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issued a ruling to allow extradition for sus-
pects facing life in prison in the U.S. for their
crimes. The decision, which overturns a four
year old ban on such extraditions, will now
pave the way for more extraditions to the U.S.
from Mexico.

And on February 23, Mexican law enforce-
ment agents, acting on information provided
by the U.S. Marshals Service, Los Angeles
County Sheriff’'s Department and Los Angeles
County District Attorney’s Office, apprehended
Armando Garcia in the Guadalajara suburb of
Tonala. He is now in custody and U.S. au-
thorities are taking steps to extradite him to
the U.S.

Mr. Speaker, the capture of Armando Garcia
is a victory for justice and, most important, for
the March family. Law enforcement on both
sides of the border deserve tremendous credit
for working together and staying on his trail for
nearly four years. This success demonstrates
the importance of an ongoing dialogue be-
tween our two countries.

While approving H.R. 4472 is a bold step to-
ward enhancing protection of peace officers,
we must continue our efforts to prevent trage-
dies like Deputy March’s murder from ever
happening again. | firmly believe that the Ad-
ministration should use all available resources
to bring about a change in policy in any coun-
try that refuses to extradite murderers to the
U.S. because they may face the death penalty
or life imprisonment for crimes they committed
on our soil.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly support the bill and
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of the
measure.

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R. 4472,
the Children’s Safety Violent Crime Reduction
Act. Every day it seems the American people
are confronted by another heinous case of
child abduction and assault. These crimes are
some of the most jarring to our society and
more must be done to reduce their occur-
rence. Last year, | voted in favor of the Child
Safety Act and | am proud to support this bill
today. H.R. 4472 will strengthen sex offender
registration, community notification and publi-
cation requirements. Many of the violent
crimes against children are preventable if
communities know that possibly dangerous of-
fenders live amongst their neighbors. That is
why | am pleased to see that this bill includes
the Dru Sjodin National Sex Offender Public
Website—a resource for families to identify
sex offenders in their community.

Also Mr. Speaker, | want to thank Chairman
SENSENBRENNER for including my legislation,
H.R. 4883, the Justice for Crime Victims’ Fam-
ilies Act, as part of this necessary bill. As a
former County Commissioner for 10 years, |
have had the experience of working with my
local District Attorney on many important, time
sensitive cases. One of the problems | always
heard is that the police needed better commu-
nication, coordination between their local,
state and Federal counterparts.

My legislation focuses on the need to help
our nation’s criminal investigators conduct in-
vestigations into abductions and homicides
faster and more efficiently and to fill the gap
in communication that was expressed to me in
the County. My bill would require the Attorney
General to produce a report to Congress out-
lining the current state of coordination in infor-
mation sharing between Federal, state and
local law enforcement, and the sources of
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funding currently available for homicide inves-
tigators. The Attorney General must also ex-
amine what is being done to expand national
criminal records databases, enhance the col-
lection of DNA samples from missing persons
and improving the performance of medical ex-
aminations.

| am concerned that not enough is being
done to give our investigators the best infor-
mation available in the fastest time possible.
We can’t hinder our investigators with jurisdic-
tional hurdles and information blockades. My
legislation will look for ways to make commu-
nication and information sharing more efficient
and productive especially for time sensitive
cases. | call on my colleagues to support this
important legislation.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FEENEY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the bill, H.R. 4472, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
EXTENDING NORMAL TRADE RE-
LATIONS TREATMENT TO
UKRAINE

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1053) to authorize the extension
of nondiscriminatory treatment (nor-
mal trade relations treatment) to the
products of Ukraine, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1053

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

Congress finds as follows:

(1) Ukraine allows its citizens the right
and opportunity to emigrate, free of any
heavy tax on emigration or on the visas or
other documents required for emigration and
free of any tax, levy, fine, fee, or other
charge on any citizens as a consequence of
the desire of such citizens to emigrate to the
country of their choice.

(2) Ukraine has received normal trade rela-
tions treatment since 1992 and has been
found to be in full compliance with the free-
dom of emigration requirements under title
IV of the Trade Act of 1974 since 1997.

(3) Since the establishment of an inde-
pendent Ukraine in 1991, Ukraine has made
substantial progress toward the creation of
democratic institutions and a free-market
economy.

(4) Ukraine has committed itself to ensur-
ing freedom of religion, respect for rights of
minorities, and eliminating intolerance and
has been a paragon of inter-ethnic coopera-
tion and harmony, as evidenced by the an-
nual human rights reports of the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in Europe
(OSCE) and the United States Department of
State.

(5) Ukraine has taken major steps toward
global security by ratifying the Treaty on
the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Weapons (START I) and the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap-
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ons, subsequently turning over the last of its
Soviet-era nuclear warheads on June 1, 1996,
and agreeing, in 1998, not to assist Iran with
the completion of a program to develop and
build nuclear breeding reactors, and has
fully supported the United States in nul-
lifying the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM)
Treaty.

(6) At the Madrid Summit in 1997, Ukraine
became a member of the North Atlantic Co-
operation Council of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO), and has been a
participant in the Partnership for Peace
(PfP) program since 1994.

(7) Ukraine is a peaceful state which estab-
lished exemplary relations with all neigh-
boring countries, and consistently pursues a
course of European integration with a com-
mitment to ensuring democracy and pros-
perity for its citizens.

(8) Ukraine has built a broad and durable
relationship with the United States and has
been an unwavering ally in the struggle
against international terrorism that has
taken place since the attacks against the
United States that occurred on September
11, 2001.

(9) Ukraine has concluded a bilateral trade
agreement with the United States that en-
tered into force on June 23, 1992, and is in the
process of acceding to the World Trade Orga-
nization (WTO). On March 6, 2006, the United
States and Ukraine signed a bilateral mar-
ket access agreement as a part of the WTO
accession process.

SEC. 2. TERMINATION OF APPLICATION OF TITLE
IV OF THE TRADE ACT OF 1974 TO
THE PRODUCTS OF UKRAINE.

(a) PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATIONS AND EX-
TENSION OF NONDISCRIMINATORY TREAT-
MENT.—Notwithstanding any provision of
title IV of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2431 et seq.), the President may—

(1) determine that such title should no
longer apply to Ukraine; and

(2) after making a determination under
paragraph (1) with respect to Ukraine, pro-
claim the extension of nondiscriminatory
treatment (normal trade relations treat-
ment) to the products of that country.

(b) TERMINATION OF APPLICABILITY OF TITLE
IV.—On and after the effective date under
subsection (a) of the extension of non-
discriminatory treatment to the products of
Ukraine, title IV of the Trade Act of 1974
shall cease to apply to that country.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

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

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

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this is
really an exciting time in which we
recognize the continuing maturation
and involvement of a new nation, yet a
nation of people who have deserved bet-
ter over many decades and are now be-
ginning to see the fruit of their strug-
gle manifest itself. We are asking
today in this legislation to recognize
that the country of Ukraine that has
entered into a series of agreements
with the United States and other coun-
tries, and I include an exchange of let-
ters between the United States Trade
Representative Rob Portman and my-
self as chairman of the Ways and
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Means Committee, indicating some
certainties as to that agreement, and
to anxiously await the comments by
my colleagues as we recognize that the
Ukraine, through very difficult eco-
nomic and political transformations,
has reached the point of integrating
itself into the world economy.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, March 6, 2006.
Hon. ROB PORTMAN,
U.S. Trade Representative,
Washington, DC.

