildup of
missiles and other offensive weapons by the
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People’s Republic of China in areas adjacent
to the Taiwan Strait is a threat to the peace
and security of the Western Pacific area;

Whereas, given the recent positive develop-
ments in cross-strait relations, including the
Lunar New Year charter flights and new pro-
posals for cross-strait exchanges, it is par-
ticularly unfortunate that the National Peo-
ple’s Congress adopted this legislation;

Whereas, since its enactment in 1979, the
Taiwan Relations Act (22 U.S.C. 3301 et seq.),
which codified in law the basis for continued
commercial, cultural, and other relations be-
tween the people of the United States and
the people of Taiwan, has been instrumental
in maintaining peace, security, and stability
in the Taiwan Strait;

Whereas section 2(b)(2) of the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act declares that ‘‘peace and stability
in the area are in the political, security, and
economic interests of the United States, and
are matters of international concern’’;

Whereas, at the time the Taiwan Relations
Act was enacted into law, section 2(b)(3) of
such Act made clear that the United States
decision to establish diplomatic relations
with the People’s Republic of China rested
upon the expectation that the future of Tai-
wan would be determined by peaceful means;

Whereas section 2(b)(4) of the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act declares it the policy of the United
States ‘‘to consider any effort to determine
the future of Taiwan by other than peaceful
means, including by boycotts or embargoes,
a threat to the peace and security of the
Western Pacific area and of grave concern to
the United States’’;

Whereas section 2(b)(6) of the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act declares it the policy of the United
States ‘‘to maintain the capacity of the
United States to resist any resort to force or
other forms of coercion that would jeop-
ardize the security, or the social or economic
system, of the people on Taiwan’’; and

Whereas any attempt to determine Tai-
wan’s future by other than peaceful means
and other than with the express consent of
the people of Taiwan would be considered of
grave concern to the United States: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

(1) the anti-secession law of the People’s
Republic of China provides a legal justifica-
tion for the use of force against Taiwan, al-
tering the status quo in the region, and thus
is of grave concern to the United States;

(2) the President should direct all appro-
priate officials of the United States Govern-
ment to convey to their counterpart officials
in the Government of the People’s Republic
of China the grave concern with which the
United States views the passage of China’s
anti-secession law in particular, and the
growing Chinese military threats to Taiwan
in general;

(3) the United States Government should
reaffirm its policy that the future of Taiwan
should be resolved by peaceful means and
with the consent of the people of Taiwan;
and

(4) the United States Government should
continue to encourage dialogue between Tai-
wan and the People’s Republic of China.

————
ORDERS FOR MONDAY, MARCH 21,
20056
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, the
Senate stand in adjournment until 9:30
a.m. on Monday, March 21, unless the
House adopts S. Con. Res. 23, at which
time the Senate will then be in ad-
journment under the provisions of the
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concurrent resolution until 2 p.m. on
Monday, April 4, 2005. I further ask
that following the prayer and the
pledge, the morning hour be deemed to
have expired, the Journal of the pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved, and the
Senate then begin a period of morning
business, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, we are
hopeful that the House of Representa-
tives will be able to act soon on the
Schiavo bill we have just passed. If
they are able to pass that legislation in
the form received and then pass the ad-
journment resolution, it would not be
necessary for this body, the Senate, to
return.

We will then have completed our
work and will adjourn for the Easter
break. If the House is unable to act
and, therefore, does not adopt the ad-
journment resolution, then the Senate
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would automatically return to business
tomorrow morning. I am hopeful that
the House will be able to accept this bi-
partisan and bicameral agreement.

I thank many Members on both sides
of the aisle for expediting this legisla-
tion through the Senate. First and
foremost, I need to thank, once again,
the Senator from Florida, the current
occupant of the chair. We will now wait
and monitor, over the course of the
afternoon and evening, House action.
In all likelihood, it will be a long
evening, but we are prepared to be here
as long as it takes to see that this im-
portant bill passes so it can be sent to
the President immediately for his sig-
nature. Time is of the essence.

If the Senate does not need to return,
I alert Members that we will have a
busy legislative session after adjourn-
ment. There are a number of important
matters to consider, including the sup-
plemental appropriations that we will
turn to when it becomes available.

I announced previously that no votes
will occur on April 4, and therefore
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there is the possibility of votes on
Tuesday, April 5.

Mr. President, for the record, I note
that a colloquy that was printed ear-
lier in the RECORD was between Sen-
ator LEVIN and myself. It is an impor-
tant colloquy that expresses the views
to which we have agreed. I should men-
tion that many such conversations
have gone on between and among all
Senators on both sides of the aisle.

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT OF
THE SENATE

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate stand in adjournment under
the provisions of the adjournment reso-
lution or under the previous order, if
necessary.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 4:40 p.m., adjourned until Monday,
March 21, 2005, at 9:30 a.m.
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