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public and the private sectors. I prefer
to think of the bonus payment as being
an inducement and enticement for phy-
sicians offices to participate in this
program. But on the face of it, it’s just
good medicine, it’s just good patient
care.

Now, we all heard about the troubles
at Walter Reed Hospital a few months
ago. I went out to Walter Reed shortly
after the story broke in the Wash-
ington Post, and here is Master Ser-
geant Blades. And he took me around
building 18, and yeah, it was a crummy
building. We could certainly have done
a lot better than we were doing for our
soldiers on medical hold in building 18.

But the real thing that bothered
Master Sergeant Blades was the fact
that they had to wait so long to get in
to see someone. And when they did, of-
tentimes their records that they had
worked on and they had prepared and
they had organized, sometimes those
records, after they delivered them to
the appropriate clinic, their records
would get lost. His specific complaint
to me was, I can spend 20 man-hours
putting together my medical record
and highlighting the areas that are of
significance and importance to me.
This goes over to one of the clinics. It
sits on someone’s desk until it is no
longer retrievable, and I have to start
all over again.

Now, the VA has been very forward
thinking in its embrace of electronic
medical records and its investment in
medical technology. The problem is the
Department of Defense medical records
do not interface with the VistA system
at the Department of Veterans Affairs.
So if delivering value to the patient is
of paramount importance, it is critical
that we make this type of service gen-
erally available to our patients.

Mr. Speaker, I was also going to ad-
dress some of the issues on health care
transparency; I probably don’t have
time to do that. I will simply mention
that I have introduced a bill dealing
with health care transparency that
provides for keying off what is hap-
pening in the States, and making cer-
tain that every State would have at
least some level of transparency in
health care pricing.

In Texas, up on the Web right now,
and I realize it is going to go through
several different iterations and it will
evolve considerably over time, but
TXpricepoint.org, available on the
Internet, allows patients to compare
prices on hospitals in their area.

Again, a lot of things we have to con-
sider when we work on the trans-
formation of the health care system in
this country. There are good things as
far as the public system, there are good
things as far as the private system. We
have got to be certain that we build on
the good things present in both sys-
tems, and that we stop doing the things
that no longer deliver value to our pa-
tients.
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U.S. TRADE AGREEMENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY) is recognized for
60 minutes.

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the Speaker
for affording me this opportunity. And
to the new Democratic coalition, to
have an opportunity to speak a few mo-
ments on the new template that has
been created as we move forward on
trade here in the House of Representa-
tives.

I want to take this opportunity again
to applaud the Chair of the Ways and
Means Committee, my chairman, Mr.
RANGEL, as well as chair of the Sub-
committee on Trade, Mr. LEVIN, as well
as the Speaker of the House, NANCY
PELOSI, and the entire Democratic
leadership for what I believe was forc-
ing the Bush administration to agree
to a framework that will encompass all
future trade agreements, a framework
that will ensure that our trade pacts
with other nations respect labor, both
here in the United States and abroad;
that respect the environment both here
and abroad; and respect our Nation’s
future economic success. And specifi-
cally, the new Democratic majority
achieved a long sought-after goal that
our trade agreements will include en-
forceable labor and environmental
standards.

I think it is incredible that our cau-
cus, that charged our leadership and
Mr. RANGEL with the authority to ne-
gotiate on behalf of our caucus with
the administration, with the USTR,
the principles that we laid out for him
and for our leadership. And what is re-
markable is the success that Mr. RAN-
GEL and our other leaders met in those
negotiations.

This new framework, this new tem-
plate, as I said before, illustrates how
Democrats, in response to public de-
mands to work in a bipartisan way,
how we were able to achieve our goals
by working cooperatively with Repub-
licans without compromising what we
stand for as Democrats—and that, in
large contrast to the stalemates that
we saw in recent past Congresses.

I think it is a new day in many re-
spects for the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and for the House of Represent-
atives. I hope it goes beyond this new
template for fair and free trade agree-
ments: that this can be used as an ex-
ample in other areas; that we can hope-
fully work in a more bipartisan spirit,
not always agreeing, not always get-
ting along, but working in the spirit of
cooperation on behalf of all our con-
stituents, be that Democrat, Repub-
lican or Independent.

This new trade policy achieves the
core Democratic principles and goes far
beyond the provisions in any previous
free trade agreement. All pending free
trade agreements will be amended to
incorporate key Democratic priorities
and will be fully enforceable. Key de-
mands that were met are fundamental
labor and environmental protections
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included in trade agreements that are
fully enforceable.

I think it is important to note here,
after years of opposition, this adminis-
tration and the former Republican-con-
trolled Congress agreed to include in
the text of the agreement the five ILO
worker rights: first, the right to asso-
ciation. Secondly, the right to collec-
tively bargain. It also prohibits child
labor. It prohibits slave labor. It pro-
hibits discrimination. For the first
time, environmental standards cannot
be lowered, and will be fully enforce-
able in free trade agreements going for-
ward.

The agreement upon framework ex-
pands access to life-saving medicines in
developing countries as well. Trade
agreements with South Korea and Co-
lombia present additional and distinct
obstacles that need to be addressed.
This is a framework; it is not carte
blanche for every free trade agreement
moving forward.

The framework is about leveling the
playing field for America’s workers, for
our farmers and businesses, and pro-
moting a trade policy that advances
U.S. economic interests around the
world, but also advances what we stand
for as Americans.

Democrats will continue to work
across the aisle to make sure our coun-
try stays in the forefront of this

globalizing economy and this
globalizing world. Working across the
aisle, Democrats will educate our

youth and upgrade worker skills on the
job, and stimulate science, education
and research as we move forward.

Democrats are committed to moving
beyond the current trade adjustment
assistance, TAA system, to provide
meaningful support, training and revi-
talization programs for entire commu-
nities which have been hurt by the ef-
fects of trade and technology. This bi-
partisan framework will keep America
as a global economic leader and a
champion for the principles Americans
all believe in.

