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war on drugs. We are sending this mes-
sage that in fact drugs can destroy
lives.
f

CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to commend the gentleman
from Florida for his presentation. I
just came back from Southeast Asia
where heroin is being grown, actually
it is opium and turned into heroin, es-
pecially in Burma and in Afghanistan,
and I was informed by the DEA agents
there that we know exactly where the
fields are that produce about 90 percent
of the heroin, and with leadership from
the White House we could attack those
fields without hurting anybody before
they ever got beyond those countries.

But like the gentleman stated, since
1992 we have not had leadership from
the White House in the area, in that
type of interdiction, plus we have not
had the moral leadership that Ronald
Reagan provided during the 1980s which
made the use of illegal drugs some-
thing that was socially unacceptable.
It was just something that people did
not find it acceptable to have that in
their presence because it was some-
thing that was regarded as insulting
and degrading and immoral.

Instead, that attitude has now unfor-
tunately changed again without that
type of rejection from the leadership in
the White House. Unfortunately, we see
the trends in heroin use by young peo-
ple is up. It is just a terrible trend.

Mr. MICA. If the gentleman will
yield, I want to thank him for his lead-
ership on this issue, in trying to call to
the attention of the American people
this drug problem and other problems
relating to our national security that
he has so eloquently presented on the
floor.

He also mentioned the heroin produc-
tion out of Asia. I serve on the national
security subcommittee. We have found
now 50 percent of the heroin, and her-
oin was not even really coming in any
quantities out of Colombia, is now
coming out of Colombia, mostly be-
cause of the policy of this administra-
tion.

We asked that waivers be granted be-
cause Colombia was decertified as not
cooperating. Time and time again over
the past 21⁄2 years we have asked for
equipment, resources, materials to
fight the war on drugs in that country
and to stop the production of heroin.
This is all new just in the course of
this administration that heroin is
being grown in incredible quantities,
poppy fields.

That is coming into Florida, it is
coming into California, the gentle-
man’s State, it is coming into the Na-
tion. We see the results. The results
are, I have heroin deaths in central

Florida that equal our largest metro-
politan areas in the United States. Not
only the poor children in Detroit and
New York and Los Angeles, but in Or-
lando and other suburbs across this
country, are dying in the streets, in
our community, now reaching 20,000
deaths, more than any war.

I thank the gentleman again for his
great leadership, and also for his tak-
ing time with a special order to bring
this and other matters to the attention
of the Congress and the American peo-
ple.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. This does fit
into my special order which is focused
on China because one of the things this
administration is totally ignoring is
the Chinese relationship to the drug
lords in Burma. China has become a
major distributer of heroin as it takes
the heroin from Burma by providing
weapons to the Burmese dictatorship,
then takes the heroin or the opium out
of Burma and takes it down through
Vietnam and Cambodia and then out to
distribution points in the United
States and elsewhere.

Tonight I would like to discuss China
policy. But before I do, I would like to
say that I understand why the Amer-
ican people probably are a little bit
frustrated right now when they turn on
their TV, as I have over these last few
months, and heard more about the sex
life of our President than any of us
want to know.

Yes, there may be a situation where
a person was told to lie on a legal depo-
sition, which is somewhat of a serious
matter. But I for one, however, have
been disappointed with the zeal of our
news media in digging ever deeper into
the lurid details of this ongoing circus,
not to shed light on legal issues but in-
stead to sell newspapers and to boost
ratings. Accomplishing this, boosting
their ratings or selling newspapers, has
meant appealing not to the public
sense of justice or even offering a bet-
ter understanding of the legal issues
that underlie this spectacle. No, the ex-
haustive attention paid to the Monica
Lewinsky-Paula Jones maneuverings
has nothing to do with the public inter-
est and has everything to do with ap-
pealing to the public’s purient interest.

For those who claim there is nothing
else to cover of such a magnitude, of
something that could attract the at-
tention of the people, I rise tonight to
say nay. We are living in times where
decisions are being made that will de-
termine the fundamental safety and
prosperity of our people for decades to
come. In a way, our President should
be grateful that the media has focused
on the trivial yet nevertheless inexcus-
able decisions that he has made in his
personal conduct, rather than on some
of the horrendous decisions he has
made that have mind-boggling implica-
tions for our future.

Tonight I would like to discuss for
the record an issue that has yet to
fully make itself present to the Amer-
ican people. It is not now part of the
public consciousness but will, I predict,

once the public is aware of what is
going on, result in widespread rage and
ultimately an equally widespread sense
of betrayal by our people. Whether pur-
posely or as a result of well intentioned
but unforgivably wrong policies, our
country has been put in serious jeop-
ardy.

