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witnessed, reactivating some of those long-
held fears. 

I urge the President to make a strong state-
ment demanding the release of the Iran thir-
teen. I believe it is imperative that Iran imme-
diately release these innocent individuals and 
to stop its anti-Semitic behavior. 

f 

VOTE NO ON PNTR 

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

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
we have just witnessed a very fine de-
bate on PNTR, and I thought that I 
would expand for my 5 minutes’ worth 
a little bit on the points that have been 
made today. 

I think it was vital that people not 
miss the point that the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) stressed 
when he gave his speech, and that was 
that many of the companies that we 
are talking about that have been 
opened up and that people are talking 
about doing business with in Com-
munist China are companies that are 
owned by the People’s Liberation 
Army. 

What a travesty it is that what we 
have got, and this is as I have repeated 
in that debate several times, the es-
sence of what is being decided is wheth-
er or not major businessmen in the 
United States can invest in building 
manufacturing facilities in Communist 
China, while what they do when they 
build these manufacturing capabilities 
in China, these manufacturing centers, 
they have to go into business, they 
have to go into business with a Chinese 
partner. Who is that Chinese partner? 
More often than not, the Chinese part-
ner is the People’s Liberation Army. 

Thus we are providing the capital 
through the American taxpayer, sub-
sidizing the loans that these business-
men get, guaranteeing the loans so 
that people will give them the loans 
they need to create these manufac-
turing jobs, manufacturing centers in 
Communist China. They go over there 
and set them up and who is their busi-
ness partner? Who is splitting the prof-
it with them? The People’s Liberation 
Army. 

The People’s Liberation Army that 
builds missiles with the technology 
that they steal from us and the tech-
nology that they get from us through 
this economic relationship they have 
with our businessmen, and they build 
these missiles. Who are those missiles 
aimed at? Today because of our poli-
cies toward Communist China, the 
Communist Chinese regime has the ca-
pability of killing tens of millions of 
Americans, and they did not have that 
capability 10 years ago. 

This is not the type of policy that we 
should make permanent. It has worked 
against the American people. Why 
should the American people subsidize a 

businessman for closing a company 
here and setting it up in China? We are 
told over and over again the debate is 
about selling American products over-
seas. 

Please listen to that debate when you 
hear that. It is not about selling Amer-
ican products. Almost none of our eco-
nomic activity with Communist China 
is the selling of American products. 
What we are sending over there are 
manufacturing units. What we are sell-
ing to China is the ability to manufac-
ture high technology goods. 

We heard it today in the home dis-
trict of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. CRANE). Motorola has set up a chip 
manufacturing company there. Why 
should the people in his district not be 
in those jobs, building those chips, in 
Illinois or in other places? 

By the way, just to let Members 
know, I was in Cambodia a few years 
ago, and they were having trouble with 
the millions of land mines that are 
sown throughout Cambodia. Somebody 
actually had changed the nature of the 
land mine, and our U.S. military team 
was finding they were up against a 
smart land mine that would blow up if 
the land mine could sense that some-
one was trying to defuse it. 

Our people finally got it open. They 
found a chip inside the land mine. The 
land mine, of course, was designed to 
blow the legs off children and women 
and terrorize that society in Cambodia. 
What was the little chip? The chip 
came from a Motorola factory that was 
built by the United States in Com-
munist China, perhaps the one that 
was built there by the businessmen 
from the gentleman from Illinois’ dis-
trict. 

The fact is we should not be sub-
sidizing businessmen to build factories 
even in democratic societies, much less 
subsidizing the building of factories 
and high technology transfers to the 
world’s worst human rights abuser. 

Neville Chamberlain had that strat-
egy with Adolf Hitler. We all remember 
in Munich where Neville Chamberlain, 
the British prime minister, gave away 
Czechoslovakia to the Nazis. We think 
that was the sellout. No, that sellout 
started years before when Chamberlain 
said, we will build up Hitler’s economy 
and have so much investment there, he 
will never be able to commit aggres-
sion because it would have such a dele-
terious effect on the German economy. 

That was his strategy. That mirrors 
exactly what we are being told now of 
why we must, quote, engage the Com-
munist Chinese. No one is talking 
about isolating Communist China. No 
one is talking about stopping trade. 
Our people would still be free to do 
that. But why should we subsidize the 
investment there? And why should we 
give up our rights here in Congress for 
an annual review of what our policy to-
wards China does for the people of the 
United States? 

Making it permanent and giving up 
our review, is that going to be seen by 
the Communist Chinese as a commit-
ment on our part to human rights and 
to protect our own interests? No, it is 
going to be looked at exactly the way 
they have been looking at our policy 
for 10 years. The Communist Chinese 
leadership thinks we are a bunch of 
saps, that we do not believe in freedom 
and liberty and justice, that it is just a 
matter of cliches. They see us as people 
who are weak. 

