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ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JUNE
21, 2000

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
stand in adjournment until 9:30 a.m. on
Wednesday, June 21. I further ask
unanimous consent that on Wednesday
immediately following the prayer, the
Journal of proceedings be approved to
date, the morning hour be deemed ex-
pired, the time for the two leaders be
reserved for their use later in the day,
and Senator GRAHAM of Florida be rec-
ognized in morning business for up to
40 minutes, to be followed by Senator
VoINOVICH for 40 minutes, and the Sen-
ate then resume consideration of the
foreign operations appropriations bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there

objection?
Without objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. MCcCONNELL. I further ask

unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate resumes the bill at approximately
11 a.m., Senator WELLSTONE be recog-
nized to offer his amendment regarding
Colombia, no second-degree amend-
ments be in order prior to a vote in re-
lation to the amendment, and there be
90 minutes for debate prior to the vote
under the control of Senator
WELLSTONE and 45 minutes under the
control of myself.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in
light of that, there will be no further
rollcall votes this evening.

We have the Senator from Alabama
on the floor ready to offer an amend-
ment and to talk about that some to-
night. I believe the occupant of the
Chair is also interested in discussing
an amendment of his own tonight.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before we
go to the Senator from Alabama, as I
understand it, anything we may do to-
night would be simply in the form of
discussing amendments and then laid
aside.

I see the distinguished Senator from
Alabama on the floor.

I don’t want to delay that any fur-
ther.

I yield the floor.

——————

FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT
FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2001—Resumed

AMENDMENT NO. 3492
(Purpose: To provide an additional condition
on assistance for Colombia)

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I send
an amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS)
proposes an amendment numbered 3492.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

On page 144, strike line 22 and insert the
following: aiding and abetting these groups;
and

(D) the United States Government publicly
supports the military and political efforts of
the Government of Colombia, consistent
with human rights, that are necessary to re-
solve effectively the conflicts with the
armed insurgents that threaten the terri-
torial integrity, economic prosperity, and
rule of law in Colombia.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I
would like to talk a little about this
amendment tonight, in general terms,
and talk a little more precisely about
it in the morning. Therefore, I ask
unanimous consent that there be time
tomorrow for me to have approxi-
mately 30 minutes sometime during
the day to speak on the amendment,
unless some others would want more
time on the other side.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, will
the 30 minutes for the Senator from
Alabama come after the consideration
of the Wellstone amendment, which we
have already locked in?

Mr. SESSIONS. Yes. That would be
satisfactory to me, and such other ac-
commodations we can make to make it
better for the managers.

Mr. LEAHY. Will the Senator from
Alabama amend that to request that
this side have an equal amount of time
on his amendment tomorrow, which we
may or may not use?

Mr. SESSIONS. I will.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I am
troubled by our efforts, which I sup-
port, to help the nation of Colombia.

I serve on the Narcotics Committee. I
serve on the Armed Services Com-
mittee. Over quite a number of months,
we have had testimony and hearings
involving this issue. I have become
quite concerned about the stability of
the nation of Colombia. I believe it is a
democracy, and it is one of the oldest
in the Western Hemisphere. It is wor-
thy of our support.

I believe Colombia is in a critical
point in its history with over 50 per-
cent of its territory—or at least over 40
or perhaps 50 percent of its territory—
under the hands of insurgent forces.
This great nation is in trouble.

I hope we can devise a way to effec-
tively assist them in their efforts to
preserve democracy and freedom, eco-
nomic growth and prosperity, and safe-
ty and freedom for their people.

That is the intent of my amendment.
It goes to an issue that I think is im-
portant.

This is the problem we are dealing
with. The President, his State Depart-
ment, and his representatives have tes-
tified and said repeatedly that our goal
here is to reduce drugs in America and
to save lives in America.
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Our goal is to fight drug dealers in
Colombia. Our goal is to help defoliate
and destroy coca production in Colom-
bia. The administration has steadfastly
avoided and refused to say that this
Nation, the United States of America,
stands with the democratically-elected
Government of Panama against two
major Marxist organizations that seek
to overthrow the Government of Co-
lombia, and have actually occupied
large portions of that nation.

It is baffling to me why this is so. I
do not understand what it is. Maybe it
is an effort to appease the hard left in
this country. Maybe it is an effort to
appease certain liberal Members of this
Senate who just can’t see giving money
to fight a left-wing guerrilla group
anywhere in the world. Indeed, I can’t
recall an instance in which this admin-
istration has ever given any money to
support democratically-elected govern-
ments, or other kinds of governments,
for that matter, against left-wing
Marxist guerrillas.

