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Mr. Speaker, the Bible tells us of an-
other time when a man of God stood
alone with his servant and hostile
forces were arrayed against him. His
servant was frightened, and so he
prayed that God might open the eyes of
his servant, that he would see more of
those who are with us than those that
are with them. It is my prayer, Mr.
Speaker, that Israel’s eyes would be
opened, to know that though her en-
emies are ruthless, her friends in this
country and this government are
many, many more.

————

INCREASED TRANSPORTATION
BENEFIT IS A WIN FOR HOUSE
EMPLOYEES AND ENVIRONMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
came to Congress with the notion that
the Federal Government ought to be a
better partner with American commu-
nities, local governments, business and
citizens to help promote the livability
of these communities, to make our
families safe, healthy and economi-
cally secure.

One of the examples of where we
could in fact make a difference was
found upon my arrival here in Wash-
ington, D.C. Despite the fact that the
District of Columbia was reputed to
have the second worst traffic conges-
tion of any metropolitan region in the
country, despite concerns about con-
gestion, pollution, a lack of parking
here on Capitol Hill, the House of Rep-
resentatives provided unlimited free
parking for our employees, but would
not do anything to help those who
wanted to use mass transit and perhaps
be part of the solution, despite the fact
that we were arguing that the private
sector and other governments ought to
step up and try and help their employ-
ees with transit.

Mr. Speaker, it took an effort of al-
most 2 years and working with the gen-
tlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA), the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. EHLERS), the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) we were
able to implement a transit benefit
program for the House employees.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we
have moved into a new era of that. We
have more than tripled the benefit.
Starting this month, employees will be
able to have a $65 transportation ben-
efit for those who do not avail them-
selves of free parking on Capitol Hill;
and starting January 1, they will be
able to deduct pretax an additional $35
for a $100 transit benefit.

I am extremely grateful, Mr. Speak-
er, to the leadership of the Committee
on Administration under the leadership
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
with the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. HOYER), the ranking member,
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where they stepped up, worked with
the committee and put in place a pro-
gram that is going to allow us to pro-
vide an extensive benefit for our em-
ployees; but it also, in a time when we
are concerned about the energy secu-
rity of this country, when we are deep-
ly concerned about the quality of life
in and around our Nation’s capital, and
when we are watching the problems as-
sociated with increased security every
day stack up cars as they are waiting
to be inspected coming into our House
parking lots, this transportation ben-
efit is a win for the environment, it is
a win for the morale and efficiency of
employees on the House. It is a win for
those who want to make sure that Con-
gress leads by example.

I strongly urge that each office look
anew at this enhanced benefit program
to make sure that each eligible em-
ployee takes advantage of it, and in
fact, that each Member of Congress and
their chief of staff encourage others to
take advantage of it, because it is
going to be good for them in the long
run. We want the program to be a suc-
cess. It is an important step to save
money, to save the environment, and
make Capitol Hill a little more livable.

———

ANTI-DUMPING LAWS LAST LINE
OF DEFENSE AGAINST UN-
FAIRLY TRADED IMPORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 56 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, de-
spite the overwhelming passage of a
sense of Congress resolution urging the
President to keep U.S. anti-dumping
laws off of Qatar’s negotiating table,
the U.S. Trade Representative, Bob
Zoellick, did just the opposite after a
410 to 4 vote.

U.S. officials have signaled that they
are willing to negotiate on trade dump-
ing laws that provide safeguards
against countries selling products in
the U.S. marketplace at below cost.
The American steel industry, like so
many others, relies on anti-dumping
laws as their last line of defense
against unfairly traded imports.

Unfortunately, since the WTO Uru-
guay Round, the steel industry’s abil-
ity to defend itself against dumping
has been severely weakened. Now, in
Qatar, a couple of weeks ago, the U.S.
Trade Representative has remained
open to further weakening the rules on
trade dumping, further jeopardizing
American steel, further threatening
American jobs.

