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believe this effort should be imme-
diately embraced by the administra-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I am astounded that the 
administration choose not to support 
the attempts of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) at finding 
a peaceful solution to the crisis in 
Kosovo. The decision by the adminis-
tration leads me to reluctantly con-
clude that they are determined to pros-
ecute a war in Kosovo regardless of 
costs. The attempt by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) in co-
ordination with the Russian Duma 
should have been wholeheartedly em-
braced by this administration as a 
means to ensure the safety of not only 
the Kosovars, but our men and women 
in uniform carrying out the NATO mis-
sion. I can think of no reason why the 
administration would reject the efforts 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. WELDON) and the members of the 
Russian Duma. The agreement, if suc-
cessful, would establish a cease-fire 
under conditions first proposed by the 
NATO countries. 

Now, if the NATO requirements were 
dismissed in the proposal and unsatis-
factory ones drafted, I could under-
stand that the administration would be 
unable or unwilling to support it. But a 
rejection of a potential agreement with 
the NATO conditions as a prerequisite 
is unimaginable. 

It is essential for this Congress to ac-
cept its responsibility to our men and 
women in uniform and ensure that 
their safety is the paramount concern 
of the United States. Unfortunately, 
with the administration’s rejection of 
the potential peace initiative I cannot 
be sure that it is theirs. 

The United States does not have a 
vital interest in the Balkans. We have 
not been presented with clear objec-
tives, any specific mission or even a co-
herent exit strategy. Now the adminis-
tration is choosing military action 
over peace. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all my col-
leagues to support the efforts of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
WELDON) in the Balkans. 

f 

THE HIGH TECH ECONOMY 

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

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, the fastest growing segment 
of our economy has been the high tech 
segment of our economy driven mostly 
by computers, software, the Internet, 
biotech, and also the products that our 
increasing technology enables us to 
create. It is what has been most re-
sponsible for the strong economy we 
have enjoyed in the last 7 or 8 years 
and, more importantly, will be the cor-
nerstone of what the future is going to 
hold. The more we can do to move the 

high tech economy forward, the more 
jobs that we could create and the 
stronger an economy that we can have. 

Now we deal with a lot of com-
plicated issues in Congress. Mostly our 
goal is to try to improve the lives of 
the people we represent. There are a lot 
of very strong difficulties in doing 
that, but the one thing that most 
clearly, positively affects the lives of 
the people all of us represent is a 
strong economy. That is means oppor-
tunity, opportunity for good jobs and a 
decent wage so that you can take care 
of your family and build for the future. 
High tech is critical to that. 

That is the first component of what I 
want to talk about, the high tech econ-
omy. The second component is exports 
and basically creating markets for our 
goods, specifically for our high tech 
goods. Ninety-six percent of the people 
in the world live someplace other than 
the United States of America. 

Now in the U.S. we still manage to 
consume 20 percent of the world’s 
goods, services and products, so what 
that means is if we are going to have 
growth in any aspect of our economy 
really, not just the high tech aspect, 
we are going to have to look overseas. 
We are going to have to look to that 
other 96 percent of the world out there 
and increase their consumption of our 
goods. 

Bottom line: Increase exports, and in 
particular, increase exports of high 
tech products. Those are the two 
things that need to come together, the 
importance of getting at that 96 per-
cent of the rest of the world and the 
importance of continuing to allow our 
high tech economy to thrive. If that 
high tech economy is going to thrive, 
we are going to have to get access to 
those other markets. Our companies in 
this country are going to have to get 
access to those other markets for one 
central reason, that we are the leaders 
in most aspects of the high tech econ-
omy. 

We are far from alone. Countries 
throughout the world are developing 
their own Internet technology, their 
own telecommunications technology, 
their own software and hardware tech-
nology. We have competitors out there, 
and if they have access to markets that 
we do not have access to, that is inevi-
tably going to catch up with us. It is 
going to give them the ability to grow 
and prosper and then feed more money 
back into research and development to 
develop the next best product, and in 
the high tech community, as my col-
leagues know, today’s best product 
could be just totally out the window 
tomorrow as technology leaps ahead. 
You have to be the one in the position 
to leap ahead, and to get there we have 
to give our high tech products access 
to those foreign markets, and we are 
failing in three areas right at the mo-
ment. 

Number one, we have too many broad 
based economic sanctions that are uni-

laterally imposed by our country. We 
unilaterally decide that our country’s 
companies will not be allowed to do 
business with dozens of other countries 
for dozens of other reasons. This does 
not work because while we make that 
unilateral decision, our competitors do 
not. Our competitors sell products to 
those same countries, so we do not 
have any impact on the country that 
we are trying to impact except to force 
them to buy good goods from our com-
petitors. 

But two other areas are specifically 
problematic for the high tech commu-
nity. One is encryption software, and 
skipping a complicated analysis, 
encryption software is basically the 
software that enables you to protect 
whatever is on your computer, to make 
sure that only you can see it and no 
one else can. This is very important for 
a variety of reasons, privacy reasons 
but also competitive reasons. 

Any computer technology, computer 
product, software product that is sold 
requires top-of-the-line encryption 
technology, but our country does not 
allow our companies to export top-of- 
the-line encryption technology. We 
place caps on how much of it can be 
sent out, depending on the product and 
depending on the service. That puts us 
at a disadvantage with our competitors 
and gives them a chance to get ahead 
of us in the high tech economy and 
jeopardizes future economic growth. 

We do this because we are concerned 
about the national security implica-
tions of encryption technology, and 
they are there, there is no question. 
The better encryption technology you 
have, the better you are able to either 
protect your national security or 
breach somebody else’s. The mistake 
we made is in assuming that by placing 
controls on the export of our compa-
nies’ encryption technology, that 
somehow stops the rest of the world 
from getting it. 

Encryption technology can be 
downloaded off the Internet. Dozens of 
other countries sell and export top-of- 
the-line encryption technology. All we 
do is place ourselves at a disadvantage 
and in the long run hurt our national 
security interests. We hurt them be-
cause we hurt our own companies’ abil-
ity to be the leaders in leap-ahead 
technology. There was a great relation-
ship in this country between the Na-
tional Security Council, the FBI and 
our high-tech companies. They can 
work together to develop the best prod-
ucts to help with our national security 
concerns, but not if the company devel-
oping the best technology is from 
China or Germany or even Canada. 
They do not have the same cooperative 
relationship with the FBI that our own 
companies can have. We need to change 
encryption technology export, for the 
good of our economy and for the good 
of our export sector. 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 13:15 Oct 02, 2004 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR99\H29AP9.002 H29AP9


		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-03-08T03:31:21-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