I am so happy to be joined this
evening by a fellow member of the New
Democratic Coalition, ALLYSON
SCHWARTZ from Philadelphia, who
would also like to share her thoughts
about this new template that we have
been able to create here in the House of
Representatives.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I thank Congress-
man JOE CROWLEY from New York, who
has been a leader in the New Demo-
cratic Coalition. He has really been, as
a member of both the coalition and of
the Ways and Means Committee, as I
am, really out front and really working
to make sure that we are as economi-
cally competitive as we need to be in
this country. And that means all
American workers being given new op-
portunities. And that really does in-
volve making sure that we get these
trade agreements right.

So I want to thank the Congressman,
and thank him for asking me to join
him this evening.

What I want to do is to add my
words, some of them will be similar, I
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share some of the same feelings you do,
about how important it is for us as new
Democrats to participate and to push
to make sure that we get trade policies
in this country that, in fact, are com-
mitted to advancing sustainable and
responsible trade between ourselves
and the rest of the world.

We recognize that this is a new day
in the way we work. It is a global mar-
ketplace. We need to recognize that, we
need to recognize these new market-
places.

I, too, want to recognize our leader-
ship on the Democratic side, Speaker
PELOSI and Chairman RANGEL and
SANDER LEVIN, who really are abso-
lutely committed to doing these trade
agreements differently and bringing a
Democratic perspective to some of the
goals and ambitions that we have for
our constituents and for the American
people to really try and do things dif-
ferently.
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But let me also say that I understand
very clearly, as I think all of us do here
in Congress, that the new global econ-
omy has created real challenges for
American businesses, for American
workers, for American consumers and
for American families, and that we
need to do things differently in the 21st
century. We need to recognize the com-
petition that we are in, and we need to
do a number of different things. Trade
agreements are one piece of what we
have to do, and do them in a way that
recognizes how difficult this issue is for
so many Americans. But it is not all
we are going to do.

So we are going to talk specifically
about trade this evening, but I think as
you started to speak to towards the
ends of our remarks, the fact is as New
Democrats, and I hope for all of us in
Congress, we need to work together to
make sure that Americans are well pre-
pared for the jobs of the 21st century,
and that means investing in education,
demanding more from our educational
systems, demanding access to higher
education and job training. It means
making sure that people displaced by
globalization, by the changing market-
place, have access to continuing edu-
cation and job training, and that they
are trained for jobs that are family-
sustaining, that help them be able to
do all they want to do for their fami-
lies, and that we help American busi-
nesses be as innovative and as techno-
logically advanced as they possibly
can.

Our support as New Democrats for re-
search and development, for ways and
means, for tax credits that help ad-
vance the use of technology in our
businesses and to make sure that we
are competitive are all things that we
need to do, in addition to making sure
that our trade policies are really going
to work for American businesses and
American workers.

You went into some detail, and I
think that was important, but let me
certainly say that what we have done
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and what has been put forward by
Chairman RANGEL and by Congressman
SANDY LEVIN really is an enormous
change over the agreements that we
have seen in the last 6 years in par-
ticular. I want to say I am very proud
of the fact that they held really firmly
on putting forward, making sure that
we and other nations really meet inter-
national labor standards. They were
missing in our trade agreements.

If we are going to bring up the stand-
ards of workers in other countries, if
we are going to be able to compete
with workers and businesses in other
countries, we need to have them make
a commitment to those ILO standards,
to the international labor standards.

We also stood firmly on making sure
we were going to demand that other
nations work on environmental protec-
tions. That means when we are dealing
with Peru, we are talking about log-
ging and making sure that they meet
commitments.

Of course, we will need to make sure
on an ongoing basis that language that
is written in these trade agreements is
enforced. It does not help us to write
good language, although that is the
first step; we must make sure there is
an enforcement. I think many Demo-
crats, and I hope that it is true for all
of us, are concerned about the lack of
enforcement that has gone on in the
last 6 years. I myself have raised some
of those questions in the Ways and
Means Committee hearings.

So we are not finished by any means,
even by speaking tonight. This is a
broad template. We are referring to it
as a new trade policy for America. But
we feel very strongly, I certainly do,
that we have made an enormous step
forward here in making sure of the
trade agreements, and we expect the
template to be first used in our pending
agreements with Panama and Peru.

There are obstacles and other issues
that have to be dealt with in our trade
agreements. This is just part of the
special ones that often have to be dealt
with. They certainly will be with Co-
lombia, with South Korea, that are not
spoken to in this template that will be
very specific.

But the fact that this framework re-
quires and demands that we will see
higher labor standards in other coun-
tries, that we will see higher environ-
mental standards, that we will see a
commitment to really meeting these
international standards, is a commit-
ment that I think we have made to
American workers. As I say, it is a
piece of helping to make sure that
American businesses and American
workers can meet the challenges of the
21st century.

We will continue to, I certainly will,
make sure that we do everything we
can to make sure our workers are well-
trained and prepared for the jobs of the
next century, that those jobs are here
in America, that we can complete in an
international global marketplace.

This is really our responsibility in
Congress is to be able to say what we
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expect of these trade agreements, to
put language in those trade agree-
ments. But the fact that we can work
with this administration; you know, it
has been hard to work with this admin-
istration on a lot of issues. The fact is
this has been a breakthrough on trade.

The administration wants to see
these trade agreements, but we weren’t
willing to relent without these high
standards on labor and on the environ-
ment, and, again, I am going to add on
enforcement.

I will say also that we fully expect
that the work that we are going to do
on education and on research and de-
velopment and on innovation really is
going to, I hope, put ourselves forward
in making sure that we are going to be
as competitive; that we add the work
we are going to do on energy, bringing
down the cost of energy; that we can
add what we hope to do on health care
and bringing down the cost of health
care for our businesses and creating
more access to health care.

