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why Janet Reno did not accept Louis
Freeh’s recommendation, based on
LaBella’s memo, is because she knew
what is there. That document that
LaBella prepared, which | understand
is quite voluminous, goes into exten-
sive detail and actually points to indi-
vidual people.

Madam Speaker, this country, this
democracy, needs the American people
and its elected officials to see the over-
view of the evidence that LaBella gave
to Freeh that now remains closed and
confidential. If there is nothing there,
then there is no problem with the
memo; if there is no evidence, if there
is no story, if there is no substance, the
whole thing will go away, and the
China story will end, and we will make
the necessary corrections to our own
policies.

Madam Speaker, | would encourage
every one of our colleagues and every
constituent in every district of a Mem-
ber of this body and the other body to
demand that this administration do
one thing: release the full text, the un-
censored text, of the Charles LaBella
memorandum to Louis Freeh. Let us
see what evidence they thought may be
there in terms of a greater scheme for
the Chinese to acquire technology by
facilitating and greasing the skids of
certain key people and certain key
agencies that ended up with America’s
security being harmed. That was the
unanimous vote of all nine members of
the Cox committee, that America’s na-
tional security has been harmed by the
actions that we investigated in the Cox
committee work.

We cannot just stop with this docu-
ment, and we cannot rely on the main-
stream media because with the excep-
tion of a few people like those that |
have mentioned and some others, the
mainstream media is too stinking lazy
to go through the investigative details
necessary to uncover what is here. We
need to have this administration come
clean, give us the uncensored text of
what Charles LaBella said to Louis
Freeh which only went to Janet Reno.
When that happens, we will then know
the true extent of the China connection
and its impact with this administra-
tion.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The Chair will remind Mem-
bers to refrain from making personal
references towards the President.

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION
TO DENY COMMUNIST CHINA
NORMAL TRADE RELATIONS
STATUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized
for 60 minutes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, first of all, 1 would like to commend
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my colleague, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON). We have
worked together over these last 10
years while I have been a Member of
Congress on many, many occasions,
and | find Congressman WELDON to be a
patriot, a man of integrity, a man of
courage, and | think when all of this is
said and done, when we find out the
jeopardy that our country has been put
in and take the measures that are nec-
essary to correct this situation and to
make our country safe again, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) will be on the list of real
American heroes that came about to
save the day, and I am just proud to
serve with him.

Madam Speaker, tonight it is fortu-
itous that | will be speaking after the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) because my remarks are in
parallel with what Mr. WELDON has
been talking about. It goes into a
slightly different subject. Tonight |
will be talking about Most Favored Na-
tion status and our economic, as well
as military and diplomatic, relations
with China. But of course everything
that Mr. WELDON has said today ampli-
fies the need that | will be dem-
onstrating for us to reexamine Amer-
ican policy towards Communist China.

In fact, let me state right at the be-
ginning that when it comes to Com-
munist China, we have been treating a
hostile power, the world’s worst human
rights abuser, as a strategic partner,
that is what this administration has
insisted on us calling Communist
China, and | believe that Americans
will pay a woeful price for this irra-
tional, amoral and greed-driven policy
if we do not change it, and that is what
we need to do to change that policy
that has been in place to some degree
or another for 2 decades, but especially
in these last 6 years.

Yesterday | introduced legislation to
do just that, to change that policy. It
is a bill of disapproval of extending so-
called ““normal trade relations,”” which
was previously known as Most Favored
Nation status, with Communist China.
So what my proposal is is that we deny
Communist China normal trade rela-
tions status with the United States,
formerly called Most Favored Nation
status.

The time, Madam Speaker, is long
since past when the United States
should reexamine its fundamental poli-
cies toward the Communist dictator-
ship that now rules the mainland of
China. Our commercial policies, as well
as our diplomatic and military poli-
cies, for the past decade have worked
against the interests of our own people
and have not, as we had hoped, in-
creased the level of freedom enjoyed by
the Chinese people. In fact, some of the
initial progress that we saw in China
has now gone in the opposite direction,
especially since the end of the Reagan
administration and the tragic national
reversal in China in 1989 at Tiananmen
Square when they had the massacre at
Tiananmen Square.
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The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY), one of our Republican leaders
here in the House, defines ‘‘insanity”’
as doing more of the same, but expect-
ing the results to be different. Well, for
10 years the cause of freedom in China
has been in decline. Things are getting
worse. So much for the engagement
theory, the strategy of engagement,
and what we hear from those people ad-
vocating normal trade relations and to
continuing our relations with China is
doing more of the same, but expecting
that China is going to be different, that
there will be different results now.

Well, that makes no sense. It is the
unreasonable and perhaps irrational
optimism of some people to assume
that continuing our fundamental poli-
cies toward China will bring about dif-
ferent results than the retrogression
that we have seen in the past decade.

In the past 10 years, the genocide, for
example, has continued in Tibet. The
Chinese democracy movement has been
wiped out, and there has been increas-
ing belligerence by the clique that runs
China. The Beijing regime is modern-
izing and expanding its military power
while threatening the United States
and bullying its neighbors, especially
in Taiwan and the Philippines.

Big business falsely claims that
China is a country that is liberalizing
through commercial engagement.
There is no evidence for that claim. So
every time you hear it: Well, we have
got to engage them, that is what will
make them better; just be aware that
there is every evidence to show just the
opposite. In fact, the empirical evi-
dence shows that China is going in the
opposite direction, that engagement is
not making things better, is not caus-
ing a freer China, but instead for the
last 10 years has resulted in more re-
pression, more militarization.

Furthermore, the trade relationship
is working against the people of the
United States. So here we are in an
economic engagement that is not help-
ing us bring about a freer China, thus,
less belligerent, thus a China that will
be more peaceful. It is not doing that,
but it is also not even helping us eco-
nomically.
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The Chinese are using their $60 bil-
lion annual trade surplus with us to
modernize their Armed Forces, includ-
ing building nuclear missiles aimed at
the United States, and they are con-
tinuing to proliferate weapons of mass
destruction. For example, Communist
China is reported to be the power be-
hind North Korea’s space program. Get
into that.

North Korea has a space program.
This is a country that has people who
are starving by the thousands, that we
are giving millions of dollars worth of
food aid to, but they have a space pro-
gram? You got it. Communist China is
helping the North Korean regime with
a so-called space program. In other
words, they are helping them build
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