These guerrilla groups have been in-
volved in Colombia for many years.
They have destabilized the country.
They have undermined economic
progress. They have provided cover and
protection for drug dealers. They have
in fact damaged Colombia substan-
tially.

I believe it is time for us to encour-
age Colombia to stand up to these or-
ganizations, to retake this country,
and to preserve democracy in the coun-
try. It is a serious matter, in my view.

Colombia has been an ally. We have
encouraged them to enter into peace
negotiations, and President Pastrana
has tried his best to negotiate with
these guerrilla groups. In fact, Colom-
bia has given a piece of their territory,
I am informed, the size of Senator
LEAHY’s State of Vermont to the guer-
rillas as a cease-fire zone, a safe zone in
which they can operate without fear,
and that the duly constituted Govern-
ment of Colombia would not enter
there and do something about it while
they attempt to establish peace. But
this concession, this appeasement to
the guerrilla groups, has not appeased
them. It has not caused them to be less
violent or aggressive. But in fact it ap-
pears it has encouraged them in some
ways.

I believe Colombia is at the point
where they can achieve stability. I be-
lieve they can drive home, through a
combination of diplomacy and military
efforts to these insurgent forces, that
war is not going to pay off, that war is
a dead-end street for everyone, that
they are willing to accept divergent
views in their democracy, that they are
willing to hear from the underlying
concerns of the guerrilla groups. In
fact, President Pastrana has said that
over and over again. But fundamen-
tally they have to send a message that
they are willing to pay the price, that
they are going to produce an army ca-
pable of putting these guerrillas on the
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defensive, and that they will take back
their territory and unify their country.

There are also right-wing para-mili-
tary groups in the country, a right-
wing militia, that is involved in ter-
rorist-type acts and violations of
human rights. They also need to be de-
feated and disbanded before Colombia
can be unified. There can be no higher
goal than that, from my perspective,
for our country at this critical point in
time.

What are our goals? Why won’t the
President discuss them plainly? Our
goal in Colombia is to produce regional
stability. The collapse of Colombia can
undermine nearby nations, whether Bo-
livia or Peru or other countries that
border it. It can have a tremendous ad-
verse effect on their stability.

Instability in Columbia, should it
occur, would knock down and damage
one of our strongest trading partners.
Colombia has 40 million people. Those
people trade with the United States to
a heavy degree. It would be a tragedy if
they were to sink into chaos and could
not maintain a viable economy. We
have a self-interest in that, but we
have a real human interest in trying to
make sure we utilize our abilities, our
resources, to help that nation to right
itself and take back its territory.

As I had occasion to say to President
Pastrana recently: I want to see that
we help. I want to help you strengthen
your country. But I would like you to
think about a great American. I would
like you to think about Abraham Lin-
coln, who was faced with division of his
country. Nearly 50 percent of his coun-
try had fallen under the hands of the
Southern States. He had to make a big,
tough decision. That decision was
whether he was going to accede to
that, was he going to allow the United
States to be divided. He decided no, and
he rallied the American people.

In the course of it, as I told Senator
BIDEN, at one point when we discussed
it, he had the occasion to have my
grandfather killed at Antietam, who
fought for the South at that time. But
that was a tough war. It was a tough
decision. But in the long run, this
country is better because we are uni-
fied today.

I do not believe we can achieve any
lasting ability to reduce drugs being
imported into this country from Co-
lombia if Colombia cannot control its
territory. How is it possible we can ex-
pect we will make any progress at all if
Colombia cannot control nearly 50 per-
cent of its territory? It boggles the
mind.

I have been a Federal prosecutor for
15 years. Prosecuting drug cases was a
big part of my work starting in the
mid-1970s, through the 1980s and
through the early 1990s. At one point, I
chaired the committee in the Depart-
ment of Justice on narcotics. I had
briefings from everybody. During the
time I was working on this issue, we
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believed and worked extraordinarily
hard to achieve the end of drugs in
America by stopping drug production
in South America. Colombia, for well
over 20 years, has been the primary
source of cocaine for this country.
They remain so. In fact, cocaine pro-
duction in Colombia has exploded. It
has more than doubled in the last 3
years. It is a dramatic increase. That is
a concern of ours.