Many of us were concerned about
Qatar long before the negotiations
began. It is a country that does not
allow free elections. It is a country
that does not allow freedom of expres-
sion. It is a country where women are
treated not much differently from the
way women are treated by the Taliban
in Afghanistan.
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It is a country where public worship
by non-Muslims is banned. The mes-
sage that sends to people around the
world that the trade ministers of all of
the nations in the world are meeting in
a city, in a country, where public pro-
test will not be allowed, where free
speech is not allowed, where public ex-
pression is not allowed, where freedom
of worship is not allowed, and where
free elections are not allowed, the mes-
sage that sends is troubling. It is trou-
bling because all too often our own
trade minister, Robert Zoellick, has
used in the past language to suggest
that those of us who do not support his
free trade agenda, his agenda to weak-
en environmental standards, to weaken
labor standards around the world,
those of us who do not support this free
trade agenda, he implies, are indif-
ferent to terrorism. He has questioned
our patriotism saying, we do not really
share American values if we do not
support Fast Track, if we do not sup-
port his trade legislation because, he
tells us, that is the way to combat ter-
rorism around the world: You are ei-
ther with us or you are against us.
Many of us resent the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative questioning our patriotism,
claiming we are indifferent to ter-
rorism because we believe his Fast
Track proposal is not coincident with
American values and does not do the
right things for our country.

Supporters of Fast Track argue that
the U.S. is being left behind. They tell
us we need Fast Track to increase
American exports and provide new jobs
for American workers. But this coun-
try’s history of flawed trade agree-
ments has led to a trade deficit with
the rest of the world that surges well
above $350 billion. The 2000 trade def-
icit is 40 percent higher than the pre-
vious record set in 1999. The Depart-
ment of Labor has reported that
NAFTA, and these are very conserv-
ative government figures, that NAFTA
has caused the loss of 300,000 jobs.

The American steel industry is no
stranger to trade-induced adversity.
Thousands of steel workers have lost
their jobs. Mr. Speaker, 256 companies
have filed for bankruptcy, 16 in the last
year. We import 39 million tons of
steel, double the 16 million tons we im-
ported only 10 years ago, and steel
prices, because of that, are below 1998
levels. In my home district, steel work-
ers from LTV are learning firsthand
that our trade policies put American
workers in jeopardy. LTV terminated
negotiations with its major union and
went to bankruptcy court seeking per-
mission to shut down its steel-making
operations in anticipation of its sale.
Now 11,000 jobs and the pensions and
health benefits of more than 65,000 re-
tirees and surviving spouses hang in
the balance. LTV and the rest of the
steel industry need Congress’ assist-
ance in solving this problem. Fast
Track is not the answer. While our
trade agreements go to great lengths
to protect investors and protect prop-
erty rights, these agreements do not
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include enforceable protections
workers or for the environment.

CEOs of multinational corporations
tell us that globalization stimulates
development and allows nations to im-
prove their environmental and labor
record. The truth is, flawed trade
agreements cost American jobs, put
downward pressure on U.S. wages and
working conditions, and erode the abil-
ity of government to protect public
health and to protect the environment.
If we fail to include these important
provisions and trade agreements, mul-
tinational corporations will continue
to dismiss labor and environmental
protection as discretionary and wholly
unnecessary. Global working condi-
tions, global living conditions will con-
tinued to suffer.

We need to press for U.S. trade policy
with provisions that protect American
workers. We need to press for a U.S.
trade policy with provisions that pro-
tect the American environment. We
have experienced an economic slow-
down, a drop in the stock market. Fast
Track will not solve that problem, it
will only make it worse.

——

ISRAEL MUST DEFEND ITSELF

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, at a pro-
foundly troubling time in the Middle
East, I want to express very strongly
my complete support for the right of
the government of Israel to defend
itself, its existence as a Nation, and its
people from the systematic campaign
of mass murder that is being inflicted
on it. Americans should understand
that if we take into account the popu-
lations of the two countries, the num-
ber of victims of blatant terrorism
against unarmed civilians in Israel ex-
ceeds in the past few months the num-
ber of tragic deaths suffered here in
America, and the Israeli government
has every right to respond in a way
that protects its people.