DEAR AMBASSADOR PORTMAN: I understand
the United States and Ukraine have con-
cluded the bilateral negotiations on market
access issues related to Ukraine’s World
Trade Organization (WTO) accession. The
Committee has received the confidential doc-
uments related to the accord, and I con-
gratulate you and your negotiators on a very
strong agreement.

The commitments that Ukraine has made
related to market access for goods and serv-
ices, as well as on sanitary and
phytosanitary (SPS) obligations and intel-
lectual property rights, are very important
for U.S. exporters and to Members of Con-
gress. It is essential that Ukraine comply
fully with all of its WTO commitments. To
that end, I write to seek your assurances
that you will be steadfast in confirming that
Ukraine fully implements all of its commit-
ments as scheduled, and that you will not
support its accession unless that is the case.

I look forward to moving legislation
through Congress to grant permanent nor-
mal trade relations (PNTR) to UkKkraine
quickly after the bilateral agreement is
signed. Unconditional normal trade relations
is a basic tenet of WTO membership, and
granting PNTR to Ukraine will allow the
United States to benefit from the WTO com-
mitments made by Ukraine. I look forward
to your response.

Sincerely,
BILL THOMAS,
Chairman.
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, THE UNITED STATES TRADE
REPRESENTATIVE,
Washington, DC, March 6, 2006.
Hon. BILL THOMAS,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Today, the
United States and Ukraine signed a bilateral
market access agreement as part of the ne-
gotiations for Ukraine’s accession to the
World Trade Organization (WTO). As we have
discussed, this agreement is a significant
step forward in our commercial relations
with Ukraine. In addition to market access
commitments that create new opportunities
for U.S. exports, Ukraine’s recent efforts to
address intellectual property (IPR) and sani-
tary and phytosanitary (SPS) issues are par-
ticularly noteworthy evidence of Ukraine’s
desire to become part of the global trade
community.

The WTO accession negotiations with
Ukraine are proceeding on two tracks: (1) bi-
laterally to open up Ukraine’s markets to
U.S. exports and investment; and (2) multi-
laterally to focus on WTO rules issues that
relate to matters such as transparency, agri-
culture, customs, IPRs, state-owned enter-
prises, and services. The complete WTO ac-
cession package will include: (1) the best of
Ukraine’s commitments made in bilateral
negotiations on market access for goods, ag-
riculture, and services; and (2) UKkraine’s
commitments to revising its trade regime to
adhere to WTO rules. These commitments
will be included in a multilaterally agreed
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Protocol of Accession and Report of the
Working Party which are analogous to legis-
lation and the committee report on that leg-
islation.

Ukraine must still complete its bilateral
negotiations with other Members as well as
the multilateral part of the negotiations. We
will continue to work with the Ways and
Means Committee and others in Congress as
we continue these negotiations. Under WTO
rules, the Working Party must approve, by
consensus, the final accession package before
the General Council can approve the terms
for Ukraine’s membership in the WTO. We
will carefully review Ukraine’s implementa-
tion of all WTO requirements, including
market access commitments and SPS and
IPR obligations, prior to accession. This will
enable us to have confidence that Ukraine is
complying with its SPS commitments to us
and will comply fully with all of the commit-
ments that it will assume as a WTO member,
thus providing the basis for joining the con-
sensus on Ukraine’s terms of accession.

After the Congress enacts legislation ter-
minating application of the ‘‘Jackson-
Vanik’” amendment, the United States will
be able to provide permanent normal trade
relations (PNTR) treatment to Ukraine.
WTO membership for Ukraine means that in
addition to our bilateral mechanisms, we
will be able to use the WTO to monitor im-
plementation of commitments, and as need-
ed, avail ourselves of the various consulta-
tion mechanisms in the Agreement. Finally,
should we be unable to resolve our dif-
ferences, we will have recourse to the Dis-
pute Settlement Understanding.

I look forward to working with you and
other Members of Congress on UKkraine’s
WTO accession and PNTR legislation.

Sincerely,
ROB PORTMAN.

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

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, first, let
me thank Mr. THOMAS for the manner
in which this legislation has been
brought forward, in allowing us to vote
on the permanent normal trade rela-
tions with the Ukraine.

Mr. Speaker, 1 year ago, in my capac-
ity as ranking member at the U.S.-Hel-
sinki Commission, I traveled to the
Ukraine with my colleague and chair-
man, Congressman CHRIS SMITH. We
made our trip shortly after the historic
Orange Revolution, and I was im-
pressed by the commitment of the
Ukraine’s new leaders to consolidate
democracy, promote respect for human
rights, and modernize the country’s
economy.
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I also was impressed by the leader’s
commitment to further integrate
Ukraine into the European and Euro-
Atlantic community.

I am not the only one to have been
impressed by Ukraine’s efforts. Inter-
national organizations such as Free-
dom House have acknowledged
Ukraine’s progress of recent years in
protecting the political rights and civil
liberties of its citizens.

Mr. Speaker, 1 believe Congress
should demonstrate its support for
Ukraine’s reforms by approving legisla-
tion today that would grant Ukraine’s
permanent normal trade relation sta-
tus, and, therefore, take it one step
closer to becoming a member of the
WTO.
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The passage of PNTR for Ukraine
will also show Congress’s support for
the efforts of the Yushchenko govern-
ment to ensure that the upcoming
March 26 parliamentary elections will
be free and fair. I am pleased that my
Helsinki Commission colleague from
Florida, Congressman ALCEE HASTINGS,
has been appointed as the OSCE PA
Special Coordinator for our election
observation mission there, and I look
forward to reviewing the mission’s
findings and reports.

So far, the pre-election process, while
not completely problem free, has been
dramatically different from the period
leading up to the fraudulent elections
of November 2004, which ignited the Or-
ange Revolution. In the 2004 elections,
the Ukraine and government in-
structed the media about how to cover
the elections and systematically
abused government resources. In con-
trast, the upcoming elections are ex-
pected to be free and fair.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to take a
few moments to comment on the issues
of the underlying legislation we are
considering today. The issue Congress
is formally considering today is wheth-
er to withdraw the application of the
Jackson-Vanik amendment to Ukraine
and thereby grant Ukraine permanent
normal trade relations status. The
Jackson-Vanik amendment, which was
adopted in 1975, was intended to pro-
vide a way for the United States to
deny trade benefits to countries that
are denying the rights of its citizens,
particularly religious minorities.

Mr. Speaker, in light of the commit-
ment that Ukraine has demonstrated
in protecting the rights of religious mi-
norities, I think it is appropriate that
we withdraw the application of the
Jackson-Vanik amendment to Ukraine.

Since independence, each successive
Government of Ukraine has dem-
onstrated a consistent commitment to
defending the religious and ethnic
rights of all of the people of the
Ukraine. Current President Victor
Yushchenko has continued this unam-
biguous commitment by pledging to
bring minority groups together and
reconciling historic conflicts. The
International Religious Freedom Re-
port of 2005 published by the United
States State Department recognizes,
“President Yushchenko has, since tak-
ing office, spoken publicly about his vi-
sion of a Ukraine in which religious
freedom flourishes and people are genu-
inely free to worship as they please.”

It must be understood, however, that
there remain issues of concern, most
notably the return of communal reli-
gious property that was confiscated
during the Soviet era, and the anti-Se-
mitic activities of Ukraine’s largest
private university, the Interregional
Academy of Personnel Management.