I believe we can, I believe Colombia
can, make some progress in reducing
that supply. My best judgment tells me
that after years of experience and ob-
servation, this Nation is not going to
solve its drug problem by getting other
countries in South America to reduce
their production. In fact, an ounce of
cocaine sells in the United States for
maybe $150. The cost of the coca leaf
utilized to make that $150 product is
about 30 cents. Farmers in South
America are making a lot of money
producing coca at 30 cents for those
leaves. They could pay them $2, $3, $4,
10 times what they are paying now for
coca leaf, and these farmers would
yield to the temptation and produce
coca.

I do not believe this market of illegal
cocaine is going to be eliminated from
our country by efforts to shut off pro-
duction in South America. The reason
countries need to shut off the produc-
tion of cocaine—and Bolivia and Peru
have made progress in that regard—is
to preserve the integrity of their own
country. They do not want to allow il-
legal Mafia-type drug cartels to gain
wealth and power to destabilize their
countries in democracy and turn it
into chaos and violence as has so often
occurred. They have a sincere interest
in achieving that goal, but that inter-
est has to be understood to be pri-
marily their own interest.

This administration refuses to talk
about the real situation in Colombia. It
refuses to be honest with the American
people. Their foreign policy request
was $1.6 billion. That has been ap-
proved in the House. This bill wisely
reduces that, I believe, to a little less
than $1 billion. They are requesting
this much money to make a govern-
ment that our Nation, the President,
and the Secretary of State will not as-
sert to be a country we support in their
efforts against these guerrilla groups. I
believe that is wrong. I think we need
to be more clear eyed, more honest
about our foreign policy. I believe that
would be the healthy approach. It will
help the American people to under-
stand exactly what their money is
being spent for. It will help them to un-
derstand what our goals are in the re-
gion. It will help them to understand
whether or not we are achieving those
goals.

If we do so correctly, we could utilize
this money to inspire President
Pastrana and the people of Colombia to
rise up, take back their country, to
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preserve their democracy, take back
their territory from those who don’t
believe in democratic elections, who
kidnap, kill, protect drug dealers, who
rob and steal. That is what is going on.

We can do something about it. We
have an opportunity to utilize the
wealth of this country to encourage
that kind of end result. If we do so, it
would be a magnificent thing for the
country. To say we will spend $1 or $2
billion in Colombia, give it to a coun-
try we don’t even support in their ef-
forts to take back their territory, is
typical of the kind of disingenuousness
that has characterized this administra-
tion’s foreign policy. It is not healthy.
It should not be done.

Therefore, I have offered a simple
amendment that will say one thing:
Mr. President, you can spend this
money, but you have to publicly state
and assert and certify to this Congress
that you support the duly elected Gov-
ernment of Colombia in their efforts
against the Marxist, drug dealing in-
surgents who are bent on destroying
the nation.

This is more important than many
know. I thank the distinguished Sen-
ator from Kentucky for allowing me to
have this time, and more than that, for
his leadership on a foreign operations
bill that protects the interests of the
United States. It is frugal, as frugal
can be in this day and age. He has done
his best to contain excessive spending
and has improved and reduced this
spending bill. I appreciate his leader-
ship.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. McCCONNELL. I thank my friend
from Alabama. We look forward to
dealing with his amendment tomorrow.

In that regard, the Senator from
Pennsylvania, Mr. SPECTER, has an
amendment related to cooperation
with Cuba on drug interdiction that he
would like to have considered after the
Sessions amendment is disposed of to-
morrow. That has been cleared on both
sides of the aisle.

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent
that the Specter amendment be taken
up after the disposition of the Sessions
amendment on tomorrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McCONNELL. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SES-
SIONS). The Senator from Kansas.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent the pending
Sessions amendment be set aside so I
can offer an amendment for consider-
ation at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3493
(Purpose: To make available funds for India)

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
send an amendment to the desk and
ask for its immediate consideration.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BROWNBACK]
proposes an amendment numbered 3493.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert
the following:

SEC. AVAILABILITY OF APPROPRIATED
FUNDS FOR INDIA.