I say that, Mr. Speaker, as one who
was a strong supporter of the peace
process that President Clinton encour-
aged the parties in the Middle East to
undertake. I thought that Prime Min-
ister Barak, former Prime Minister
Barak, took very creditworthy risks on
behalf of peace. I defend the right of
the Israeli government to support
itself, not because peace 1is an
irrelevancy, but because peace cannot
come in an atmosphere of terror. In
fact, we should be very clear that the
recent terrible, tragic increase in the
deaths of innocent people was brought
about, in part, by people who are
threatened by peace, who do not want
to see coexistence of an Israeli and Pal-
estinian State. It is not an accident
that as the Bush administration repu-
diated its past mistake of staying out
of the Middle East peace process in

for
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their effort to repudiate everything
that President Clinton had done, it is
not a coincidence that the terror
stepped up after the Bush administra-
tion sought to increase peace efforts.

The mistake, however, would be to
say that the terrorism should be al-
lowed to have an impact. People who
argue that the way to end and respond
to terrorism in the short run is in some
ways to move towards the policies ad-
vocated by the terrorists make an
error.

I am in favor of some change in
Israeli policy. I think that the expan-
sion of settlements is a grave error. 1
think the Mitchell Commission was
right on that point. I think there ought
to be movement towards peace. But if
that movement is seen to have come as
a result of mass murder, it gives an en-
couragement to the policy of murder.

The second question that has to be
addressed here is, can Yasser Arafat in
fact put an end to this. People have
said well, in defense of Arafat, even if
he wanted to put an end to this terror,
he could not do it. Those who make
that argument, and I am skeptical that
anyone really knows the answer, but
those who make that argument should
be very clear: That is an attack on the
peace process. If in fact Arafat con-
fronts a population so imbued with ha-
tred for Israel, so opposed to the notion
of a genuine peace that could be ac-
ceptable to both sides, that he is pow-
erless to put an end to this systematic
murder campaign, then the prospects
for peace are very bleak indeed.

I hope that is not the case. I think
the Israeli government, with the en-
couragement and support of the U.S.
Government should continue to probe.
But we should be very clear that the
so-called defense of Arafat, namely
that bringing about an end to the ter-
ror and bringing about a genuine com-
mitment to peace is beyond his capac-
ity or the capacity of any other Pales-
tinian leader is, in fact, a repudiation
of the peace process. And in any case,
whether that bleak prospect is what
faces us or not, no one can deny the
right of the democratically elected
government of Israel to defend its peo-
ple against a systematic campaign of
mass murder, and no government
should be asked to divert its attention
from that most fundamental task of a
government, that most fundamental
responsibility of government to protect
its innocent and unarmed citizens from
systematic murder; no one should be
diverted from that.

If, in fact, Arafat is sincere and he
has the power, we will see that soon.
He will genuinely cooperate in putting
an end to this campaign. And if not,
and if the peace process founders be-
cause of that, since no government can
be expected to seriously mnegotiate
under the threat of this sort of system-
atic campaign of terror, then it will be
clear where the responsibility lies, and
it will not be with the government of
Israel.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 53
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

——
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PETRI) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, judge of all and savior of
Your people, prepare the hearts and
minds of Your servants that they may
attend to Your Holy Word and be
moved to reconciliation.

You alone forgive sin. From You
alone comes the first movement of
grace which changes human hearts. De-
stroy all false images and idols that all
may come to know You, the one true
living God.

Be with the Members of the House of
Representatives on this National Day
of Reconciliation as they join Members
of the Senate in solemn assembly to
seek the blessings of Your Divine Prov-
idence for forgiveness, reconciliation,
unity and charity for all people of the
United States.

As Members humble themselves in
prayer before You, may Your healing
Spirit touch profoundly all divided
communities across this Nation. Make
us one Nation, truly wise, a symbol of
equal justice to the world, a responsive
partner, defender of life and friend of
the poor.

Renewed as Your people, forgiven of
our sins, may this Nation be a sign of
hope to others as You bring peace and
goodwill to earth, both now and for-
ever.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG) come forward and lead
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

DISPENSING WITH CALL OF
PRIVATE CALENDAR ON TODAY

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the call of the



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-27T11:33:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