Mr. Speaker, I have raised both of
these issues in recent days with the
Ambassador from the Ukraine and
from other Ukrainian officials, and I
have been impressed by their commit-
ment to address these issues. Ukrain-
ian officials have assured me that the
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government is committed to con-
tinuing its effort to return communal
property and that the Government of
Ukraine will continue to condemn at
the highest levels the anti-Semitic ac-
tivities of the Interregional Academy
of Personnel Management and any
other anti-Semitic activities.

Mr. Speaker, given these concerns, I
am pleased that the legislation we are
considering today highlights the im-
portance of Ukraine’s continuing com-
mitment to ensure freedom of religion,
respect for minorities, and eliminating
intolerance.

Shortly I will yield time to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
the ranking member of the Inter-
national Relations Committee and our
leader in Congress on the issue of
human rights, democracy and religious
freedom. Mr. LANTOS is the leader in
Congress of our Task Force to Combat
Anti-Semitism, and I want to thank
him for working with me, the Helsinki
Commission, and the OSCE as we have
battled against the rise of anti-Semi-
tism globally, and particularly within
the OSCE states.

Ukraine has agreed to certain com-
mitments to fight anti-Semitism, as
have all of the 55 participating states
of the OSCE. And let me make this
crystal clear: today we intend to hold
Ukraine to these commitments, includ-
ing the responsibility to denounce anti-
Semitism statements and vigorously
enforce hate crime laws and promote
diversity and tolerance in school cur-
riculum. I am pleased that section 1,
paragraph 4 of the resolution before us
references these OSCE commitments.

Let me make a personal reflection
here. During my visit to Ukraine last
year, I visited two monuments, the
Ukraine Famine Memorial, honoring
the millions of victims of Stalin’s gen-
ocidal 1932 and 1933 famine, and Babi
Yar, where hundreds of thousands of
Jews and others were massacred by the
Nazis during World War II.

Mr. Speaker, it was a moving experi-
ence for me to lay a wreath at these
sites in the Ukraine. These horrific
events were a testimony to the cruelty
and intolerance of dictatorships, and I
do believe that today’s independent
Ukraine now understands that respect
for human rights and a commitment to
democracy and tolerance are the best
inoculation against the horrors like
the famine and Babi Yar.

The United States Government, the
Helsinki Commission, and the OSCE
look forward to working with a demo-
cratic Ukraine as they continue to
build their institutions of democracy,
establish the rule of law, protect
human rights and religious freedom
and combat corruption.

I commend Ukraine for its progress
in promoting political and economic
freedom for its citizens and its integra-
tion into the global rules-based econ-
omy. I urge my colleagues to join me
in demonstrating support for the
Ukraine’s efforts by voting today to
grant the country permanent normal
trade status.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased by the
statement of my friend from Maryland,
and am also pleased to underscore the
fact that my colleague and friend from
California and I will stand together all
the time in making sure that the con-
ditions under which we examine and
approve normal trade relations follow
what should be a model. But, indeed, if
you have to make sure it is followed, it
will be followed.

Mr. Speaker, it is now my pleasure to
yield 3 minutes to the chief sponsor of
H.R. 1053, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. GERLACH).

Mr. Speaker, prior to recognizing
him, I yield the balance of my time to
the chairman of the Trade Sub-
committee, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. SHAW), and ask unanimous
consent that he control the remainder
of the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FEENEY). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from Florida will control the
time.

There was no objection.

Mr. GERLACH. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, Chairman THOMAS, and his staff
for their cooperation in bringing H.R.
1053 to the floor today. Also I would
like to thank my colleague from Penn-
sylvania, Mr. WELDON, and the other
cochairs of the Ukrainian Caucus, Mr.
BARTLETT, Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. LEVIN,
for all of their hard work in helping to
generate such a broad, bipartisan coali-
tion of support for H.R. 1053.

Most importantly I would like to
thank the Jackson-Vanik Graduation
Coalition and all the leaders of the
Ukrainian-American community in
southeastern Pennsylvania and
throughout the country for their tire-
less efforts in support of this legisla-
tion, and commend them on the tre-
mendous job they have done promoting
the progress the Ukraine has made
over the past few years.

During the Orange Revolution of
2004, the whole world watched as the
people of Ukraine protested allegations
of massive corruption, voter intimida-
tion and direct electoral fraud. They
sent a clear message that regardless of
these obstacles, they wanted and sup-
ported with their votes a pro-democ-
racy, pro-reform candidate for Presi-
dent, Victor Yushchenko. This election
highlighted the commitment of the
Ukraine people to a free and prosperous
democracy, and the country overnight
became a role model for the entire re-
gion.

Since the election, the government
has remained committed to broad-
based reform and economic liberaliza-
tion. This commitment was evident
most recently on Monday, March 6,
when the United States and Ukraine
signed a bilateral WTO Agreement on
Market Access, a major step towards
Ukraine ultimately joining the WTO.
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H.R. 1053 is another important step
for Ukraine as it becomes a partner in
the global economy. The bill lifts the
Jackson-Vanik restrictions and au-
thorizes President Bush to perma-
nently extend normal trade relations
treatment to Ukraine.

The United States Congress adopted
the Jackson-Vanik legislation in 1974
to halt normal trade relations between
the United States and those countries
that restricted free immigration, espe-
cially for persons of the Jewish faith.
Over 30 years later, virtually everyone
agrees that Ukraine’s record on free-
dom of immigration and religious free-
dom and tolerance is good.

These restrictions have long been
outdated, a fact recognized by the ad-
ministration in its granting of normal
trade relations status to the Ukraine
on a yearly waiver basis by the Presi-
dent. Because of this, my legislation
will not affect current trade relation-
ships with the Ukraine on a dollar-and-
cents term. However, the message we
are sending by making this relation-
ship permanent is priceless to the peo-
ple of the Ukraine. It strongly reaf-
firms our long-term partnership and
support as Ukraine continues down the
path of reform and democracy.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank my colleagues, the cosponsors of
the bill, and the chairman and mem-
bers of the Committee on Ways and
Means for their work in bringing this
bill to the floor today.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS), our champion
on human rights here in the Congress
and our leader in the fight against
anti-Semitism.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my good friend from Maryland
for yielding, for his eloquent statement
and for his leadership on all human
rights issues that come before this
House.

Mr. Speaker, like all of our col-
leagues, I welcome the democratic
strides that Ukraine has taken since
the Orange Revolution, and I want to
note that the country has met the
basic narrow condition for lifting Jack-
son-Vanik restrictions. Jews are al-
lowed to emigrate from Ukraine. But I
am very deeply concerned about the
larger human rights questions, and
particularly the failure to deal with
rampant anti-Semitism in Ukraine.

Mr. Speaker, the Anti-Defamation
League, which monitors anti-Semitic
incidents around the world, reports a
disturbing trend in Ukraine. In 2005, 164
incidents of anti-Semitism, ranging
from vandalism to brutal violence,
were reported there, three times the in-
cidents reported in 2004.

The principal source of anti-Semitic
agitation in Ukraine is the so-called
private university MAUP, which is offi-
cially recognized as an institute of
higher education. It is accredited by
Ukraine’s Ministry of Education, it has
tens of thousands of students enrolled



March 8, 2006

at various campuses around the coun-
try, and it offers courses in many
fields.

But despite the apparent claim of le-
gitimacy, this is the worst kind of dis-
grace to academia worldwide. This so-
called university organizes sickening
anti-Semitic meetings and conferences
and regularly publishes anti-Semitic
articles and statements in two widely
distributed periodicals. Its so-called
president and other faculty members
have made it their life’s goal to resus-
citate and spread anti-Semitism in
Ukraine, a country with a disgraceful
history and mass murder in that sub-
ject. The president of this university,
Shchokin, is the head of another orga-
nization which also uses its license for
purely anti-Semitic activities.

