
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2255May 16, 2001
been committed. Since all logical investiga-
tion has been completed, this matter is being
closed.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to point my
colleagues to a story that ran just the
last few days where we now have seen
that Danny Stillman has evidence and
material he collected that shows that
the Chinese were aggressively trying to
acquire supercomputers so that they
could miniaturize their nuclear weap-
ons. Up until 1996, China had no super-
computers. That was the year Presi-
dent Clinton lowered the standard and
within 2 years China acquired 700
supercomputers. The information
Danny Stillman allegedly has gives us
the details as to how China uses the
supercomputers we gave them to build
miniature weapons, nuclear weapons to
be used against us and our allies.

Right now, the Department of De-
fense and Department of Energy are re-
fusing to allow Danny Stillman’s notes
to be made public. I am today writing
Secretary Rumsfeld and the adminis-
tration to demand that these questions
be answered. As a member of the Cox
Committee that looked at this issue in
depth, we need to know for sure what
impact the President’s decision in 1996
had to allow China to develop minia-
ture nuclear weapons which they could
use against America today.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the letter to Secretary Rums-
feld.

MAY 3, 2001.
DONALD H. RUMSFELD,
Secretary of Defense, Defense Pentagon, Wash-

ington, DC.
DEAR SECRETARY RUMSFELD: I am writing

with regard to today’s article in the Wash-
ington Post entitled, ‘‘U.S. Blocks Memoir of
Scientist Who Gathered Trove of Informa-
tion.’’ As a member of the Select Committee
on U.S. National Security and Military/Com-
mercial Concerns with the People’s Republic
of China, I am alarmed and concerned that
the Committee was never informed about
Danny B. Stillman or provided with the ma-
terials he collected over the years.

The article states:
Stillman said Chinese physicists told him

that they had begun research on miniatur-
ization during the 1970s, but could not com-
plete it because they lacked the computing
power to carry out massive calculations.
When the Chinese physicists got access to
supercomputers, they pulled out their old re-
search, ran the numbers and designed the
new devices.

These supercomputers not only benefited
the Chinese advanced conventional weapons
programs but also their weapons of mass de-
struction programs. Now these weapons are
targeted at the United States and our friends
and allies in the region.

Please answer the following questions:
1. Where did the Chinese get the supercom-

puters?
2. What other weapons systems did they

use the supercomputers on?
3. Were export control officers made aware

of the importance of supercomputers to the
Chinese weapons programs?

4. When did the previous Administration
learn of this?

5. Why was Congress not informed?
The article also states:
In all, Stillman said he collected the

names of more than 2,000 Chinese scientists
working at nuclear weapons facilities, re-

corded detailed histories of the Chinese pro-
gram from top scientists, inspected nuclear
weapons labs and bomb testing sites, inter-
viewed Chinese weapons designers, photo-
graphed nuclear facilities—and then, each
time he returned home, passed the informa-
tion along to U.S. intelligence debriefers.

Please provide to me Stillman’s trip re-
ports, notes, photographs, videos, the list of
Chinese scientists and a draft of his book.
Along with a list of all DOE employees who
have visited Chinese nuclear weapons facili-
ties.

Sincerely.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON–LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

f

IN SEARCH OF THE DEFENSE
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, has any-
one seen the defense supplemental ap-
propriation? I seem to recall that dur-
ing the recent Presidential election,
much was made of the needs of our men
and women in uniform. ‘‘Help,’’ we
were told, ‘‘is on the way.’’

Now we know of helicopters that can-
not fly, roofs on family housing leak-
ing, training missions being canceled
or deferred, and even major procure-
ments being modified, all because the
supplemental that was promised, the
supplemental that was planned for, has
not arrived.

I know that Secretary Rumsfeld is in
the middle of a wide-ranging strategy
review and I know that he has put most
of the Department of Defense on hold
while the review runs its course. I will
have more to say about that soon in
another venue.

But a supplemental appropriation
has nothing to do with our future
strategy. The shape of tomorrow’s
force is not the issue. The supple-
mental is supposed to pay for what our
military has already done.