We are really looking long term, be-
cause this is long term, in making sure
that America continues to be the lead-
ing industrialized Nation in the world,
that our people live at the highest
standards, and that they can compete
in a global marketplace in a way that
we have always been proud of Amer-
ican products, and we will always be,
and that we will, in fact, be able to
make sure that our workers have the
access to jobs, and that around the
world we see all of the economies grow
and expand and create new markets for
us as well.

So I yield back. I will be happy to go
into, as I know Mr. CROWLEY will be,
into some of the specifics about some
of these standards. But, really, I think
what we want to do tonight is say as
Democrats, we believe in the American
worker. We believe in American busi-
ness. We know we can compete. We
need fair trade agreements that are en-
forced by this administration, and I
know we will stay right on it to make
sure that happens.

Mr. CROWLEY. One of the things
that I think is remarkable about the
template is that this is the base. This
is not the ceiling. This is where we
start from. And it is also precedent-set-
ting. We have been asking, I wouldn’t
say begging, but we have been pleading
with the other side to include these
ILO declarations for many, many,
many years now.

Unless you have served in the House
for the past few years, you may not
have the same appreciation for the
dysfunctionality of the Ways and
Means Committee and how it was or
was not working in the past. It was ei-
ther you take the agreement and you
vote for it, or you don’t. That is not a
way, I think, to build bipartisanship.
That is not a way to build consensus on
any issue, let alone an issue that is as
contentious as trade is for both Demo-
crats and Republicans.

I think the American people, Allison,
I think you will agree, want to see us
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working together. It doesn’t mean we
always have to agree on everything,
but they want to see us working to-
gether and crafting a template like
this, that there is a give and take on
all sides. I think when anyone enters
into negotiation on behalf of any
party, the understanding is there will
be some give and take.

There will be some who are not en-
tirely happy with every aspect of an
agreement, but I think on the whole,
we have to look at what Mr. RANGEL
and Mr. LEVIN have been able to craft
here and understand that just about ev-
erything we wanted as Democrats is in
this template.

It doesn’t mean that we will all, ei-
ther Democrat or Republican, support
all of the free trade agreements moving
forward, but it is the floor and not the
ceiling, and it gives us a great place, 1
think, to start.

One thing to also recount is that
many of the nations that we have
talked to, whether it was Peru or Pan-
ama or even Colombia, have said they
have no problem with us including
these provisions. They had no problem
if the former Congresses would have in-
cluded them, but they didn’t include
them.

Under this new Congress, this new
Democratically controlled House and
Senate, we said, no more. It will no
longer be the way it used to be. It will
no longer be a rubber stamp. We are
going to impose a new template that
incorporates some of the things that
we believe are core standards for the
American worker, but also for us as
Democrats and for the environment.

We have been joined as well by our
colleague from Wisconsin Mr. KIND, a
cochair of the New Democratic Coali-
tion. I know he would like to partici-
pate.

Mr. KIND. If the gentleman will
yield, I am very, very glad my col-
leagues here tonight are taking time to
try to explain what all the news has
been about the last couple of weeks,
and this is a very important template
of trade that has been reached with the
Democratic leadership here in Con-
gress, with the Bush administration.

Let me congratulate both of you for
the leadership you have shown on the
Ways and Means Committee on this
issue and so many other economic
issues that affect all of our constitu-
ents across the country.

I also want to commend Chairman
RANGEL, the chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee; and SANDY LEVIN,
who is the chair of the Trade Sub-
committee; and Speaker PELOSI for the
negotiation and hard work that they
put into this template of how we move
forward on trade agreements in this
country.

For the first time I believe that the
values of this Nation are finally start-
ing to be recognized and reflected as a
basis of these trade agreements; the at-
tempt to try to elevate standards up-
wards, rather than having a race to the
bottom when it comes to trade rela-
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tions, because so many of our constitu-
ents have felt for some time, and we
have heard it in our own congressional
district, that the trade agreements
really don’t speak to their needs, that
they are competing on an uneven play-
ing field in relation to the rest of the
world.

That is really what this agreement
was about, was trying to level the play-
ing field, to try to elevate standards
globally, not only influencing and rec-
ognizing the needs of our workers here
in America, but trying to influence and
recognize the needs of workers
throughout the rest of the world by
having basic principles as part of the
trade agreement, core international
labor standards as part of these trade
agreements as we move forward, envi-
ronmental protections, all on an even
par of enforcement with other impor-
tant provisions that are part of the
trade agreement.

But let me also admit the sheer polit-
ical fact, and that is there is very little
political upside in supporting trade in
Congress these days because it is so un-
popular back home. I think because of
that, because of the growth of
globalization and the interrelationship
that we have now in the world econ-
omy, very few workers feel that there
has been a real upside to them.

That is what we are trying to accom-
plish in this trade agreement is a rec-
ognition that they, too, have a place at
the table when this comes to trade;
that they do have rights that need to
be protected and assured; that we
should be a Nation that stands up in
opposition to the exploitation of child
labor or slave labor; that other workers
around the world, as they do in the
United States, have the right to collec-
tively bargain so they have better le-
verage in negotiating decent, fair
working conditions and compensation
for themselves and their families,
wherever they may be living in this
planet.

But, to me, trade has been more than
just goods and products and services
crossing borders, although that is what
most people think about as trade.
Trade is also an important tool in our
diplomatic arsenal. It is also about how
we, the United States, chooses to en-
gage the rest of the world, whether it is
a negative engagement or a positive
engagement.

Nothing could be more positive than
having a healthy trade relationship
with rules in place that everyone has
to live by. I happen to believe some-
thing that Cordell Hull, who was FDR’s
Secretary of State, said many, many
years ago, and that is when goods and
products cross borders, armies don’t.
There is so much conflict, and there
are so many rivalries, and there is so
much violence in this world today that
trade, if used right, with the right
rules of engagement, can be a positive
experience not only for our own eco-
nomic needs here in the United States,
but also abroad. To me, that is what
this agreement really speaks to is in-

H5605

corporating these types of values now
as we move forward.