One of these institution’s most ap-
palling actions has been to court the
disgraced and odious American white
supremacist David Duke. This ‘‘univer-
sity”’ awarded him a doctorate for a
thesis entitled, ‘‘Zionism as a Form of
Ethnic Supremism.” David Duke holds
forth in the classrooms in Ukraine on
history and international relations. He
was also a key participant in a June
2005 conference sponsored by this so-
called university entitled, ‘‘Zionism: A
Threat to World Peace.”

Other leading anti-Semites in
Ukraine were given star billing at that
conference, including Holocaust
deniers.

0 1215

Recently the president of the so-
called university expressed public sup-
port for Iranian President
Ahmadinejad’s denial of the Holocaust,
and approved of his threat to wipe
Israel off the map.

Mr. Speaker, in meetings with offi-
cials of Ukraine and top officials of our
own government, I have repeatedly em-
phasized that I cannot support lifting
Jackson-Vanik provisions for Ukraine
when the government fails to deal with
the issue of anti-Semitism. I have
called upon Ukrainian officials to
speak out and publicly denounce this
vile venom from the so-called univer-
sity and its president.

I am pleased to report to my col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, that while this
ugly problem has not yet been fully re-
solved, over the last few months a
number of positive steps have been
taken by the Government of Ukraine,
and that is the reason I am willing to
support the lifting of Jackson-Vanik
for Ukraine.

I would like to mention the most
positive actions that have been taken
to deal with anti-Semitism in response
to the serious concerns that I have
raised with both Ukrainian and Amer-
ican officials. The President of
Ukraine, Victor Yushchenko, on De-

cember 5, 2005, publicly condemned
anti-Semitism, and he specifically
criticized the so-called wuniversity,

MAUP, for its systematic publication
of viciously and violently anti-Semitic
articles.
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President Yushchenko urged all
Ukrainians to join him in condemning
all manifestations of anti-Semitism
and xenophobia, which he said the new
democratic Ukrainian state will not
tolerate. President Yushchenko called
upon the faculty of this so-called uni-
versity to respect citizens of all nation-
alities and religious faiths and to stop
rousing national hatred.

On January 23 of this year, the For-
eign Minister of Ukraine, Borys
Tarasiuk, strongly condemned the
anti-Semitic actions of this university.
He announced, ‘‘Having exhausted all
efforts to convince the university’s
leaders to drop their unlawful and
wrongful actions”, the Foreign Min-
ister broke off all contacts with the
university a year ago. The Foreign
Minister stressed, ‘“‘There is no place
for any form of anti-Semitism or xeno-
phobia in Ukraine.”

The Ministry of Education and
Science also issued a statement on
January 23 accusing this so-called uni-
versity of violating Ukrainian law. It
said that there was persistent non-
compliance with requirements of state
licensing rules for universities. The
ministry’s statements said this institu-
tion pursued ‘‘activities inconsistent
with the status of higher educational
institutions in the Ukraine.”

I am calling on the Government of
Ukraine to lift the license of the so-
called university to function. It is a
disgrace to the new Ukraine, and it is
a disgrace to the civilized world, and I
am looking forward to early action by
the Government of Ukraine.

On February 16, Mr. Speaker, the
Presidential party made a statement
condemning the anti-Semitic activities
of this institution, noting, ‘‘Inflaming
hostility, anti-Semitism and xeno-
phobia by leaders of MAUP is a blatant
violation of the rights and freedoms of
the people. It casts a shadow on
Ukraine, a country pursuing the way of
democracy’’.

Just this past Friday, Ukraine’s For-
eign Minister, Borys Tarasiuk, in a let-
ter to me, said that his government
takes anti-Semitism seriously and will
deal with it in a bold manner. He said
that all governmental departments
have ceased cooperation with this in-
stitution, that it is becoming isolated
and marginalized. Its future is more
than vague, in view of the ongoing in-
vestigations, said Minister Tarasiuk in
his letter. He also stated that formal
charges are to be filed in the coming
weeks.

I look forward to the filing of these
formal charges and the lifting of the li-
cense of the institution.

Mr. Speaker, at the end of my state-
ment, I will insert into the RECORD the
full text of all of these documents.

Mr. Speaker, I believe Ukrainian offi-
cials are acting in good faith to stop
the nauseating and repulsive anti-Se-
mitic actions of this so-called univer-
sity and its vile and despicable leader-
ship. I will continue to monitor anti-
Semitism in Ukraine, and I will con-
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tinue to work with the officials of the
Ukrainian Government to bring this
ugly process to an end.

I support, Mr. Speaker, reluctantly
and with reservations, the legislation
before us today to grant PNT status
and to remove the Jackson-Vanik pro-
visions from Ukraine. Ukraine has
taken important steps forward, and I
look forward to working with the Gov-
ernment of Ukraine under the leader-
ship of President Yushchenko in deal-
ing with the problem I discussed.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD here the materials I discussed
previously:

UKRAINE PRESIDENT CONDEMNS ANTI-
SEMITISM

Victor Yushchenko urged society to joint-
ly condemn all manifestations of anti-Semi-
tism and xenophobia, and claimed that the
state would not tolerate them.

The President stressed that government
should protect citizens of all nationalities
and religious beliefs. He pledged that it
would consistently fight against national,
racial or religious discrimination in our
country.

“There can be no national issue in a civ-
ilized country,” he said. The Head of State is
worried that anti-Semitism spreads through-
out Ukraine.

He condemned the Interregional Academy
of Personnel Management (IAPM) as an in-
stitution that systematically publishes anti-
Semitic articles in its publication ‘Per-
sonnel.’

Yushchenko said he had left the super-
visory council of the journal to protest
against this inhumane policy. He called on
professors of the IAPM to respect citizens of
all nationalities and confessions and to ‘‘stop
rousing national hatred.”

FOREIGN MINISTER TARASIUK: MAUP
ACTIVITIES UNLAWFUL

On January 23d speaking on national tele-
vision Foreign Minister of Ukraine Borys
Tarasiuk strongly condemned the anti-Se-
mitic actions of MAUP University in
Ukraine. He confirmed that ‘having ex-
hausted all efforts to convince MAUP leaders
to drop their unlawful and wrongful actions”
he broke off contacts with the University a
year ago. According to Tarasiuk, ‘‘there is
no place for any form of anti-Semitism or
xenophobia in Ukraine”’.

At the same time the Ministry of Edu-
cation and Science of Ukraine issued a press-
release accusing MAUP of breaking Ukrain-
ian law. In particular it pointed out per-
sistent incompliance with requirements of
state licensing rules for universities, failure
to abide with legally binding procedures of
the State Accreditation Commission etc.
The press release qualifies it as ‘‘a general
negligence of law and a desire to pursue ac-
tivities inconsistent with the status of High-
er Education Institute in Ukraine”. The
Ministry addresses the issue to the Ukrain-
ian law enforcement bodies with request to
analyze to what extent the actions of MAUP
comply with Ukrainian law.

STATEMENT BY ‘‘OUR UKRAINE” OF THE OUR
UKRAINE BLOC ON MANIFESTATION OF ANTI-
SEMITISM AT MAUP
Inflaming hostility, anti-Semitism and

xenophobia by certain leaders of the Inter

Regional Academy of Personnel Management

(MAUP) in MAUP-owned or affiliated mass

media is a blatant violation of rights and

freedoms of people. It casts a shadow on

Ukraine, a country pursuing the way of de-

mocracy. A new anti-Semitic article ‘Min-

ister of American synagogue’ was published
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in the last edition of ‘‘Ukrainian newspaper
plus’. It represents a deliberate xenophobic
act towards Ukrainian citizens.