We must be strong to protect the in-
terests of the people of the United 
States, to protect our national secu-
rity. That means a vote against perma-
nent normal trade relations with 
China.

f 

CLEVELAND STEAMSHIP WILLIAM 
G. MATHER’S 75TH ANNIVERSARY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

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

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
today, May 23, the steamship William 
G. Mather marks the 75th anniversary 
of its launching. The Harbor Heritage 
Society, the Mather’s nonprofit parent 
organization, is hosting a rededication 
ceremony that began today at 2 p.m. 
The rededication will take place 
aboard the Mather which is moored at 
the Cleveland East 9th street pier. 

The Mather has had a presence on 
Cleveland’s waterfront for nearly 75 
years, first as a working Great Lakes 
freighter and, since 1991, as a floating 
maritime museum. One of the only four 
Great Lakes freighter museum ships in 
existence, the Mather exemplifies 
northeast Ohio’s proud heritage as a 
major maritime industrial shipping 
center. 

A former flagship of the Cleveland-
Cliffs fleet, the 618 foot William G. 
Mather was state-of-the-art technology 
in Great Lakes freighters when 
launched in 1925. The Mather is named 
for longtime Cleveland-Cliffs president 
and leading Cleveland businessman and 
philanthropist, William Gwinn Mather. 
During its 55 years of service, the 
Mather made hundreds of trips, trans-
porting iron ore from the upper lakes 
to Cleveland’s waiting steel mills. For 
this reason, the Mather was nicknamed 
the ship that built Cleveland. 

The William G. Mather had a long 
and distinguished Merchant Marine ca-
reer. To supply the Allied need for 
steel, the Mather led a convoy of 13 
freighters in early 1941 through the ice-
choked upper Great Lakes to Duluth, 
Minnesota, setting a record for the 
first arrival in a northern post. It was 
one of the first commercial Great 
Lakes vessels to be equipped with radar 
in 1946. The Mather has been des-
ignated a national historic landmark 
by the American Society of Mechanical 
Engineers for the following Great 
Lakes industrial firsts: 
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First single marine boiler system 

built by Babcock & Wilcox in 1954, its 
computerlike automated boiler system 
built by Bailey Meter Company in 1964, 
and the dual propeller bow thrusters 
built by the American Shipbuilding 
company in 1964. 

The Mather retired in 1980. In 1987, 
Cleveland-Cliffs donated the Mather to 
be restored and preserved as a mari-
time museum and educational facility. 
After an extensive 3-year restoration, 
the Steamship William G. Mather Mu-
seum arrived at its permanent lake-
front berth in downtown Cleveland’s 
North Coast Harbor Park. Since its 
May 1991 opening, hundreds of thou-
sands of visitors and many area school 
children have come aboard and toured 
the historic Mather. To date, the great-
er Cleveland community has invested 
more than $2.5 million and 250,000 vol-
unteer hours in ‘‘the ship that built 
Cleveland.’’ 

f 

AGAINST PNTR 

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

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
against isolationism, against protec-
tionism, and I am against this deal. 
Trade with China should not end, but 
we need to go back to the drawing 
board. We accept over 43 percent of 
China’s exports. They accept only .7 
percent, less than 1 percent of our ex-
ports. 

Under those circumstances, we can 
negotiate a better deal. This deal is 
good for profits, but it is bad for Amer-
ican working families. It is good for 
the Chinese Communist party. That is 
why they want this deal so badly. And 
it is bad for those who want to unravel 
the power of the Communist party elite 
in China. This deal is good for the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army and bad for 
American security interests. 

First let us turn to the balance of 
trade. This deal will make permanent a 
system that has led to the most unbal-
anced trade in the history of affairs be-
tween nations, a $70 billion trade def-
icit as contrasted to just a $13 billion 
market for our exports.

b 1915

There is tremendous economic power 
here on Capitol Hill pushing this deal, 
but it is not from people who think 
they can make money by producing 
goods in the United States at labor 
costs of $20 and $30 an hour and sell 
them to China where people make 12 
cents an hour; in fact, it is the reverse. 
The big profits, the big corporate push 
comes from those who would like to 
pay workers 12 cents an hour and bring 
those goods and sell them to Ameri-
cans at American prices, American 
prices on which they can make tremen-
dous profits. 