We have got a few trade agreements
that we are trying to work on; Panama
and Peru, for instance. Colombia and
South Korea may need some more
work in talking to a lot of our col-
leagues, but at least we are estab-
lishing what those rules need to look
like. Now we can get down and haggle
out the details as we do move forward.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. If the gentleman
will yield, I think the way you put it,
I wanted to just echo that. What trade
agreements really are are setting the
rules. I think you are right. There has
been, I hear it, I think we all hear it.
We go in our districts and people say
trade is ruining us. Yet many of those
same people work in companies that
sell products overseas and are proud of
the work that they do. They realize
how specialized, how important the
work is that we do, and how we often
are still setting the standards in the
world marketplace.

But the reason to set these rules and
to set the rules as strongly as we can,
and we are setting them now, it doesn’t
mean they won’t be changed at some
point. They may need some tweaking,
which is why you renegotiate these
agreements. They don’t go on forever.
It is a dynamic marketplace we are in.

But it also means we can then go en-
force those rules. And when we see lack
of enforcement, I understand that frus-
tration. I have businesses come to me,
and I have tried to advocate on their
behalf to say, wait a minute, it is in
the rules, and we are unfairly disadvan-
taged. Is there something we can do?
Sometimes there is.

We have seen dumping of steel. We
are concerned about currency manipu-
lation in China. These are complicated
issues. In some ways, I am learning
some of them myself.

But the fact is there are such dif-
ferent systems in these different coun-
tries, and we need to recognize that.
But there are so many nations now
that want to have a capitalist system
and be able to have private investment
and to be able to compete with us. At
the same time there are very different
rules in some of these countries, so we
have to have a mechanism for inter-
preting what is fair and what is not.

[ 2030

That is part of the reason we do these
trade agreements. So if there is unfair
manipulation, if there is dumping and
State support for a company that
makes it very difficult for us to com-
pete, we have the rights within these
agreements to bring forward those
complaints and to have a fair hearing.

Mr. KIND. We had a very important
caucus meeting earlier today, the
Democratic Caucus, talking about the
provisions of this trade agreement.

What I heard in that caucus, and I
am not going to speak on behalf of
those who spoke, but there was a lot of
pent-up frustration. For the last 6
years with one-party control, our



H5606

ideas, thoughts and values were ex-
cluded in terms of the template of
trade agreements and what was in
these bilateral regional trade agree-
ments coming before Congress.

But also, as you just recognized,
there is a big concern about the lack of
enforcement of existing trade agree-
ments and the likelihood of enforce-
ment being done by this current ad-
ministration in future trade agree-
ments when they come before Congress
asking for our ratification. That is a
legitimate concern, a concern that I
hear back home from a lot of my con-
stituents as well.

Unless the administration wants to
step up and start enforcing these trade
agreement and say we entered into
these trade agreements for a reason,
and that is to uphold the terms of the
agreements and make sure everyone is
playing by the same rules, trade con-
fidence in this country is going to con-
tinue to ebb, and it is going to get
worse. I think that would be disastrous
ultimately for our long-term national
economic growth and for helping our
workers and expanding economic op-
portunities both at home and abroad.

So there is a big question mark with
the majority of the people in this Con-
gress with regard to the administra-
tion’s willingness to enforce these
agreements.

Mr. CROWLEY. I think one of the as-
pects of the template that we are talk-
ing about this evening, dealing pri-
marily with the environment, for in-
stance, is something that has not got-
ten as much attention as the labor and
the ILO declaration has gotten in
terms of its incorporation within the
template.

But I think it is important to note
for the RECORD that the policy, as it
moves forward under this template
that the Democrats have created, will
require our trading partners to enforce
environmental laws already on the
books, that they have agreed to, and
comply with several multilateral envi-
ronmental agreements, MEAs, which
would include: the Convention of Inter-
national Trade in Endangered Species;
the Montreal Protocol on Ozone De-
pleting Substances; Convention on Ma-
rine Pollution, the Inter-American
Tropical Tuna Convention; the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands; the Inter-
national Whaling Convention; and the
Convention on Conservation of Ant-
arctic Marine Living Resources.

The U.S. is a signatory to all of these
agreements, and I believe that free
trade agreements cannot be used to un-
dermine any of these MEAs. I think we
all agree, as Democrats, that pro-
tecting the environment and pro-
tecting our planet is something that is
an important element in any free trade
agreement.

Mr. KIND. I look forward to working
with my colleague here who, I think,
appreciates this. As we go forward with
this new template, we also need to
focus on capacity building in a lot of
these nations that we are trying to
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enter into agreements with, countries
like Panama and Peru that aren’t ex-
actly wealthy and have a lot of re-
sources, but to enable them to estab-
lish the institutions so they can do a
better job of policing labor standards
or environmental standards within
their own countries. I think there is a
great need and calling for us to do
that.

But, ultimately, there has to be a
willingness on our part and the admin-
istration’s to take these agreements
seriously and to enforce them seri-
ously.

We all hear it back home; when you
see someone losing their job or a plant
closing down, it is usually laid at the
doorstep of one of two factors. Either it
is bad trade or it is illegal immigra-
tion. It is obviously more complex than
that, but we need to have a broader dis-
cussion within the context of trade, as
well, in regard to worker empowerment
so that when people do lose a job, they
don’t have to make a showing of trade
relation in order to get any assistance
from the government. When a factory
closes, it does not matter to the family
affected whether it is trade related or
some other circumstance, because they
feel the pain the same way.

We have to step up our efforts in edu-
cation and worker training in this
country so our workers have the skills
to compete in a 21st century economy
and so they can be full participants. We
should also be talking more about port-
ability of health care and pension and
retirement security, so it is not nec-
essarily tied to a single job or occupa-
tion; and when they lose it, they lose
all of that, the whole fabric of sup-
porting their family is destroyed over-
night.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. We spoke before
about all of the other things that we
need to do to ensure that our busi-
nesses and workers are fairly able to
compete and excel.