The Our Ukraine Bloc considers such activ-
ity outrageous and damaging, especially at
the time of formation of a free civil society.
The Orange revolution displayed Ukraine as
a new democracy. Anti-Semitic attacks on
the side of MAUP damage Ukraine’s image
and hamper equal and close relations with
its biggest world partners. Atavistic think-
ing of MAUP leadership might create a bi-
zarre picture of Ukraine as a primitive and
nationalistic state.

We consider this humiliation of Ukraine in
the eyes of the world community inappro-
priate and strongly urge the MAUP leader-
ship to review their views as harmful and
shameful for Ukrainian people. In the begin-
ning of the III millennium there cannot be
any place for paranoid ideology in public and
political sphere!

Representatives of any nation in Ukraine
have a right for self-realization and develop-
ment of their national and socio-cultural
identity. There is only one Ukraine for all of
us!

MINISTER FOR
FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF UKRAINE,
March 3, 2006.
Hon. ToM LANTOS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. LANTOS: Let me first of all ex-
press my deep respect to you as a long-time
supporter of my country. Being a part of op-
position in Ukraine during dramatic elec-
tions of 2004 I was encouraged and impressed
by the letters you co-signed in defense of
Ukrainian democracy. I also appreciate the
unequivocal support of my country’s gradua-
tion from the Jackson-Vanik amendment
you rendered right after the victory of demo-
cratic forces in December 2004.

It is my strong conviction that the present
moment gives a precious opportunity to lay
a solid fundament for a reliable Ukrainian-
American partnership for decades to come.
Let me assure you that Ukrainian Govern-
ment won’t let marginal forces like infa-
mous MAUP University thwart that chance.

In December-February President
Yushchenko, myself and pro-presidential
party bloc ‘‘Our Ukraine’ have strongly con-
demned the anti-Semitic escapades of MAUP
leaders. All governmental bodies have seized
their co-operation with MAUP. All political
forces denied them collaboration during the
forthcoming elections.

Politically, MAUP University is isolated
and marginalized. Legally, its future is more
than vague in view of ongoing investigations
(the formal charges are to be filed in the
coming weeks). I sincerely hope that you
won’t see the very existence of this small
group of obscurants in my country as an im-
pediment on the way of enhancing Ukrain-
ian-American partnership.

Dear Congressman, anti-Semitism is an
issue Ukrainian Government takes seriously
and deals with in an expedient and bold man-
ner. This is yet another issue on which we
are ready to actively co-operate with the
United States. In this regard, I would appre-
ciate if we could meet and discuss all range
of Ukraine-U.S. issues during my visit to
Washington, D.C. on March 9-10, 2006.

Sincerely,
BORYS TARASYUK.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), a member of
the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of this bill
and particularly to congratulate the
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gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GERLACH), who is its primary sponsor
and who has carefully shepherded it
forward at a very sensitive time in
U.S.-Ukrainian relations.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
bill especially when taken in tandem
with economic and political reforms
made by the Ukraine, as well as the ef-
forts of our negotiators to put together
a solid WTO market access agreement.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of passage of this bill on the heels of
the other body passing a similar meas-
ure under unanimous consent. Just 2
days ago an agreement on market ac-
cess was signed between the U.S. and
the Ukraine. This agreement is an ex-
cellent start to fostering a continued
growth between our two countries.

We recognize that some frictions re-
main, but this agreement, along with
the Ukraine’s accession to the WTO,
will better enable us to resolve these
frictions expeditiously, and in a mutu-
ally beneficial manner. Granting per-
manent normal trade relations, along
with steps already taken to make gov-
ernment loan guarantees from the Ex-
port-Import Bank available to U.S. ex-
porters to the Ukraine, will signifi-
cantly increase U.S. investment in the
Ukraine.

Granting the TUkraine permanent
normal trade relations status will not
only complement the difficult eco-
nomic reforms that have been made. It
will also support and reinforce the
democratic reforms being made by
President Yushchenko.

It is vital that Congress move for-
ward and reaffirm our commitment to
the Ukraine, to its reforms, both demo-
cratic and economic. Mr. Speaker, I
urge passage of this bill.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that each side be
given an additional 2 minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN).

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I join my
colleagues in support of this for the
reasons that they have all given. What
happens in Ukraine is important for its
people, obviously. It is important for
its neighbors. It is important for us in
the United States, and I think really in
the world. Let me just state why I
think it is important in terms of its
economic and democratic development.

Clearly it has met the requirement in
Jackson-Vanik as to immigration.
Jackson-Vanik was an amendment to a
trade bill, and so it is relevant for us to
look at the economic and democratic
developments within Ukraine. The
Jackson-Vanik instrument is our op-
portunity in the Congress to deal with
the accession of countries to the World
Trade Organization, and that is why we
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have withheld PNTR in several cases
until we were satisfied in terms of the
WTO accession agreements and could
participate in the development of those
agreements.

The U.S. has now negotiated with
Ukraine a WTO accession agreement,
and it is satisfactory. I think it will be
mutually beneficial. I think also it will
spark further reforms within Ukraine,
both economic and also, I think, help
the evolution of democracy within that
country. So this is an important mo-
ment in terms of the economic role of
Ukraine and the evolution of its demo-
cratic processes.

Let me say another word, if I might
quickly, about the importance. We
have been working on this legislation
for a number of years. In proposals
that we have placed on the record, that
we have introduced, we have talked
about various aspects of our relation-
ship with Ukraine, and various doings
within Ukraine, both human rights,
how it treats its workers and many
other aspects.

All of these aspects are not covered
in this legislation, but I do think this
legislation points out the importance
of Ukraine to continue its democratic
evolution. There are challenges ahead.
I have had the chance to talk with con-
stituents, with the large Ukrainian-
American community in the 12th Dis-
trict.

And I want to close with this. To
echo what Mr. LANTOS has said, and
others, what happens in Ukraine is im-
portant, as I said, not only for its peo-
ple, but really for the whole world. The
Orange Revolution really resounded
throughout the globe. It was an impor-
tant moment for all of us, and so is its
progress in terms of human rights and
in terms of the elimination of anti-
Semitism within Ukraine.

Mr. Speaker, so I join in this effort,
and I urge that we all support it.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, as has been discussed
here today certainly, the Jackson-
Vanik restrictions were made as an
amendment to a 1974 trade bill actually
to punish the Soviet bloc nations for
their despicable human rights record.

Following the collapse of the Soviet
Union, Jackson-Vanik restrictions
were placed on all of the former Soviet
Republics, including the Ukraine. In
recent years, the world has watched as
the Ukraine has embraced democracy
and freedom through their Orange Rev-
olution.

The Ukraine has been a great ally in
the war on terror. The Ukraine has
clearly taken appropriate steps to open
their society and economy and becom-
ing an important member of the com-
munity of free nations. The Ukraine
should be free of the onerous restric-
tions, because they have met each of
the tests laid out by the law. In fact,
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the Ukraine has been granted an an-
nual waiver from these restrictions
each year for nearly a decade.

Mr. Speaker, my district is home to
many people of Ukrainian descent. In
fact, southeast Michigan, I believe,
has, if not the largest, certainly one of
the largest Ukrainian populations in
our entire Nation.