Funds appropriated by this Act (other than
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘FOR-
EIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM’’) may be
made available for assistance for India not-
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro-
vided, That, for the purpose of this section,
the term ‘‘assistance” includes any direct
loan, credit, insurance, or guarantee of the
Export-Import Bank of the United States or
its agents: Provided further, That, during fis-
cal year 2001, section 102(b)(2)(E) of the Arms
Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2799aa—
1(b)(2)(E)) may not apply to India.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
wanted to spend some time discussing
what this amendment is about. I think
at the outset, the best way to capture
it is to compare it to what is taking
place in the news today. This is an
amendment about lifting economic
sanctions on India. The administration
has the authority—we provided it last
year and the year before—for them to
lift the economic sanctions this coun-
try has against India. Those sanctions
were automatically put in place after
India tested nuclear weapons. We have
been providing them the authority and
flexibility to be able to deal with India
broadly. The administration was pro-
vided that waiver authority last year
and it has chosen not to use it. So cur-
rently this country, the United States
of America, has economic sanctions
against India, another democracy in
the world.

In today’s newspaper, the adminis-
tration is stating they will lift eco-
nomic sanctions against North Korea.
This is the country that has the most
weapons proliferation taking place
anywhere in the world, proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction. It is a
country on the terrorist list. It is on
the big 7 terrorist list of state sponsors
of terrorism. This is the country that
has a number of different violations, a
country where we have been at war.

There have been some different
things taking place in North Korea. I
am not saying I am opposed to the ad-
ministration doing this. I am just say-
ing it is quite odd, and very striking,
that at the time the administration is
proposing to lift economic sanctions,
they continue to insist on economic
sanctions against India, the second
most populous nation in the world,
soon to be the most populous nation in
the world; a nation we trade with, a na-
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tion that is a democracy, a nation that
has a free press, a nation that I think,
in the future, stands to be a very
strong strategic critical ally of the
United States. That is India. They will
be a partner of ours, working to hold
stability in south Asia. Not that they
don’t have problems, not that we don’t
have issues associated with that, but
this is a democracy with a free press,
with capital markets, that has a num-
ber of similar aspirations to those of
the United States. At the same time we
are lifting economic sanctions against
North Korea, this administration is
going to leave them on India.

My amendment is simple. It would
suspend economic sanctions against
India—suspend them. While we pro-
vided the administration with the
waiver authority so they could do it,
they have chosen not to. By this
amendment, we, the Congress, would be
lifting these economic sanctions
against India.

I want to say as well what this
amendment does not do. My amend-
ment does not suspend any military or
dual-use technology assistance to
India. The President has national secu-
rity waiver authority for military-re-
lated sanctions, but we are not dealing
with military-related sanctions. He has
authority to waive the prohibition on
sales of defense articles, but we are not
doing that here. We are not dealing
with defense services, foreign military
financing, or dual-use technologies.

If the administration really wants to
get to the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty with India and say we want to
force you to sign the CTBT, wouldn’t it
be better to use the military set of
sanctions rather than economic sanc-
tions that the administration is cur-
rently using? Plus, if you think about
this for a moment, is it likely we are
going to force India, by economic sanc-
tions, to sign CTBT? They are a democ-
racy. How will their people react if
their leaders are seen as capitulating
to U.S. economic pressure to sign
something their leaders are saying
they needed to do? Is that a way we are
actually going to be able to force India
to do this? I think not.

Plus, this is a much bigger country
with much broader issues than simply
the U.S. issue of CTBT. We have a
broad array of issues with India. We
need to grow this relationship rapidly.
To hold the entire relationship hostage
to one issue is bad foreign policy on
our part. It is hurting us. I think it will
hurt India and hurt our ability to
shape things in that part of the world.

I was hopeful that during the Presi-
dent’s recent trip to India, he would
use that chance to remove the eco-
nomic sanctions on India. He was there
for a number of days and had the op-
portunity to do that. It would help set
up the atmosphere for a more aggres-
sive, broad-based relationship with
India. This was a way to leapfrog this
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relationship forward. This trip did im-
prove relations with India, but he could
have done so much more that he failed
to do. A number of us were terribly dis-
appointed that he did not make more
use of the broad waiver authority he
now has. He used it very sparingly.
This was waiver authority that I
fought last year to give him.

There should be no more economic
sanctions on India, period. The United
States should not do that. Yet the
Clinton-Gore administration continues
to hold up international financial insti-
tution loans which are destined for in-
frastructure projects which would help
sustain the economic activities in rural
areas where the bulk of India’s poor
population lives. More than a third of
India’s population lives in poverty
today. U.S. opposition to development
loans to India impedes the growth of
vital infrastructure, employment, and
living standards in the poorest parts of
India. That is not the way to improve
U.S.-India relations. These loans are
being held up by the administration
until India signs the CTBT.