So surely, Mr. Speaker, there must
be a supplemental around here some-
where, and I would appreciate hearing
from any other Member who happens
to stumble over it. I have risen on this
floor several times in the Congress to
point out the need for such a supple-
mental. Even the commitment to hav-
ing one would be enough to let com-
manders carry on, secure in the knowl-
edge that their costs would be reim-
bursed later. But even that simple as-
surance has not been forthcoming. And
our military services are paying the
price today. Readiness is lower, air-
craft are being scavenged for parts, and
all because we cannot find that darn
supplemental.

Mr. Speaker, if you see it, would you
please let me know?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

AIDS IN AFRICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, each day,
16,000 more people become infected
with HIV/AIDS. Nowhere is this stag-
gering figure more apparent than sub-
Saharan Africa, where 25 million peo-
ple are HIV positive. Last year alone,
2.4 million sub-Saharan Africans died
of HIV/AIDS. One particular group de-
serves our particular attention and as-
sistance due to the disproportionate
burden that they have borne, that is,
the women of sub-Saharan Africa.

Sub-Saharan African women are now
the fastest growing HIV population in
Africa. They constitute 55 percent of
all adult HIV infections in the entire
region. Most disturbing, sub-Saharan
African women are becoming infected
at earlier ages than their male coun-
terparts. Teenage girls are infected at
a rate five to six times greater than
their male counterparts. Of course, the
escalation of HIV/AIDS among sub-Sa-
haran African women has a direct and
important impact upon the most vul-
nerable population in the sub-Saharan
region, its impact on children. Two-
thirds of the 500,000 orphaned children
in Africa lost parents to HIV/AIDS.
Over 30 percent of children born to HIV
positive women will develop pediatric
AIDS.

b 1915

I have personally witnessed the or-
phanages overflowing with children
who have lost parents to this disease,
and it is both astonishing and heart-
wrenching.

Mr. Speaker, many social factors
have resulted in these staggering sta-
tistics. Sub-Saharan African women
often suffer from lower social status
and lower economic status. They are
economically dependent on males in
their society. Many do not have the
same access to health care or edu-
cation as their male counterparts.

Also, despite the fact that many
women are primary sources of income
for their families, poverty abounds and
abounds and abounds and abounds. This
pervasive policy of poverty forces
many women into vocations which
make them more susceptible to HIV/
AIDS.
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These inequalities, Mr. Speaker,

begin early in life. Young girls are less
likely to be informed about the risks
and dangers of HIV/AIDS and also far
more likely than boys to be coerced or
even raped. Even when they are taught
about prevention, they are often un-
able to avoid unsafe sexual practices
because of their lack of social influ-
ence.

Mr. Speaker, many of us may ask,
what can we in this country do to
change the status of women in sub-Sa-
haran Africa? Well, there are many
things that we can do. There are many
things that we can and must do right
now.

Right now, Mr. Speaker, we must
focus national and international poli-
cies toward the eradication of poverty
in order to empower women. Right
now, Mr. Speaker, we must affirm the
human rights of girls and women to
equal access to education, skills train-
ing and employment opportunities.
Right now, Mr. Speaker, we must in-
tensify efforts to determine the best
policies and programs to prevent
women and young girls from becoming
infected with HIV/AIDS.

Mr. Speaker, there is a lot we can do
and we must do it right now.

f

DEVELOPING A COMMONSENSE,
COMPREHENSIVE NATIONAL EN-
ERGY POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
MATHESON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, this
week there will be a number of dif-
ferent energy policy proposals that will
be introduced, a number of events that
will attract a lot of attention, attract
a lot of press; and we are at the outset
of a time when Congress will be asked
to take on the very difficult task of
trying to develop a commonsense, com-
prehensive national energy policy.

This is a complicated issue, and we
really should not take a simplistic ap-
proach. In that context, we should not
take a simplistic partisan approach.
Energy should not be a partisan issue.
We should find a common ground with-
in this body to tackle such a com-
plicated issue.

We are going to hear concerns about
this issue, where we talk about some
short-term issues and some long-term
issues, and it is important to consider
both of those time frames in terms of
making good public policy decisions.

The short-term is the set of issues
that we can all relate to the most, be-
cause we are all consumers in this
country and we have all felt the pain of
the gas pump. We have all seen our
electric bills come in at higher prices.
We have all seen our gas bills come in
at higher prices.

The short-term issue is the more tan-
gible issue. Although it is the more
tangible issue, it is also one that is
very complicated to solve, because
there are not too many options we

have right now. But we should recog-
nize that consumers are feeling the
pinch.