These people are great Americans.
They are great patriots. For years they
have fought against Soviet oppression
of the Ukrainian people and on behalf
of freedom. They now embrace democ-
racy and freedom that has come to
their homeland, and they know it is
both appropriate and very necessary
for this Congress to act on this issue.

It is time for us to recognize the
friendship of the Ukraine as well as
permanently remove them from the re-
strictions of Jackson-Vanik.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this very, very important leg-
islation today on the floor.

0 1230

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON) who is a very
active Member of the Congress with re-
gard to our relationship with the
Ukraine.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in solid support of
this legislation and with deep thanks
to the leadership on both sides of the
aisle for their work on this issue.

This is a critically important piece of
legislation, not just for the people of
Ukraine but for the people of the
world. As a founder and cochair of the
Ukrainian Rada-U.S. Congress rela-
tionship, this has been our number one
priority for a number of years. But
going back in my own career as a
mayor and former county commis-
sioner, I can recall each January that,
with hundreds of my Ukrainian-Amer-
ican constituents, we would assemble
and light candles. We would light can-
dles for those people who are being op-
pressed by the Soviet regime.

In working with groups like the Na-
tional Council of Soviet Jewry, we
would make visits into the Soviet
Union and go to those homes where
people were being oppressed. We under-
stood in a real way the oppression that
was being brought by the Soviet lead-
ership. And those candles that we lit
each January were to show our soli-
darity with the Ukrainian people, that
one day they would achieve independ-
ence and one day they would achieve
the full equal respect of our country.

In the early nineties they achieved
their independence. Today they receive
the full respect of America and its peo-
ple, because today we grant them equal
status as a trading partner.

Ukraine has been working hard to
achieve the basic foundation of democ-
racy. They worked hard as a million
people stood in the streets in the area
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of the Maden and stood up to the lead-
ership in attempting to take away the
election of the people. They stood tall
for the leadership of President
Yushchenko.

President Yushchenko has continu-
ously called for this action that we
take today. And certainly the timing is
appropriate because in several weeks
Ukraine will elect a new Rada. This
sends a signal that Ukraine now has
the full and equal respect of the gov-
ernment and of the people of the
United States. And it sends a signal to
all those other emerging democracies
that you can follow the Orange Revolu-
tion.

Ukraine has been very helpful to us,
Mr. Speaker, in ways that we do not
often talk about publicly. It was Presi-
dent Kuchma, before Yushchenko, who
laid the groundwork with contacts in
Libya through his Foreign Minister,
Konstantin Greshenko, to assist us in
getting Gadhafi to give up his weapons
of mass destruction. Quiet discussions
among UKraine leaders were assisting
us to achieve what many thought was
impossible in Libya.

It has been Ukraine and the diaspora
in this country that has constantly re-
minded us of the economic bonds be-
tween our two nations. Today we stand
tall with the people of Ukraine, and we
tell them that we are with them, as we
told Prime Minister Yekhanurov when
he was here only a few weeks ago.

Today Ukraine becomes a symbol for
all of the world. Hopefully, we will con-
tinue to work with Russia to achieve a
similar status before the end of this
year. I was encouraged by the com-
ments of our Trade Representative in
calling for that ultimate conclusion,
once Russia has continued to show suc-
cess and improvement in their eco-
nomic relations.

To all of our colleagues, I say vote
for this issue.

Slava Ukraine.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
DIAZ-BALART), a member of the Rules
Committee, a Member who knows what
it is to lose freedom and then regain it.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank Chair-
man Shaw for his kind remarks. I want
to thank all the distinguished Members
who have made possible this legislation
today. I think it is very timely.

I had the privilege of visiting
Ukraine last December along with
Under Secretary of State Paula
Dobriansky and a humanitarian dele-
gation from my community. My com-
munity has begun a process of helping
the people of Ukraine, especially the
sick children who, because of the dec-
ades-long environmental degradation,
really attack upon the environment of
the totalitarian regime, are still suf-
fering and for generations, unfortu-
nately, will have to suffer the con-
sequences of the horrors of totali-
tarianism in a most unfair way. So hu-
manitarian efforts are ongoing, and I
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am very proud of that, from my com-
munity, to help the people of Ukraine.

I was again very impressed and thank
Mr. LANTOS for standing up today and
mentioning an extremely important
subject area. I want to point out that
in the discussions that we had with
President Yushchenko, Under Sec-
retary Dobriansky, I was impressed by
how much emphasis she made and the
seriousness with which she made argu-
ments that were brought out today by
Mr. LANTOS. And so I am pleased to see
that he will continue his very impor-
tant monitoring of really the des-
picable matters that he made reference
to, and I certainly look forward to join-
ing him in that monitoring.

That said, I think it is important
that a friend that has gone through, be-
cause of really the heroism of its peo-
ple, has gone through a democratic
transition, and, even after independ-
ence from the Soviet Union, was really
still living under the undue influence
of Russia.

I think that those hundreds of thou-
sands of people that took to the streets
just over a year ago, they deserve our
respect. And the people of Ukraine de-
serve our respect. And in the same
manner in which Jackson-Vanik, I am
very proud of, was another way in
which the United States stood on be-
half of freedom, I think today it is time
to remove Jackson-Vanik from demo-
cratic Ukraine, to say congratulations
for what you have achieved, and to say
we will be with you as you further
achieve progress in perfecting your de-
mocracy and the rule of law.

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

Mr. Speaker, let me once again thank
my friends for bringing this legislation
forward. I want to acknowledge again
Mr. LANTOS and his strong work on be-
half of human rights and fighting anti-
Semitism, and Mr. LEVIN who authored
a bill on our side for PNTR for

Ukraine.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD a letter from the Anti-Defama-
tion League acknowledging the

changes that have been made by the
leadership of the Ukraine, dated Janu-
ary 25, 2006. The Anti-Defamation
League is the premier organization
fighting anti-Semitism globally.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill.

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE

ADL WELCOMES UKRAINE’S STRONG CONDEMNA-

TION OF UNIVERSITY FOMENTING ANTI-SEMI-

TISM

New York, NY, January 25, 2006 . . . The
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) welcomed
the statements and actions of the Ukrainian
government to condemn anti-Semitism, and
specifically one of the country’s leading in-
stitutions of higher education, which ADL
has called a hotbed for anti-Semitic incite-
ment. Ukraine’s Foreign Minister and the
Ministry of Education and Science publicly
condemned MAUP University’s anti-Semitic
activities and called for ‘‘anti-incitement
laws to be effectively enforced.”

In a letter to Borys Tarasyuk, Ukraine’s
Foreign Minister, Barbara B. Balser, ADL
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National Chair, and Abraham H. Foxman,
ADL National Director welcomed his ‘‘strong
statement condemning the anti-Semitic ac-
tions of MAUP University as unlawful and
wrongful and proclaiming that ‘there is no
place for any form of anti-Semitism and xen-
ophobia in the Ukraine.””’

The League leaders also welcomed the
statement of the Ministry of Education and
Science accusing MAUP of breaking Ukrain-
ian law by persistent incompliance with re-
quirements of state licensing rules for uni-
versities and failure to abide with legally
binding procedures of the State Accredita-
tion Commission.

“We hope the Ukrainian government will
continue to condemn such anti-Semitic ac-
tivities and ensure anti-incitement laws will
be effectively enforced,”” Ms. Balser and Mr.
Foxman said.