The President of the United States
has more appropriate carrots, as I men-
tioned at the outset, particularly in
the noneconomic area, and particularly
those associated with military func-
tions, which could be used rather than
these sanctions which hit the poorest
people in India. Nuclear proliferation is
a vitally important issue, but it should
not be the only issue on which we deal
with a country such as India, the larg-
est democracy in the world.

This is all the more outrageous in
view of the news I mentioned about
lifting the economic sanctions on
North Korea, a country which is run by
one of the world’s most notorious dic-
tators, a country on the state sponsor-
ship of terrorism list, as I mentioned, a
country developing nuclear weapons
and which is a direct threat to the
United States and our east Asian al-
lies.

Think about this for a moment. We
are considering right now putting up a
missile defense system, putting it in
Alaska, and part of the reason is be-
cause of what we are fearing from
North Korea. Yet we are going to lift
economic sanctions there, but we are
not going to do it against India? The
contrast here is outrageous.

There are even recent newspapers re-
ports out that I want to submit for the
RECORD about the development of nu-
clear material. This was in a newspaper
in Japan, about North Korea’s secret
underground facility producing ura-
nium for use in its weapons programs.
These are weapons programs. They are
the largest proliferator around the
world.

I ask unanimous consent to have this
document printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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[From the Tokyo Sankei Shimbun, June 9,
2000]

SANKEI SHIMBUN: DPRK SECRET
UNDERGROUND FACILITY PRODUCING URANIUM
(By Katsuhior Kuroda)

SEOUL, 8 June.—North Korea has report-
edly utilized natural uranium produced in
the country as raw material for its nuclear
weapons development program. Meanwhile,
Sankei Shimbun has obtained a detailed re-
port on North Korea’s secret underground
plant for refining natural uranium and its
material production procedures. The secret
underground plant is widely called ‘‘Mt.
Chonma Power Plant,” located at Mt.
Chonma in North Phyongan Province. North
Korea has operated the plant in secret since
the end of 1989 for uranium production for
the nuclear weapons program, the report
said.

EX-MILITARY OFFICIAL WHO FLED TO CHINA

UNVEILS EXISTENCE OF PLANT

The report was drawn up based on state-
ments made by North Korean military offi-
cial Yi Chun-song [name as transliterated],
66, during interrogation by Chinese authori-
ties. Yi is former vice director of the oper-
ation bureau of North Korean Ministry of
People’s Armed Forces who served as com-
mander in chief at a missile station. He fled
from North Korea to China last year and was
held in Chinese authorities’ custody.

The report said that the ‘“Mt. Chonma fa-
cility’’ has a uranium refining capacity of 1.3
grams a day. By simple calculation, the pro-
duction during the past 10 years of operation
would amount to approximately 5 kg. Con-
cerning North Korea’s uranium production
plants, there are some unconfirmed informa-
tion including plants in Pakchon and
Pyonsan, but this is the first time that an
accurate location and details of the inside of
the facility were unveiled.

According to the report, the ‘“Mt. Chonma
facility’’ is built in a large tunnel under the
1,116-meter mountain. Soldiers of the 2d Di-
vision of the Engineering Bureau of the Min-
istry of People’s Armed Forces started con-
structing the facility in 1984 and completed
the work in 1986. The uranium-producing op-
erations started in 1989.

Approximately 400 people, including 35 en-
gineers and 100 managers, are working at the
plant. The rest are physical laborers who
were all political prisoners sentenced to life
in prison. The uranium minerals are brought
into the facility from mines in Songchon,
South Phyongan Province, and Sohung,
North Hwanghae Province, by the transpor-
tation unit of the Ministry of People’s
Armed Forces.

The report said that the arched entrance of
the tunnel is 7 meters wide and 6 meters
high. A pathway of about 2.5 km is connected
to the entrance, and there is a corner at the
end of the pathway. Making a 90-degree right
turn and going along the path about 1 km,
you will find a 6-km-long main tunnel with a
width of 15 meters and height of 6 meters.
The inside surface of the tunnels is covered
by aluminum plates, and there are 3-meter-
wide drains and ventilation openings there.

The underground plant is comprised of 10
areas—two concentration grounds measuring
3,000 square meters each, a drying room of
400 square meters, four 400 square-meter-
wide dissolution rooms for uranium extrac-
tion and refining, a room for packing ura-
nium into containers, storage for the fin-
ished products, and a room where the work-
ers change into anti-radiation suit or take
breaks.