This deal makes China safe for U.S. 
investment, because, you know that 
whatever is produced in that factory by 
an American corporation with Chinese 
workers can be brought to the United 
States at huge profits permanently and 
without interruption, but I would like 
to bring to the attention of this House 
a new report issued by the government 
agency that is responsible for ana-
lyzing these trade agreements, the U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 
which reported today that this deal 
will increase our already enormous 
trade deficit and cost America 872,000 
jobs over the next 10 years. 

I should point out that this report 
was officially requested by U.S. Trade 
Representative Charlene Barshefsky, 
the primary mover in the administra-
tion to get us to vote for this deal. She 
asked for the report. When the report 
said this deal kills American jobs, she 
said it was premature. 

I can understand why she would have 
preferred that the report be issued only 
after we vote. I prefer to get informa-
tion before we vote. 

Second, on the issue of human rights; 
there are those that say that through 
engagement, we are going to under-
mine the power of the Communist Chi-
nese party, but you know who does not 
believe that? The heads of the Com-
munist Party of China. They know this 
deal will make them stronger; that is 
why they want it so badly. 

As for the dissidents in China, we do 
not know what they think, they have 
got a gun pointed to their head. Are 
they free to tell us? But most of the 
dissidents who have served time in 
China prisons and escaped to the 
United States are against this deal. 

Finally, I would like to move to the 
newest development of all, because it 
happened this afternoon. Two of our 
colleagues, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BERMAN) and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) went 
to the Committee on Rules with an 
amendment that is fully legal under 
GATT, and that amendment provides, 
as follows: Normal trade relations 
treatment shall be withdrawn if China 
invades or imposes a blockade on Tai-
wan. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Com-
mittee on Rules will not make this in 
order, because it is not accepted by the 
administration, because, of course, it is 
not accepted by China. So we will be 
asked to pass this bill without the Ber-
man-Weldon amendment, and that will 
signal China that it can continue to 
enjoy access to the American market 
even if it blockades Taiwan. 

We ought to make the opposite clear 
to them, but without the Berman-
Weldon amendment, what is the mes-
sage? That amendment was brought be-
fore this House or brought before its of-
ficial Committee on Rules, it is part of 
the record of these proceedings. We 
asked that we be allowed to make it in 

order. If it is rejected, then who is to 
blame China for believing that this 
House has endorsed permanent trade 
with China, even if they blockade Tai-
wan. This is now the Taiwan Blockade 
Authorization Act. Vote no.

WHO ARE THE TRUE DINOSAURS 
ON TRADE? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SWEENEY). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) is recognized for 5 
minutes.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, The Washington 
political establishment is looking down its col-
lective elitist nose at those of us who are say-
ing no to legislation that would provide perma-
nent Most-Favored-Nation trading status for 
China. In their newspaper columns and at 
their cocktail parties they tut-tut that those of 
us raising a challenge to that legislation are 
simply trying to stop economic progress that 
comes from globalized trade and are, there-
fore, hopelessly old fashioned. The fact is just 
the opposite. 

Those who say that we must accept the re-
ality of globalized trade and support perma-
nent favored nation status for the Chinese 
without a major transformation of trading rules 
are in fact the ones stuck in the past. They 
are defending a set of absolutist trading ar-
rangements and a set of useful but creaky 
international institutions that were established 
at the end of World War II. They give only 
token recognition to the changes that are 
needed in these essential but antiquated insti-
tutions. 

At the end of World War II, visionary world 
leaders saw Europe in ruins because of Hit-
ler’s mad rampage through the middle of the 
20th Century. They correctly understood three 
things: 

(1) That Hitler’s rise to power in the first 
place was driven by the fear and chaos that 
accompanied the collapse of first Europe’s 
and then America’s banking system—a col-
lapse that fed the downward spiral of national 
economies on both sides of the Atlantic and 
produced catastrophic levels of unemployment 
and panic. 

(2) That Europe must once again be made 
safe for democracy by rebuilding its political 
institutions. 

(3) That America’s long-term economic and 
political health depended upon rebuilding Eu-
rope’s economy in order to rebuild world com-
merce and create markets for our own goods. 

To accomplish all of that, the Wise Men, as 
they were called, organized the Bretton 
Woods conference which established a new 
set of institutions—the International Monetary 
Fund and the World Bank—in order to help re-
build a new global economy and a new trading 
order. The mission of the Fund was to insure 
stability in monetary exchange. The mission of 
the Bank was to assist nations in the task of 
economic development and reconstruction.

Those institutions helped to produce phe-
nomenally successful results. The world es-
caped the kind of global recession in the years 
immediately following World War II that had 
historically followed other great conflicts. In the 
decade that immediately followed Bretton 
Woods, most of the war-torn European econo-
mies bounced back above their pre-war levels. 
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