A university with 50,000 students, MAUP
has made statements supporting the Presi-
dent of Iran’s denial of the Holocaust and ap-
peal for Israel’s destruction and is a bastion
of anti-Jewish propaganda and incitement in
the Ukraine.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FEENEY). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. SHAW) has 7% minutes remaining.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to first of
all associate myself with the remarks
from the gentleman from Maryland as
well as the gentleman from California.
I think they expressed very well, as did
the other speakers from the majority
side, the feeling of the Congress with
regard to this resolution. I rise in very
strong support of H.R. 10563 which would
grant permanent normal trade rela-
tions to the products of the Ukraine.

Members of the House have the op-
portunity to show their support for the
important economic and democratic
reforms underway by Ukraine by af-
firming their support to the PNTR sta-
tus.

As chairman of the Ways and Means
Trade Subcommittee, I routinely ob-
serve the tremendous benefits that free
and fair trade can have on both coun-
tries involved. In fact, many times the
economic benefit of trade is a carrot
that is held out to encourage move-
ments by countries towards a free and
open society. To most effectively con-
tinue advocating that countries make
these reforms, we must take steps to
recognize and reward those efforts to
demonstrate the benefits of those ac-
tions.

In addition to rising in support of
this legislation, I applaud the negotia-
tions on both sides for their work on
the bilateral market access agreement
reached between the United States and
Ukraine on March 6, 2006, just 2 days
ago. In particular, I commend the
strong protections for intellectual
property rights contained in the agree-
ment. For example, the UKkraine has
agreed to provide 5 years of data pro-
tection for pharmaceuticals and 10
years of data protection for agriculture
chemicals.

I applaud both the Ukraine and the
United States Trade Representative,
Mr. PORTMAN, for this and I continue to
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urge the United States Trade Rep-
resentative to press for intellectual
property rights in future agreements,
particularly in the discussions with
Russia.

Mr. Speaker, Ukraine has made
strong commitments in this and many
other areas. In addition, the country
has made tremendous economic and
democratic strides. AIll of us were
thrilled to watch actually on television
the Orange Revolution and watch it go
forward and watch the freedom, the
human spirit, rise up in the Ukraine
and come to bring them where they are
today.

Because of this and other matters, I
urge my colleagues to support perma-
nent and normal trade relations for the
Ukraine and vote in favor of this im-
portant bill, H.R. 1053.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
Congressmen HENSARLING and MOORE and
Chairmen OXLEY and BACHuS for their efforts
to bring H.R. 3505 to the floor today. Regu-
latory relief is much-needed by our nation’s fi-
nancial institutions, and | am pleased to sup-
port this legislation.

Since 1989, federal banking regulators have
adopted more than 851 new rules and regula-
tions. Regulatory costs, which total $38 billion,
account for 13 percent of banks’ non-interest
expenses. It is time for Congress to provide
relief.

| am especially concerned about the impact
of unnecessary regulations on community
banks and small credit unions, which are the
types of institutions that serve much of rural
West Texas. The regressive burden of regula-
tions has contributed to the decline in the
number of community banks and diminished
the investments they are able to make in small
communities.

H.R. 3505 includes a balance of regulatory
relief among all types of financial institutions,
and all institutions will benefit from the elimi-
nation of annual privacy notices when they do
not share information or have not changed
their privacy policy. There are provisions in
this legislation that provide relief specific to
community banks, national banks, credit
unions and thrifts.

| am especially supportive of the much
needed relief on Currency Transaction Re-
ports and Suspicious Activity Reports. Last
year banks filed more than 13 million CTRs
and 300,000 SARs, overwhelming law en-
forcement with reports. Eliminating CTRs for
seasoned customers will save institutions
many hours of paperwork and redirect re-
sources to the most useful reports. Focusing
resources on transactions that pose the great-
est risks benefits law enforcement, financial in-
stitutions and citizens.

| encourage my colleagues to support the
long-overdue regulatory relief in H.R. 3505.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of the Resolution offered by
Representative GERLACH, H.R. 1053—lifting
the provisions of Jackson-Vanik from the
country of Ukraine.

In December 2004, the world watched as a
democratic candidate was poisoned, a stolen
victory, and marches in the street by people
hungry for freedom and for a better future for
their children.

The world witnessed true passion. We wit-
nessed people expressing themselves and
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their will to live freely and democratically. We
witnessed people determined to take charge
of their nation’s destiny and risk all to do so.
We witnessed young and old, families and stu-
dents—all camping outdoors in the blistering
Ukrainian cold to protest against a sham vic-
tory and demand true elections. What we wit-
nessed was true everyday heroism.

While we, the people of the world, wit-
nessed victory—the people of Ukraine lived it
by forcing it. By rejecting tyranny and corrup-
tion and demanding equality and freedom,
they brought about peaceful democratic re-
gime change.

As a result, President Viktor Yushchenko
has been able to democratically reform laws in
Ukraine to bring this country to Market Econ-
omy Status. Additionally, Ukraine has contin-
ued to bring religious minorities together, re-
store privately owned property, and condemn
anti-Semitic remarks from national organiza-
tion. As a result of Ukraine’s tireless effort to
reform, on March 6, 2006 the United States
and Ukraine signed a very important trade
agreement that would eventually help grant
Ukraine access to the World Trade Organiza-
tion.

Now the only piece of the puzzle still left for
this fledgling democracy is lifting of the Jack-
son-Vanik restriction—and permanently grant-
ing normal trade relations status with the
United States.

| am pleased to join with my colleagues and
my constituents in support of H.R. 1053 and
grant Ukraine PNTR for the hard work and
democratic reforms that have been instituted
after the “Orange Revolution” Let’'s support
this democratically elected government and
grant them Permanent Normal Trade Rela-
tions status.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, Congress-
woman NANCY KAPTUR, co-chair of the
Ukranian Caucus, and | have been strong
supporters of political freedom in Ukraine and
have advanced the cause of Ukranian culture
internationally and in the United States.

Today we will vote “present” on H.R. 1053,
a bill to authorize the extension of nondiscrim-
inatory treatment (normal trade relations treat-
ment) to the products of Ukraine. We wish to
make clear that this was not a “no” vote, but
a “we know” vote.

We know that democracy is on the march in
Ukraine. We also know that the conditions for
a fully functioning democracy are not in place.

We adhere to the principles of a similar bill
to life Ukraine from Jackson-Vanik in the
107th Congress, H.R. 3939. However, that bill
specified certain conditions be met prior to lift-
ing that reflect the spirit of the law as much as
the letter of the law, including that the govern-
ment of Ukraine—

(1) Adopt and institute policies that remove
undue restrictions and harassment on labor
organizations to freely associate according to
internationally recognized labor rights; (2)
Take additional positive steps to transfer
places of worship and related religious prop-
erty for all confessions to their original owners;
(3) Establish an independent legal and judicial
system with rule of law that is free of political
interference and corruption; (4) Commit to pro-
viding funding and administrative support for
reforms of the legislature; (5) Demonstrate a
firm commitment to freedom of the press by
prohibiting physical harm and intimidation of
journalists through such means as prevention
of abuse of tax and libel laws; (6) Adopt and
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vigorously enforce laws to prohibit the traf-
ficking of women and of illicit narcotics; (7) Ac-
celerate governmental structural reform and
land privatization policies which benefit ordi-
nary citizens; (8) Adopt a more comprehensive
program to protect the environment; (9) Sup-
port internationally recognized standards of
transparency in monitoring of elections; and
(10) Remedy trade disputes involving violation
of international property rights, transshipment
of counterfeit goods, and dumping of such
products as steel into the United States mar-
ket in such increased quantities as to cause
harm to the domestic industry.