One of the other things that I was
going to say is that when we look at
these new environmental standards, it
also creates opportunities for Amer-
ican businesses. We have been speaking
in a different context about the way we
are going to create more energy-effi-
cient businesses and products. And I
am sure you have been visited, as I
have been visited, by entrepreneurs
across this country who have great
ideas and are trying to move to market
with solar and wind and biofuels and
are ready to go.

When you think about these other
countries that are trying to move very
quickly to gear up and create new busi-
nesses, they are going to be looking for
that technology and they are going to
be looking for the scientists and the
engineers. Hopefully, we will do a little
patent protection and intellectual
property protection, but this is where
America has been so great, have that
innovation and be on the cutting edge
to do the very next thing that will then
be bought by not only other American
companies, but by other nations’ com-
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panies as well. I think there is a hun-
ger across this globe for that kind of
interaction and cooperation. Market
working, that is really what this is
about, and trade capacity.

So what this does, and it is not the
end-all and be-all. I think that is some-
thing we want the American people to
understand. These are trade agree-
ments, some of the rules and trying to
make sure that it is fair for American
businesses and American workers, and
then are enforced. But we have a lot of
other work to do on education and
health care and research and develop-
ment and some of our tax laws to, in
fact, make sure that we can compete
and it is fair.

But I think we, as new Democrats, in
particular, are very excited about this
challenge. It is scary. We hear from
families who are committed to making
some of those other changes, particu-
larly in trade assistance adjustment. I
think we will. So we recognize how dif-
ficult this is. There have been certainly
some serious bumps, and those are
very, very hard for families.

But we also have seen businesses
grow and thrive and we have seen indi-
vidual workers go on to do remarkable
work as well. That is what we are try-
ing to do with not just the trade agree-
ments, but with all of the work that we
are trying to do in here in the Con-
gress.

Mr. CROWLEY. We have been joined
by another member of the New Demo-
cratic Coalition, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CUELLAR) who has a keen
understanding of a number of the
issues we just spoke about, trade being
one, and immigration being another.
That may be a subject for another
evening for us to talk about.

HENRY, I know you want to weigh in
a bit as well on the trade template that
the new Democratic leadership has
been able to forge.

Mr. CUELLAR. Thank you, Mr.
CROWLEY. I certainly appreciate the
hard work of Speaker PELOSI and
Chairman RANGEL and the ranking
member, Mr. MCCRERY, as well as
SANDY LEVIN, working with the admin-
istration to come up with an agree-
ment. This is very important.

Let me give you some of my personal
experience. I am from Laredo, Texas,
which is the largest inland port in the
U.S. If you want to see trade, go to a
place like Laredo, Texas. I have seen
not only the primary jobs that are cre-
ated, but also the secondary jobs it cre-
ates when we talk about international
trade.

When you look at the U.S. economy,
the $12 trillion economy is bolstered by
trade, which is a pillar of our American
economic power. In 2005, U.S. exports
to the rest of the world totaled $1.2
trillion and supported one in five of the
U.S. manufacturing jobs we have. Jobs
directly linked to the export of goods
pay 13 percent to 18 percent more than
the U.S. jobs that we have.

Agriculture exports hit a record high
in 2005 and now account for 926 jobs
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that we have. So trade creates jobs,
and I think the balanced approach of
the new Democrats plays a role in de-
veloping this and is something that is
S0 important to us.

I believe in trade for several reasons.
It is not only the economics, but the
other thing is, we have to stay engaged
in the dialogue. If, for whatever reason,
the United States would turn against
trade, that is not going to stop the
world. Other countries are going to
continue entering into their own trade
agreements. That is why it is impor-
tant that the United States continues
trade negotiations and stays in the dia-
logue.

If I can say one thing, and then I will
leave it open, one of the things that I
have seen is ever since President John
F. Kennedy talked about the Alliance
for Progress, he looked at countries
like Peru and Colombia, to make sure
that we have that dialogue with them
because if we are able to do that, then
we can bolster those economies. And
again, talking about immigration just
briefly, but the more jobs you create in
those countries, hopefully the fewer
people will come to the United States.
Being on the border, we see those peo-
ple trying to get better jobs in the
United States.

Mr. KIND. I think you are exactly
right. I would submit that in a short
while we will be engaged in a immigra-
tion reform debate in this Congress.
But as long as we have a huge eco-
nomic disparity right across our border
and throughout the Western Hemi-
sphere, really we will be battling the
issue of people wanting to come to the
United States to realize the hope and
the promise of our country and a better
way of life for themselves and their
families.

Trade is a way to try to elevate peo-
ple’s standards upwards and create job
opportunities across the globe. Or we
will always be at the losing end of the
immigration proposition because of
what the United States has to offer and
the temptation to enter this country
either legally or illegally for a better
way of life.

Mr. CROWLEY. We are talking about
uplifting these other countries, as well,
by transposing our core values as it
pertains to labor standards, as it per-
tains to the environment. I think that
is something that should not be lost on
anyone when we look at what we are
attempting to do here.

Talking about Xennedy, talking
about anyone who has looked to the
hemisphere that we are in, as well as
the Southern Hemisphere, in many re-
spects you cannot move that hemi-
sphere elsewhere. We are connected by
land mass.

I think as we move forward on the
immigration debate and we discuss this
more and more, many of us believe we
should be helping those countries with
direct aid and assistance, to help them
become better democracies or become
democracies.

We see what is happening in some of
those countries in South America that
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are trying to experiment with other
forms of government that we don’t nec-
essarily agree with. It is not the way
that we would prefer to see South
America move. I think that is why
being able to bolster some of those
countries down there and show that
there is a positive benefit to be gained
by having a positive relationship with
the United States in this template in
trade and moving forward could very
well be an example that could be set
for other countries in the region.

We have been joined by our friend
and colleague from New York, Con-
gressman MEEKS, who has certainly
been engaged on many trade and immi-
gration issues, and has worked with
Venezuela and other countries.

