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repesent a diverse array of the Amer-
ican workforce—everything from pro-
duction workers on the line to engi-
neers and scientists. And they are from
across this great nation.

The message these union officials had
was that they understood that China
was a burgeoning market for U.S. ex-
ports. They understood that if the U.S.
did not approve PNTR for China that
we would not only lose the trade con-
cessions they have made to us under
this agreement, but we would also lose
our ability to gain greater market ac-
cess and share. And they understood
that the largest beneficiary of such an
outcome would be our trade competi-
tors in the European Community, in
the rest of Asia, and in South America.
They understood that one of the best
ways to guarantee that American firms
remain in the United States—employ-
ing American workers and bolstering
our economic growth—was to eliminate
the existing trade barriers that have
served to up until now to freeze out our
products or force U.S. companies to
move facilities over to China.

Without removing these barriers and
liberalizing trade between the U.S. and
China, American firms seeking to com-
pete with their foreign competitors
would have every incentive to move
their factories and operations over to
China. With PNTR and China’s entry
into the World Trading Organization
we increase the likelihood that Amer-
ican companies will continue to remain
located in the United States. And that
is good news for the union workers and
households in the state of Michigan
which will continue to produce a wide
array of goods that will be exported to
China.

As I pointed out in a statement I
made on the floor supporting PNTR,
exports from Michigan to China in-
creased 25 percent between 1993 and
1998, and they have undoubtedly grown
significantly greater since 1998. Ex-
ports to China from businesses located
in the Flint and Lansing areas grew by
84 percent during that period. Mean-
while, exports to China from Kala-
mazoo and Battle Creek grew by an ex-
traordinary 353 percent! Not all of that
business is going to union shops, but
certainly a significant portion of it is,
and that sort of expansion in trade
with China is going to benefit all work-
ers and businesses in Michigan—union
and non-union.

Clearly the majority of unions and
union members in this country opposed
PNTR for China. I heard from and
spoke with many, many such workers
from Michigan—both back in Michigan
and when the unions have come out to
Washington, DC, to meet with their
representatives in Congress. I come
from a union background and grew up
in a union household. I took their con-
cerns very seriously in weighing the
many issues that went into my ulti-
mate decision to vote for PNTR. And I
have pledged to hold China accountable
for their future behavior and to fulfill
their trade obligations under the

WTO’s rules and the agreement we
have negotiated with them.

But there are indeed unions—rank-
and-file members and leadership
alike—who see the opportunity pre-
sented by PNTR and allowing China
into the WTO as a tremendous oppor-
tunity for the United States to con-
tinue to lead the world in productivity
and in our economic strength. They are
prepared to answer the challenge posed
by the global economy and the opening
of China’s markets, and they recognize
the benefits which will result if we are
leading the way into opening China to
greater trade instead of sitting on the
sidelines allowing our trade competi-
tors to reap all the benefits.

We should not forget that the U.S. is
a very diverse country and that no in-
stitution—including organized labor—
is a monolithic force. There are folks
on both sides of the issue, each feeling
very strongly and very sincerely that
they are doing what is best for them
and their brethren.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of Senator HATCH’s
resolution commemorating our Olym-
pic athletes for the spirit, enthusiasm
and patriotism they displayed in Syd-
ney at the XXVII Summer Games. I am
proud to represent a state that sent to
Sydney two of the nation’s most rec-
ognizable athletes, Marion Jones and
Mia Hamm, as well as numerous other
athletes who valiantly competed in
these Olympic games.

The nation’s eyes were on Marion
Jones as she set out to win an unprece-
dented five gold medals in Sydney.
While Marion didn’t win five golds, she
made us all proud with her com-
manding performance. She set a track
and field record by winning more med-
als in a single Olympics than any other
woman in history. Her three gold and
two bronze medals have put Marion
atop the track and field world. More
important than winning her events,
Marion accepted each of her medals
with grace and style, epitomizing what
Olympic competition is all about.

Mia Hamm has captivated children
and adults alike with her charisma and
passion for the game of soccer. Thou-
sands of girls across North Carolina
take to the soccer fields in hopes of
being the next Mia Hamm. Watching
Mia play in Sydney, I understand why.
In the women’s soccer semifinals
against Brazil, Mia was pushed, shoved
and thrown to the ground time and
time again. She did not once complain,
letting her actions speak louder than
words by scoring the only goal of the
match. The United States Women’s
Soccer team went on to claim the sil-
ver medal, led by other Tar Heels such
as goal keeper Siri Mullinix of Greens-
boro and Carla Overbeck of Chapel Hill.