The report said there is a waste disposal
facility in the plant in addition to the areas
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mentioned above. The packed uranium prod-
ucts are carried out of the facility through a
passage at the end of the tunnel and trans-
ported to an underground storage area in
Anju by helicopter. The report added that al-
though forests in the Kumchangri area, 30
km southeast of Chonma, were polluted by
water discharged from the Chonma facility,
the United States could not detect the
Chonma plant despite the technical team’s
inspections in Kumchangri.

According to Yi’s career record attached to
the report, Yi graduated from P’yongyang
University of Technology, and studied at
Frunze (now Bishkek) military university of
the former USSR from 1958 to 1962. A South
Korean source said that Yi attempted to de-
fect to a third country after fleeing to China,
but it is highly likely that he was sent back
to North Korea by Chinese authorities.

Mr. BROWNBACK. The U.S. has real,
legitimate political and economic secu-
rity interests with India. We need to
engage India on all levels as soon as
possible. In fact, seizing the oppor-
tunity we have to build greater ties
should be one of our main foreign pol-
icy goals. That is one that is not tak-
ing place. We are, after all, the two
most populous democratic nations in
the world. Our relationship should be
based on shared values and institu-
tions, economic collaboration includ-
ing enhanced trade and investment,
and the goal of regional stability
across Asia.

I ask the President and other Mem-
bers to take into consideration how we
treat India versus China as well. In
China, we are on a very aggressive rela-
tionship economically. We will be con-
sidering later in this body normalizing
permanent trade relations with China.
We are saying we need to be engaged
with them on a number of different
issues. With India we then say no, we
are going to put economic sanctions
against you, whereas with China we are
trying to open up. And China is the one
that has missiles pointed this way,
that threatens Taiwan, that has weap-
ons proliferation. Religious persecu-
tion itself takes place on that con-
tinent. I myself have visited with Bud-
dhists who have fled out of Tibet into
Katmandu, a number of them walking
over the Himalayas in the wintertime
to get to freedom. Yet look at how we
treat China. We are going to do every-
thing favorable for China, but for India
we are going to put on economic sanc-
tions. The contrast is stark.

Again, as a major foreign policy ob-
jective, we should be looking to India
over the next several years to build up
this strategic relationship in some re-
spects as an offset to China and what
China is doing in South Asia and what
China is aspiring to around the world.

I do not think anybody is sanguine
about where China is heading today.
We are going to need partners, and
India is a key one for us to look at. It
is tough for us to convince them of
that if we are going to leave economic
sanctions on them. One of the ways to
reduce our dependency on China eco-
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nomically is to lift economic sanctions
on India and try to build up that rela-
tionship even more.

These are the key reasons that I put
forward this amendment. The dif-
ferences are so stark as to how we
treat China and North Korea versus
India. Ask yourself why. I fail to see
the reasons for this policy of seeking to
reward China, a country that has open-
ly and continually challenged United
States interests and values, while at
the same time ignoring and punishing
India.

As the example of North Korea which
I mentioned earlier, the inequity of
this situation is striking. Why reward
a country that is aggressively working
against everything for which we stand
and, at the same time, punish and
blackmail a country with which we
share basic values and interests?

We should be engaging India as the
strategic partner it can become. To do
so, we should not be maintaining eco-
nomic sanctions which serve only to
impede the development of this rela-
tionship. Maintaining economic sanc-
tions on India which affect the poorest
parts of the country is not the way to
g0 about this.

The Prime Minister of India, I under-
stand, will be in Washington this fall. I
believe it is incumbent upon us to lift
these sanctions, and if the administra-
tion will not do it, which they have
shown to date they will not, then we
should.

AMENDMENT NO. 3493 WITHDRAWN

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
understand there is a rule XVI problem
with the amendment I have put for-
ward. While I would dearly want to
have a vote on the amendment on this
bill, T understand it will be a problem.

Therefore, reluctantly and regret-
tably, because I do think this body
should take up this issue, I withdraw
my amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the amendment is with-
drawn.

Mr. BROWNBACK. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Kansas for his
remarks, to which I listened carefully.
He made a number of very important
points.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period for morning
business, with Senators permitted to
speak for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BROWNBACK). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

————
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SENATOR
ENZI'S 100TH PRESIDING HOUR

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, today 1
have the pleasure to announce that
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