Despite our high aspirations for the Ukraine,
we do not believe that these conditions have
been met, although we are mindful that there
are people in civil society working to bring
these principles to fruition.

The Jackson-Vanik requirement for annual
review of the trading relationship was originally
intended as a way to sanction anti-Semitic re-
gimes. According to the Anti-Defamation
League, in a document attached to this state-
ment, that we attach for the RECORD, at least
one university in Ukraine, sadly, is still teach-
ing anti-Semitism in Ukraine.

We have both worked to ensure human
rights, labor rights and environmental quality
standards are including in trade agreements.
However, the WTO does not permit trade on
this basis. This makes new entrants into the
WTO highly vulnerable to the export of their
jobs to nations which offer cheap labor and no
standards. A transfer of wealth from the great
mass of the people of Ukraine to multi-national
corporate interests will result unless there are
safeguards. Any nation, and Ukraine is no ex-
ception, which is heavily influenced by oligar-
chical interests, could easily be sacrificed. We
remain committed to continuing to work with
the valiant people of Ukraine and the wonder-
ful groups of the diaspora to lift up the eco-
nomic, political and social progress of the
Ukranian people. We are optimistic about the
blossoming of freedom, economic democracy
and human rights in Ukraine.

UKRAINE UNIVERSITY SCHOOLING IN ANTI-

SEMITISM
MAUP: SCHOOLING IN ANTI-SEMITISM

MAUP is the main source of anti-Semitic
agitation and propaganda in Ukraine. It or-
ganizes anti-Semitic meetings and con-
ferences, regularly issues anti-Semitic state-
ments and publishes two widely distributed
periodicals, Personnel and Personnel Plus,
which frequently contain anti-Semitic arti-
cles.

At the same time, MAUP is a bona fide
university—its English name is the Inter-
regional Academy for Personnel Manage-
ment—accredited by Ukraine’s Ministry of
Education, with more than 50,000 students
enrolled at campuses in various locations.
Business, political science and agriculture
are among the subjects taught.

The anti-Semitic activities are directed by
MAUP’s President, Georgy Tschokin, and a
number of his colleagues. In addition,
Tschokin is the head of another body called
the ‘‘International Personnel Academy’’
(IPA), which he also uses to issue anti-Se-
mitic statements.

White supremacist David Duke has close
links with MAUP: he ‘“‘teaches’ a course on
history and international relations, has been
awarded a doctorate for a thesis on Zionism
and was a key participant in MAUP’s June
2005 conference on ‘‘Zionism: Threat to
World Peace’.

On November 22, Tschokin issued a state-
ment of solidarity with Iranian President
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Ahmadinejad’s threat to wipe out Israel. The
statement blended traditional Christian
anti-Semitism with anti-Zionism: “We’d like
to remind that the Living God Jesus Christ
said to Jews two thousand years ago: ‘Your
father is a devill’ Israel, as known,
means ‘Theologian’, and Zionism in 1975 was
acknowledged by General Assembly of UNO
as the form of racism and race discrimina-
tion, that, in the opinion of the absolute ma-
jority of modern Europeans, makes the most
threat to modern civilization. Israel is the
artificially created state (classic totalitarian
type) which appeared on the political Earth
map only in 1948, thanks to good will of UNO

. . Their end is known, and only the God’s
true will rescue all of us. We are not afraid,
as God always together with his children!” .

MAUP’s June 2005 anti-Zionist conference
was attended by anti-Semites from all over
the region, as well as Duke, French Holo-
caust denier Serge Thion and Israel Shamir,
a Russian Jew who converted to Christianity
and is notorious for publishing anti-Semitic
essays on the internet. The Palestinian Au-
thority representative in Ukraine, Walid
Zakut, was also reported to have attended.

MAUP’s anti-Semitic activities can be
traced back to at least 2002. MAUP’s leading
figures have been at the root of attempts to
bar Jewish organizations in Ukraine and,
more recently, a call to ban ‘“The Tanya’’, a
classic work of Hassidic Jewish literature,
on the grounds that it promotes racism
against non-Jews.

MAUP: CONTEXT AND RESPONSES

At the Auschwitz liberation ceremonies in
January 2005, Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko declared that his country had
adopted a policy of ‘‘zero tolerance’ towards
anti-Semitism. Yet over this year, there has
been a sharp spike in anti-Semitic incidents,
including the brutal beating in August of a
Yeshiva student in Kiev, who remains hos-
pitalized in Israel in a coma. Following this
attack, 30 Ukrainian rabbis declared: ‘‘Calls
to violence against Judaism and Jews are
published in the press, freely distributed and
sold. On the walls of synagogues, buildings,
bus stops and along the road, anti-Semitic
symbols appear more and more often.”

Critically, Mr. Yushchenko has done noth-
ing against MAUP, aside from resigning from
its Board.

Ukraine needs to take decisive action now.
Measures could include the following: Invok-
ing anti-incitement laws against Tschokin
and his colleagues; the Education Ministry
revoking recognition of MAUP diplomas; a
statement of condemnation by Mr.
Yushchenko and a ban on David Duke enter-
ing Ukraine.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1053, 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. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand 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 question will be
postponed.

H699

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
REPUBLIC OF BELARUS TO ES-
TABLISH A FULL DEMOCRACY

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
673) expressing support for the efforts
of the people of the Republic of Belarus
to establish a full democracy, the rule
of law, and respect for human rights
and urging the Government of Belarus
to conduct a free and fair Presidential
election on March 19, 2006.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 673

Whereas the establishment of a demo-
cratic, transparent, and fair election process
for the 2006 presidential election in the Re-
public of Belarus and of a genuinely demo-
cratic political system are prerequisites for
that country’s integration into the Western
community of nations;

Whereas the Government of Belarus has
accepted numerous specific commitments
governing the conduct of elections as a par-
ticipating State of the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), in-
cluding provisions of the 1990 Copenhagen
Document;

Whereas these commitments, which en-
courage transparency, balance, and impar-
tiality in an election process, have become
the standard by which observers determine
whether elections have been conducted free-
ly and fairly;

Whereas the election on March 19, 2006, of
the next president of Belarus will provide an
unambiguous test of the extent of the com-
mitment of the Belarusian authorities to im-
plement these standards and build a demo-
cratic society based on free elections and the
rule of law;

Whereas previous elections in Belarus have
not met international standards;

Whereas the 2004 vote on the constitu-
tional referendum in Belarus did not meet
international standards;

Whereas it is the duty of government and
public authorities at all levels to act in a
manner consistent with all laws and regula-
tions governing election procedures and to
ensure free and fair elections throughout the
entire country, including preventing activi-
ties aimed at undermining the free exercise
of political rights;

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election
requires a period of political campaigning
conducted in an environment in which nei-
ther administrative action nor violence, in-
timidation, or detention hinder the parties,
political associations, and the candidates
from presenting their views and qualifica-
tions to the citizenry, including organizing
supporters, conducting public meetings and
events throughout the country, and enjoying
unimpeded access to television, radio, print,
and Internet media on an equal basis;

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election
requires that citizens be guaranteed the
right and effective opportunity to exercise
their civil and political rights, including the
right to vote free from intimidation, threats
of political retribution, or other forms of co-
ercion by national or local authorities or
others;

Whereas a genuinely free and fair election
requires the full transparency of laws and
regulations governing elections, multiparty
representation on election commissions, and
unobstructed access by candidates, political
parties, and domestic and international ob-
servers to all election procedures, including
voting and vote-counting in all areas of the
country;

Whereas control and manipulation of the
media by national and local officials and
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