I am also extremely proud of other
North Carolinians who competed in
Sydney. While these athletes haven’t
received the attention Mia Hamm and
Marion Jones have, they are equally
important and should be commended
for their accomplishments. Robert

Costello of Southern Pines competed in
equestrian events. Tim Montgomery
and Jerome Young, both of Raleigh,
Lynda Blutreich of Chapel Hill and Me-
lissa Morrison of Kannapolis competed
in track and field. Charlie Ogletree of
Columbia competed in sailing. Rich
DeSelm of Charlotte swam in Sydney.
Calvin Brock of Charlotte represented
the United States in boxing. George
Hincapie and Fred Rodriguez both of
Charlotte competed in cycling. Hunter
Kemper of Charlotte competed in the
triathlon and Henry Nuzum of Chapel
Hill competed in rowing.

The United States should be proud of
every athlete who competed in the
Olympics. I am especially proud of the
North Carolinians who represented the
United States in Sydney, and I am
pleased to support this resolution with
them in mind.

f

NATIONAL CRIME PREVENTION
MONTH

Mr. GRAMS. Mr. President, I rise
today to express my support for the
strong partnership between localities
and the federal government in pre-
venting crime across the United
States. As my colleagues may know,
October is recognized as ‘‘National
Crime Prevention Month.’’

Earlier this year, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation announced that seri-
ous crime had declined nationally for
the eighth consecutive year. Although
many reasons for this promising news
can be cited, I believe the efforts of
state and local governments have
caused a reduction in crime rates. To
ensure continued success, the federal
government should not impose addi-
tional mandates upon local commu-
nities that will only prevent the devel-
opment of effective crime prevention
programs.

During this session of the 106th Con-
gress, I am pleased to have worked
with Minnesota’s public safety officials
on a number of crime and drug abuse
prevention initiatives. Most impor-
tantly, I am pleased that the Fiscal
Year 2001 Commerce, Justice, State Ap-
propriations bill includes $4 million for
the State of Minnesota to develop a
statewide computer network that will
provide judicial and law enforcement
agencies with universal access to crit-
ical information about criminal offend-
ers at the time of their arrest, prosecu-
tion, sentencing, and during other im-
portant proceedings. Information is the
key to an effective and accountable
criminal justice system. The Min-
nesota Legislature recently enacted
legislation, known as ‘‘Katie’s Law,’’
that provides state funding for the de-
velopment of this initiative.

I also believe it is essential that Con-
gress do more to ensure that anti-drug
resources reach the areas of our coun-
try where drug abuse and crime is on
the rise and the anti-drug resources of
state and local law enforcement have
been seriously strained. That is the sit-
uation facing law enforcement agencies
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in my home state that have worked to
combat methamphetamine production
and trafficking throughout our com-
munities—particularly in rural areas.

For more than a year, I have been
working to address the rising meth-
amphetamine drug epidemic in Min-
nesota by having Minnesota designated
as a High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Area, HIDTA. This designation will
provide additional anti-meth resources
to Minnesota and ensure better coordi-
nation of federal-state-local efforts at
defeating this threat to public safety. I
am pleased that the Fiscal Year 2001
Treasury-Legislative Branch Appro-
priations bill includes funding for new
HIDTA designations, and a directive to
the Office of National Drug Control
Policy that Minnesota must be among
the first states considered for HIDTA
designation in the upcoming fiscal
year.

My rural crime prevention agenda
has included strong support for S. 3009,
the ‘‘Rural Law Enforcement Assist-
ance Act of 2000.’’ The value of this leg-
islation was brought to my attention
by St. Cloud State University Pro-
fessor John Campbell and several Min-
nesota police chiefs and sheriffs. I
greatly appreciate having the benefit
of their expertise. The Rural Law En-
forcement Assistance Act would pro-
vide funding to the National Center for
Rural Law Enforcement to expand the
technical assistance and training avail-
able to rural law enforcement per-
sonnel. As a cosponsor of this bill, I am
hopeful that rural Minnesota will soon
establish a regional center that will
bring the benefits of these programs to
our state.

During National Crime Prevention
Month, it is also important to note the
impact the Violence Against Women
Act, VAWA, has had upon the rate of
domestic abuse, stalking, and sexual
assault across the nation. Since its en-
actment, the VAWA has provided thou-
sands of communities with assistance
to develop innovative and effective pro-
grams that have contributed toward
protecting individuals from sexual of-
fenses and domestic abuse.

In Minnesota, domestic violence shel-
ters and centers have improved their
services to victims of sexual, emo-
tional, and physical abuse through
such important programs as the Rural
Domestic Violence and Child Abuse En-
forcement Grant program and funding
to combat violence against women on
university campuses. Additionally,
many domestic abuse victims have
benefited from the counseling and
guidance provided through the Na-
tional Domestic Violence Hotline es-
tablished under the Violence Against
Women Act. I am proud to be a cospon-
sor of legislation to reauthorize the Vi-
olence Against Women Act and expect
that this legislation will be passed be-
fore the 106th Congress adjourns.