We should promote policies that en-
courage any potential incremental pro-
duction that we can accelerate quickly
to bring to market, and we also need to
encourage policies that are going to en-
courage efficiency and better use of our
energy supplies.

That is really the best weapon we
have got in terms of short-term solu-
tions to our energy supply problems,
because if you really want to take a
step back and talk about the problem,
as I said, it is very complicated in na-
ture. It comes down to where we have
a supply and demand imbalance. And in
the short-term, supply is going to be
very hard to affect so we really need to
take a look at the demand side and see
what we can do.

There are a lot of technologies out
there right now. This is not something
where we have to come up with some-
thing new. These technologies exist
today, they are proven, and we have to
be smart about how we use energy in
our country.

But let me shift to the long-term
issues, which get to be a broader range
of issues we need to talk about. We
need to talk about ways to enhance our
supplies; there is no question about it.
We need to do this in a comprehensive,
balanced way. We need to rely on tech-
nology to give us the best available op-
tions for creating additional energy
supplies.

From a public policy perspective here
in Congress, we need to try to create a
more predictable policy environment. I
used to work in the energy business. I
know how complicated it can be when
you want to site a power plant and you
are trying to figure out, what are the
rules? I have to play by the rules, but
I do not know what they are.

We need to create a situation where
we have more transparent rules, a
more transparent situation, so people
can make informed decision, because
we are talking about investments of
hundreds of millions of dollars in an in-
dividual energy facility. If we are going
to make those types of investment de-
cisions, we have to have a predictable
future about what the marketplace is
going to look like and what the rules of
the game are going to.

So I call on Congress to make sure
that as we make these policy decisions,
we do not make the situation more
complicated. We need to pursue some-
thing where we are clear and predict-
able in the policy environment.

Energy should not be characterized
as a partisan issue. Our constituents
expect more of us. Our constituents
recognize how difficult energy policy
can be. They are also feeling the pinch
today. I think as we sit here at the out-
set, it is important for us to take a
step back and make a commitment to
take a good balanced comprehensive
approach, looking at both supply and
demand, and address this in as com-
prehensive a manner as possible.

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to reclaim the time
of the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
DEFAZIO) in order to present my 5-
minute special order.

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

There was no objection.
f

REPORT OF CHURCH LEADER DEL-
EGATION TO MEXICO WITH RE-
GARD TO EFFECTS OF NAFTA
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
extend my sincere appreciation to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUN-
CAN) for allowing me to precede him
here this evening. He is always very
gracious and accommodating to other
Members.

Mr. Speaker, this evening I begin
what will be a series of 5-minute
speeches to place in the RECORD infor-
mation about a very important trip on
our continent that was taken by reli-
gious leaders of Canada to Mexico in a
fact-finding trip subsequent to the pas-
sage of the North American Free Trade
Agreement, NAFTA.

They traveled there in late March
and early April, and in fact have pro-
duced probably one of the finest docu-
ments I have had the opportunity to
read regarding what has happened in
the last 7 years post-NAFTA. The dele-
gation included representatives of the
Presbyterian Church, the Roman
Catholic Church, the Anglican Church,
the United Church of Canada, the Ca-
nadian Religious Conference, and the
Inter-Church Committee on Human
Rights in Latin America. They trav-
eled throughout Mexico to all different
regions, and this evening I will only
talk about a few of the areas that they
visited.

The compelling report that they have
produced tells all of us who are going
to be faced very shortly with a vote on
fast-track extension, to move NAFTA
to expand its concepts to all of Latin
America, to think twice about what we
are doing and to go back and redress
some of the horrendous conditions that
the original NAFTA agreement has
created in our own country and in the
other two major nations on this con-
tinent, Canada and Mexico.

The group first visited the Sierra
Tarahumara, which is in the central
part of the country in the region of
Chihuahua, and I will only read parts
of their written report. They begin say-
ing, ‘‘In the once densely forested
mountains of the Tarahumara Sierra,
we met with the indigenous commu-
nities of San Alonso, who gave us a let-
ter for our government, signed with
their thumbprints that pleads for ’an
end to the impoverishment of our peo-
ple.’ ’’


		Superintendent of Documents
	2010-06-01T13:48:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




