June 14, 2004

offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4103, 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.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4103, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

———

APPROVING THE RENEWAL OF IM-
PORT RESTRICTIONS CONTAINED
IN BURMESE FREEDOM AND DE-
MOCRACY ACT OF 2003

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the joint
resolution (H.J. Res. 97) approving the
renewal of import restrictions con-
tained in the Burmese Freedom and
Democracy Act of 2003.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.J. RES. 97

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress approves
the renewal of the import restrictions con-
tained in section 3(a)(1) of the Burmese Free-
dom and Democracy Act of 2003.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS).

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

Mr. Speaker, as a cosponsor of this
bill, I support extending sanctions on
Burma for an additional year within
the framework enacted into law last
year under the Burmese Freedom and
Democracy Act.

Mr. Speaker, I generally do not be-
lieve in wunilateral trade sanctions.
They are often emotional responses to
atrocious acts and have unintended
consequences, oftentimes harming the
people that we, in fact, were seeking to
assist. For example, the State Depart-
ment notes that the Burma import re-
strictions have caused 50,000 to 60,000
workers in Burma to lose their jobs.
These people were not narrowly helped
by the sanctions.

But, at the same time, the actions of
the ruling junta in Burma continue to
be unacceptable. I believe sanctions are
appropriate if the circumstances are, 1,
limited; 2, targeted; 3, reexamined
yearly, and if we continuously analyze
them to make sure they are not caus-
ing more harm than good. We must
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also examine the question of harm and
good in short term and in long term.

The law passed last year requires the
administration to issue a report on
whether sanctions have been effective
in improving conditions in Burma and
furthering U.S. objectives. The State
Department, in its first report, states
that the sanctions represent ‘‘a clear
and powerful expression of American
opposition to the developments in
Burma over the past year.” The De-
partment observes that the overall
human rights record in Burma has
worsened over the past year. While the
junta has made some apparently super-
ficial efforts toward democracy with
its ‘“‘road map,”’ it does not appear that
Burma is on the road to true, funda-
mental democratic reform.

The State Department’s report, how-
ever, also notes that no other country
has implemented the same set of eco-
nomic sanctions as the United States;
and the U.S. import ban would be, ac-
cording to the report, ‘‘far more effec-
tive” if other countries would do the
same.

So, Mr. Speaker, although I support
the extension of the sanctions for 1
year, I strongly encourage this admin-
istration to pursue a more aggressive
multilateral sanctions approach in
Burma. That government must be
truly isolated. It is vital that the ad-
ministration work with other countries
to reach multilateral sanctions. This
effort is key if we are to continue sanc-
tions against Burma.

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
legislation. I also believe that a more
multilateral approach is in order. I also
think as we discuss Burma, we should
look at the experience that inter-
national bodies are having, including
the ILO and the inability of the ILO, as
it is presently structured, to proceed
with any real teeth. I think that em-
phasizes why the United States, as we
put forth and put together trade agree-
ments, should incorporate into these
trade agreements provisions that re-
late to the work, for example, of the
ILO and core labor standards.

I support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS), the distin-
guished ranking member, and I ask
unanimous consent that he control the
balance of the time on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of House Joint Resolu-
tion 97, and I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would first like to ex-
press my appreciation to my friend and
fellow Californian, (Chairman BILL
THOMAS), for his assistance in moving
this legislation to the floor so expedi-
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tiously, and to my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL)
and the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN), for their leadership on Burma
and for granting me the privilege of
managing this bill today for the Demo-
cratic side.

Mr. Speaker, a year ago, the Burmese
regime launched a brutal crackdown on
Burmese democratic leader Aung San
Suu Kyi and other members of the Na-
tional League for Democracy. Burma’s
authoritarian ruler simply could not
accept the fact that Aung San Suu Kyi
remained enormously popular a dozen
years after the government nullified
the fair and free elections that she
won.

Just 10 months ago, Mr. Speaker,
President Bush signed into law my bill
imposing comprehensive sanctions on
Burma. My legislation was approved by
this House overwhelmingly, 418 ayes to
2 noes.

Sadly, the case for a tough approach
toward Burma, including import sanc-
tions, is even stronger today than a
year ago. Countless National League
for Democracy leaders remain behind
bars. Aung San Suu Kyi, a woman of
extraordinary courage, is locked inside
her house and there is little prospect
that the Burmese junta will engage in
meaningful dialogue with the National
League for Democracy and other demo-
cratic leaders.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the Burmese re-
gime is currently holding a ‘‘national
convention’ to write a new constitu-
tion for Burma. The meeting itself is a
complete and utter sham. The Burmese
leadership refused to let Aung San Suu
Kyi participate, apparently afraid that
her eloquent words would convince the
delegates to move towards democracy
and away from dictatorship.

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased that the House is moving for-
ward with this bipartisan initiative to
renew Burma import sanctions. Bur-
ma’s ruling elite, who have a question-
able direct financial tie to most enter-
prises in Burma, must understand that
they will be unable to enrich them-
selves off the American consumer.

To those who argue that the sanc-
tions have not worked, I have two re-
sponses. First, when Congress imposed
import sanctions on Burma, we fully
understood that such measures might
take years, if not decades, to bring
change to Burma, certainly not 10
months. If 10 months were the standard
duration for American import sanc-
tions, South Africans would still be
governed by the apartheid regime, and
Libya would have developed and de-
ployed nuclear weapons instead of sur-
rendering them to the United States.

Second, the TUnited States must
make it a top priority to convince our
key allies in Europe and in Asia to
adopt import sanctions on the Burmese
regime. Unfortunately, the executive
branch has made little or no effort to
accomplish this important task. If
sanctions fail to quickly bring change
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