Finally, I commend the dozens of
Minnesota cities that are active par-
ticipants in the ‘‘National Night Out’’
program. These neighborhood residents

have sent a strong message to crimi-
nals that our neighborhoods are orga-
nized and fighting back against the
threat of crime. Similar to the TRIAD
seniors crime prevention program, Na-
tional Night Out encourages increased
citizen interaction with law enforce-
ment officers to prevent crime. I will
continue to be a strong advocate in
Congress for the National Night Out
and TRIAD programs.

I am proud of the active involvement
of our citizens in developing innovative
crime prevention initiatives. Their
commitment to ensuring safer streets
and safer communities throughout our
state has made Minnesota a better
place to work and a better place to call
home.

f

CONFERENCE REPORT ON THE FY
2001 ENERGY AND WATER DE-
VELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS
BILL

Mr. L. CHAFEE. Mr. President, I
would like to share with my colleagues
my views on several items contained
within the energy and water conference
report.

The FY 2001 Energy and Water Ap-
propriations conference report includes
$24 billion in funding for the Depart-
ment of Energy, civil projects of the
Army Corps of Engineers, the Depart-
ment of Interior’s Bureau of Reclama-
tion, and a number of independent
agencies. I understand the difficulty of
reaching a consensus on such a com-
prehensive bill. I would like to thank
the Managers of the legislation for all
their hard work in reaching this con-
sensus.

I am particularly pleased with the
nearly $4 million in funding included in
the bill for a number of important
Rhode Island coastal restoration and
water development projects. The bill
contains $1.95 million in funding for au-
thorized repairs to the Fox Point Hur-
ricane Barrier. Since its construction
in 1966, the barrier has provided crit-
ical flood protection to the City of
Providence. The bill contains $191,000
for Rhode Island Ecosystem Restora-
tion to assist the Army Corps of Engi-
neers and the Rhode Island Department
of Environmental Management to re-
store degraded salt marshes and fresh-
water wetlands, improve overall fish
and wildlife habitats, and restore
anadramous fisheries. The bill also
contains $54,000 for South Coast Ero-
sion to complete feasibility study work
on potential coastal protection
projects along the southern coastline
of Rhode Island.

Additionally, the bill contains
$584,000 in funding for the final Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement and de-
sign work associated with maintenance
dredging of the Providence River and
Harbor federal navigation channel. The
proposed maintenance dredging project
involves the removal of approximately
four million cubic yards of material
from the Providence River and Harbor.
The Environmental Impact Statement

process will allow for full and open de-
bate on the placement of dredge spoils
from the project. We certainly cannot
overlook the importance of protecting
and minimizing the impact on our en-
vironment, especially the impact on
our fisheries.

As we move into the heating season,
funding Environmental Impact State-
ments for Providence Harbor dredging
projects cannot be overstated. Specifi-
cally, until dredging Providence Har-
bor is completed, deep draft vessels
carrying precious heating oil to Rhode
Island and other points in the North-
east will have to continue the dan-
gerous and inefficient practice of off-
loading their cargoes into small barges,
in the middle of Narragansett Bay, for
delivery to the pierside terminals in
Providence Harbor. Anyone who has
experienced the fury of winter wind,
ice, and rough waters on the Narragan-
sett recognizes this practice is an acci-
dent waiting to happen—one with dis-
astrous consequences.

While I voted in support of the con-
ference report last night, I was dis-
appointed to find that the Missouri
River provision I objected to during
Senate consideration of the bill was
not removed during conference. I firm-
ly object to this provision which would
block funding for consideration of one
of the alternatives to the Missouri
River Master Water Control Manual.
The targeted alternative would require
seasonal river flow changes along the
Missouri River in order to recover
three endangered species including the
pallid sturgeon, interior least tern, and
piping plover. During my past year in
the Senate, I have voted to remove en-
vironmental riders such as this one
from appropriations bills. In my view,
the Missouri River provision inappro-
priately transfers the decision regard-
ing endangered species protection
along the Missouri River from the
Army Corps of Engineers and the au-
thorizing committees to the Senate
and House Appropriations Committees.

I was one of two Republican Senators
that voted in favor of an amendment
offered by Senator DASCHLE and Sen-
ator BAUCUS to strike this provision
during Senate consideration of the FY
2001 Energy and Water Development
Appropriations bill. When the vote
failed, however, I voted in favor of the
legislation because of its important
funding for Rhode Island. The FY 2001
Energy and Water Development Appro-
priations bill, and the Missouri River
provision contained within, passed
overwhelmingly in the Senate by a
vote of 93 to 1.

The legislation still has a probable
Presidential veto. I am hopeful we will
be able to revisit the Missouri River
provision before the end of this session,
and ensure its elimination from the
legislation.

f

THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the
close of business yesterday, Monday,
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