And I would love to have your input
as well.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. You are ex-
actly right, Mr. CROWLEY. Some people
would like to say individuals, particu-
larly in our hemisphere, that
globalization and trade is taking ad-
vantage of them, that they are poor.
Yet these individuals, long before
globalization existed, were poor and
taken advantage of. Here is an oppor-
tunity because of globalization to give
them a hand up.

Part of the problem has been that
people have turned their backs on
them. When we trade and create jobs
and opportunities for them in their
country, as well as making sure that
we are creating jobs and opportunity in
our country, we have what is called a
win/win situation.

For example, there is something
called FedEx. For every 40 packages
that FedEx sends someplace else, we
create a job in the United States of
America.

Mr. CROWLEY. If the gentleman
would yield, I prefer to say for every 40
packages UPS delivers, we create one
additional union job.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. And I con-
cur. We are creating opportunities for
individuals here in the United States of
America, as well as giving individuals
an opportunity for jobs in these foreign
countries.

Many of the people are in the infor-
mal sectors in their communities right
now. When you go to South America,
you can talk about Colombia, Peru, Ec-
uador, Bragzil, they are in the informal
sector. What we are doing is creating a
formal sector where they can get
health benefits and talk about creating
a future with pensions for their kids
for tomorrow. We are talking about
giving them a hand up which they
don’t have now in the informal sector.
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Mr. CROWLEY. We’re also talking
about trade capacity building.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Absolutely.

Mr. CROWLEY. They are going to
want to afford our products the more
they can afford our products.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. As a result
of that, and I'm direct evidence of it,
what they will do is then they will

H5607

begin to educate their kids so that
they can now send their kids to school.
And that becomes their focus—to make
sure that the next generation is better
than theirs as far as education is con-
cerned and health care. It’s exactly
what we’ve done in this country. So
why should we just say it’s exclusively
for us and not want to share the bene-
fits of what we’ve gained in this coun-
try with others? That’s what leadership
is all about, and that’s all that we’re
doing here.

We’re not saying that we’re going to
turn our backs on other individuals,
say we’re going to help them, and we’re
going to help yourselves, because you
know what, the number one jobs, when
you look about creating jobs in Amer-
ica, it’s services. The services are cre-
ating jobs over and over and over and
time and again. And what we’re doing
also by, you know, trading with our
services in other areas, we’re creating
jobs and opportunities, and, in fact, our
businesses, I often say this, become our
best ambassadors because they look at
the jobs that Americans have created,
and they say, well, thank you for lift-
ing us up, thank you, for showing us
that you are not turning your backs on
us, thank you, because we’re the only
superpower in the world. So folks are
looking at us to be leaders in that re-
gard, and if we turn our backs on them,
leaving these individuals not to have
hope and opportunity for tomorrow,
then we will become the ones that’s
isolated them, and we should not.

It’s good foreign policy. It’s good do-
mestic policy, and it just makes over-
all, good moral sense.

Mr. KIND. There are a lot of positive
features to trade, but the congressional
district I represent, western Wisconsin,
is still heavily manufacturing, a lot of
agriculture, and there’s been a lot of
displacement and a lot of jobs lost.

And I don’t think any of us here on
the floor tonight are promising that
with this new template of trade that
we’re going to be able to guarantee ev-
eryone’s job in this country. You just
can’t do it. In fact, each generation of
Americans have had to wrestle with
their own transition and economic dis-
placement that’s occurred at that time
period. Whether we’re moving from the
agrarian to the industrial age, from the
industrial age to the information age,
to the next new thing, there are going
to be displacements.

As long as we can remain the most
innovative and creative Nation in the
world, which we’ve been able to sustain
for some time, we’re going to be able to
make those adjustments probably a lot
easier than other people around the
globe.

I don’t think anyone’s here to offer
this hope or promise that everyone’s
job is going to be guaranteed with this
new template right now. We can’t do
that any more than we can shut down
the information age or shut down the
World Wide Web and the Internet. Now
with the push of a button, we’'ve got
services crossing borders and collabo-
rations being created that we’ve never
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imagined before, and that’s a large part
of globalization today.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I just want to make
a point here that when you talk about
lifting up, I want to make sure that
people understand what trade agree-
ments really are about. This is not the
foreign aid bill, and we will discuss it
in another moment, and I think there’s
important work that we do through
some of that.

This is also saying to the countries,
if you’re going to be our trading part-
ner, you have to allow certain labor
standards. Some of them are really
very well known. We’ll not allow child
labor or slave labor. But we’re also say-
ing that your workers have a right to
organize, have a right to bargain, and
to be able to have workers in some
countries that have not had this oppor-
tunity to be able to band together.

We know how important it is, as part
of our own history continues to be in
speaking up on behalf of workers and
making sure they’re paid fairly and
treated fairly, that our rules are fair.

Mr. CROWLEY. Free from physical
harm.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Exactly. We know
there’s a huge struggle.

So part of what we’re saying is if
you’re going to be our trading partner,
then there’s certain expectations about
the way you treat people, and that is
true in the workplace. And once we’re
partners, there are also broader issues,
of course, about human rights and
about rule of law, and, you know, we
have some deep concerns about this as
well. And this becomes sometimes
complicated, but having that trade
agreement often allows the beginning
debate and engages us to be able to
make, in some ways, some of these
other expectations for themselves and
for us as well to be part of the world
community, to be part of the world
economy.

And part of it is we don’t want our
own people to be disadvantaged, but be-
cause we understand they have a right
to organize, they have a right to speak
up, and if we have some kind of engage-
ment with them, then their standard of
living will improve and, of course,
hopefully their human rights.

Mr. KIND. I think you’re exactly
right. One of the forces, quite frankly,
that we are contending with in the
United States, in this hemisphere, es-
pecially in South America, is a gen-
tleman by the name of Chavez, the
President of Venezuela, who’s been
fond of traveling around, spending his
petrodollars all around, and delivering
a very anti-American message.

I think one of the reasons that mes-
sage is starting to resonate, much to
our concern, is because a lot of the
workers in those countries where he’s
visited have felt excluded and left out
of trade agreements. What’s in it for
them? And finally, for the first time,
with this agreement, we’re starting to
address our concern for their needs as
well.

Mr. CROWLEY. If I could interject,
no longer will our trade agreements be
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negotiated by our government on be-
half of and solely for the benefit of
multinational corporations. This is
also under this template an oppor-
tunity to negotiate and have the Amer-
ican worker be a part of those negotia-
tions, at least have a sense that some-
one here on the Democratic Caucus is
looking out for their interests and for
the interests of the poor people of the
countries we’re talking about.

Mr. CUELLAR. Let me just follow up
on the points that they make.

First of all, for the people, like the
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania said,
if people are interested in labor stand-
ards, the environment, raising up the
wages of certain countries, the only
way we can do this is by having some
sort of dialogue. If we retreat back,
then there’s no vehicle to use to raise
those standards, and this is why those
trade agreements are very, very impor-
tant.

The second point is, and Mr. CROW-
LEY mentioned this, if you’re inter-
ested in the rule of law, if you’re inter-
ested in the principles of democracy, if
you’re interested in the economics,
like the gentleman from New York
said, we have to have some sort of vehi-
cle to engage those countries, because
if we don’t engage them like you said,
other countries will do it. So either we
get engaged, or somebody else is going
to do it.

Let me just give you a brief history
about what happened to us in Central
America a few years ago. We decided to
turn our back to a lot of those coun-
tries. What happened? In the 1980s,
you’ll recall the Communists, Nica-
ragua, the sandanistas all came in, and
all of a sudden the United States said,
oh, you know what, we better get en-
gaged. So, instead of having trade
agreements, we started sending arms
to those countries.

The response to that was the Carib-
bean-based initiative, and, of course,
we saw what happened with the other
trade agreement we did. This is why
history should teach us that if we don’t
get engaged with countries, then some-
body else is going to fill the vacuum,
whether it’s Chavez, like you men-
tioned a while ago, or it’s going to be
Castro or somebody else. But if we
don’t stay engaged, we’re going to lose
this. So this is why it’s so important
that we stay engaged in these trade
agreements.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. You’re ab-
solutely right, and here’s another rea-
son why trade agreements are impor-
tant, because if you look at particu-
larly our recent trade agreements,
what they do is they level the trade
balance. Because a lot of these nations,
when you talk about Central America,
they were already open to come to our
market. They were open to come to the
United States. We didn’t have access to
theirs. So we were able to level the
trade imbalances.

And, in fact, when you talk about
where we have the biggest imbalance,
happens to be with China, but you
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know what the fact of the matter is?
We do not have an FTA agreement
with China. We don’t even have one
with India. We’ve negotiated them. We
were able to negotiate them so that we
can balance it so that it’s fair to both
sides as opposed to it being unfair on
one side.

You use the FTAs as an agreement to
balance the playing field, to balance
the trade imbalances to a large degree
as well, as well as create hope and op-
portunity for people both abroad and at
home.

Some folks say they don’t like trade
at all. Well, I challenge them, espe-
cially if you’re poor. I come from the
southeastern Queens in New York. I
was raised in public housing. There’s
certain things that we can’t afford, and
I look at poor people, a number of
them, some of the trade has helped
them because they can now buy some
goods that they may not have other-
wise been able to afford. So we’ve got
to look at both sides of this. It has cre-
ated some jobs.

Where we’ve got to make sure that
we’re focused in the country is the
competitiveness issue. So we’ve got to
make sure that we’re educating our
young people so that they can take the
jobs, the high-paying jobs that, I might
add, that globalization and us being a
leader in technology and information
technology in particular and the serv-
ices, that we can create opportunities
for them.

So, yeah, are there some dangers. If
we allow our public educational system
to continue to go downhill, and we
don’t now focus on it, and we don’t
make sure that our people are educated
so that they can take the high-paying
jobs that are being created, then, yes,
we’re in danger of succeeding as a
country, period. Education is our
greatest resource, and competitiveness
is where we’ve got to go, and that’s
what our focus should be.

We should be working out together to
make sure that we’re competitive with
the rest of the globe because otherwise
we lose out on this. It’s not as if to say
globalization is a bad thing that’s
going to go away tomorrow. Obviously
it’s not, and it’s helping millions of
people.

There are 6 billion people in the
world, 6 billion people in the world.
There’s only 300 million of us in the
United States of America, 300 million.
And of the 6 billion people in the world,
over 3 billion of them live on less than
$2 a day. Why? They’re in the informal
sector. Why? There’s no hope and op-
portunities for them.

Don’t you think that as we being the
only world superpower, that we can do
something better; being humane, being
the country that we are, we could do
something better for them?

Mr. KIND. You're exactly right.
We’re less than 4 percent of the world
population, and we can no sooner turn
ourselves into a fortress of solitude and
hope to maintain economic progress
and opportunity in our own country.
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But the Democrats in Congress
haven’t been dealing with trade in a
vacuum. We’ve been promoting this in-
novation agenda for some time. We
have had legislation on the floor to try
to enhance further fields of study in
those crucial fields of math, science,
engineering, technology, those fields
that will enable our students and work-
ers to be innovative and creative and
develop into high-paying jobs that we
hope to see here in the United States.

We’ve been moving that legislation
forward, working with our Senate
counterparts. We’re trying to increase
research investment in the National
Institutes of Health, for instance, so we
can be at the cutting edge of medical
and scientific breakthroughs. All this
is interwoven into the economic agen-
da the Democrats have been standing
for that the New Democratic Coalition
has been a big part of in helping to for-
mulate that agenda.

That’s, I think, the direction we
need, and I think the American people
want to hear that type of message and
see that type of agenda. Our concern is
there’s a lot of economic anxiety
throughout the country, and they want
to know what their role is going to be
in this global marketplace. Perhaps
more importantly, they want to know
what kind of future their children have
to look forward to.

The Democrats for the first time
have been able to get legislation to the
floor that speaks to those needs, that
starts speaking to those anxieties. Will
it solve all those problems? No, but I
think it’s the best hope that we have to
make sure that our country is well po-
sitioned to stay competitive globally.

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I know we’re con-
cluding our hour, but I just think
that’s a great note, as New Democrats,
for us to end on.

It is important for us to move for-
ward on these trade agreements. I
think all of us would say this is a
major breakthrough for the Democrats
to see this kind of labor and environ-
mental standards and kind of enforce-
ment and commitment to do that.

But the real question is, this is just a
piece of the puzzle. This is only one
part of it, and we’re committed to a
much broader agenda of making sure
our young people are prepared for the
future, that some of our slightly older
people also have the enormous opportu-
nities for new directions for them as
well, and that our businesses can be
competitive.

So we’ve a lot of work to do to mak-
ing sure that our tax policy and our
trade policy and our education and
health care policies and energy policies
all contribute to making sure that
America has that economic capacity
and opportunity for all of our people.

Mr. CUELLAR. Let me just make
two points to conclude.

First one, let’s talk about the Con-
stitution. Why are these trade agree-
ments different? Why are they going to
be different; whether it’s Peru, Colom-
bia, Panama or Korea, why are they
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going to be different? First of all, in
the past, the President pretty much ne-
gotiated the agreement, and it was an
up-or-down deal. This time, the Con-
gress, through our leadership, through
the New Democrats, we’re asserting
ourselves through the commerce
clause. That is, we have the right to as-
sert ourselves to make sure that we're
part of the process so we can set up the
framework. And this is why these trade
agreements from now are going to have
a different type of framework, because
Congress is getting involved in the de-
velopment of that trade policy, number
one.

Number two, I will conclude with
this. In 2005, the U.S. exports to the
rest of the world totaled $1.2 trillion.
Think about that, $1.2 trillion. Jobs
have been created all across the coun-
try not only by big companies, but also
by the medium and small companies.

Second of all, jobs that are directly
linked to the export of goods pay 13 to
18 percent more than the other U.S.
jobs. I have seen this personally in my
hometown where we have this trading
community. It works, and we have to
stay engaged, and this is why this new
framework that the New Democrats
have developed along with our leader-
ship will provide the pathway for new
agreements in the future.

And thank you again for all the work
that y’all have done.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Let me
conclude with this.

Number one, I want to just com-
pliment Chairman RANGEL and Chair-
man LEVIN. They have done a great job.
I mean, it’s something the Democrats
have been asking for since the 1990s,
I've been in Congress, to make sure it’s
been included in every trade bill.
They’ve done a fantastic job to make
sure that we protect environmental
rights and labor rights, et cetera.

We care about those individuals that
we know are going to be hurt, because
in any agreement there are people that
get hurt, and when we talk about we’ve
got to do a real comprehensive pro-
gram so people can be retrained and go
back to work.
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Now that’s even more than just trade
agreements, because, you know, if you
check it out, really, more people have
lost their jobs through efficiency and
technology. Think about it.

How many people does it take to
produce a car today than it did yester-
day. When you need a telephone oper-
ator, does anyone pick up? It’s tech-
nology that picks up the telephone.
You know, EZPass, and all the conven-
iences that we currently have. We bet-
ter do a better job.

I think that Mr. RANGEL and Mr.
LEVIN have put that in that we will do
a better job, and retraining Americans
who are hurt, not only because of
trade, but who are out of the job for
any reason, whether it’s technology or
because of a trade agreement.

As Democrats, we are focused on
that. We can do that. We can do good
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by our folks at home, but we also can
do good by the people abroad so that
we can be the leaders of the Nation. We
are the world’s only super power.

Mr. KIND. I also want to commend
JIM MCCRERY, who is ranking member
of the Ways and Means Committee, and
the Republican colleagues on Ways and
Means who are also embracing this
template to go forward on trade agree-
ments. But as Chairman RANGEL re-
minded all of us today in caucus, this
new template doesn’t commit any sin-
gle member on future trade agree-
ments. We will still have the oppor-
tunity to review them when the Presi-
dent formally submits them for our
consideration. We will see if they are
the best deal struck for our Nation and
for our constituents’ best interest.

I think now, with this agreement, the
template is finally shaping up to where
we can get wider bipartisan support.
There is still a lot of work that needs
to be done. We can’t hold this out as
the silver bullet to the challenges that
our workers are experiencing day in
and day out, but trade is going to be an
important part of our economic equa-
tion, whether we like it or not, because
of the effects of global warming and
the ease of transporting goods and
products, services, across borders, all
that is breaking down.

The question is, whether we roll up
in a fetal position and pretend it’s not
happening and try to pursue neo-isola-
tionist policies, or whether we embrace
this change and try to make the
changes that we have to, to be in the
best position to stay competitive.

That’s really, I think, what the dis-
cussion will be about in the coming
weeks when we start analyzing these
trade agreements coming forward. I
want to thank my colleagues for tak-
ing some time this evening to discuss a
very important issue on the floor.
Hopefully, we will have some more dis-
cussions in the future.

Mr. CROWLEY. Let me close by just
saying thank you, thank you to the
gentlelady of Ohio for chairing this
hour of debate, as well as all my col-
leagues for being here this evening and
participating in this free-flowing dis-
cussion on this new template.

This new template, as we go forward,
it really is a new day in terms of trade
negotiations, and the relationship be-
tween the minority and the majority
here in the House of Representatives,
the comity that has now been brought
back, I think, to the Ways and Means
Committee, to the House in some re-
spects. Hopefully, this can be an exam-
ple of other things we can work on in
the future on behalf of all of our con-
stituents, again, Democrat, Repub-
lican, Independent and the like, to
move the agenda of America forward.

I want to thank each of my col-
leagues for participating this evening.

———
PATRIOTISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. SUT-
TON). Under the Speaker’s announced
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