First let me say that in my first 10
years that I have been here in the
House of Representatives, I have suf-
fered great frustration over our coun-
try’s China policy, both Republicans
and Democrats in charge of the White
House. When Clinton was elected in
1992, in fact, I expected at least I would
be able to work with our new President
from Arkansas on the issues concern-
ing China. After all, candidate Clinton
attacked President Bush for kowtow-
ing to the Chinese despots, and when
asked in an interview a few weeks be-
fore the election, candidate Clinton
pledged that he would not support
most-favored-nation status for China
and that he was appalled by the human
rights abuses of the Communist regime
in Beijing.

But once elected and sworn in as
President, Bill Clinton’s tune changed.
He was different from President Bush,
all right. Instead of not being tough
enough on the Communist Chinese re-
gime, he decided not to be tough at all.
Instead of revoking most-favored-na-
tion status for Communist China as he
pledged during his campaign, President
Clinton waited till Congress was out of
town on a break and then announced
that his administration was decoupling
Chinese trade issues from any discus-
sion of human rights. In one single
stroke, Bill Clinton earned an infamous
place in history.
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In the years since he has done noth-

ing to rectify or correct this horren-
dous violation of our trust. This act
was the worst setback for the cause of
human rights at least since the time
that I have served in Congress.

Not only did we step off the high
ground in our relations with the Com-
munist Chinese regime, but we have
been wading in the muck with them
ever since. The tough guys in Beijing
now know darn well that anything this
administration says or does about
human rights is meant for internal
consumption in the United States only.
In other words, we are being played for
suckers.

Every time a pronouncement is made
by Bill Clinton’s White House about
Tibet or the savagery against religious
people in China, the regime in Beijing
laughs. I mean, Madeleine Albright is
over there now, and it was reported
that she said something really tough
on human rights, and you know she
was taken very seriously by, you know,
the gangsters in Beijing.

Any talk of liberty or justice by the
President of the United States or any
member of this administration is seen
as a joke by Third World despots and
Chinese dictators. This has been a tre-
mendous disservice to our country as
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well as to the oppressed peoples of the
world to whom the United States is
their only real hope of ever living in
freedom and in dignity.

So why is this situation? Well, first
and foremost, the gangsters who run
China cannot help but notice that,
while leaders may make noises like
Madeleine Albright has just done, little
noises, they are still raking in the $50
billion annually from their trade sur-
plus with the United States, and we are
not doing anything to stop that. So
they are going to listen to our noises
while we are giving them a situation
where they get $50 billion out of our
pockets.

Give me a break. We still let them
get away with charging 30 to 40 percent
tariffs on our goods that are being ex-
ported to China, even while we let their
products that flood into the United
States come here with only 3 or 4 per-
cent tariffs. How can we possibly treat
our people, let our people be treated in
such an unfair way and just not even
go after it, not even try?

The trade relationship is so skewed
that we let them get away with out-
rageous demands. For example, when
we want to sell some of our products to
China, like airplanes, for example, we
must build airplane manufacturing
parts over there in China. That means
that after 10 years from now they will
have technology for a modern aero-
space industry in order to put our peo-
ple out of work in order to sell our air-
planes today, and we let them get away
with those kind of demands, and we
even finance the airplane deals.

We even use, as I say, taxpayer dol-
lars to subsidize or guarantee the
building of manufacturing operations
in China and elsewhere in the Third
World where dictators reign.

I can understand the sale that, you
know, subsidizing or in some way try-
ing to subsidize and help along a sale of
a product that is just a transfer of a
good made here so that they can afford
the credit or something over there,
but, by and large, that is not what is
happening. What is happening is that
Most Favored Nation status is really
about not the selling of our products
but what it is really about is the Fed-
eral Government taxing you and me.
Then through the Export-Import Bank
and other financial institutions sup-
ported by our tax dollars they use
those dollars to facilitate the building
of factories in China and other dicta-
torships that will be used not just to
supply goods for the Chinese market
but then it will be turned around and
used to provide goods and manufacture
goods that will be exported to the
United States to put our people out of
work who are the ones paying for the
taxes that subsidized the deal in the
first place.

This is the worst violation, the worst
violation of trust that I have seen, and
this body continually refuses to come
to grips with it. Whenever there is a
debate on this issue, the issue is skirt-
ed, and they talk about selling our

goods over there when the real com-
plaint is we are building factories over
there that will put our people out of
work. And the people on the other side,
the Export-Import Bank and these
other issues, continually refuse to
come to grips with that answer.

Then we signed international agree-
ments like the Global Warming Treaty
which exempts China from the strict
controls we put on ourselves and know-
ing full well that that will mean that
more and more investment into ma-
chinery and technology, and plants will
go into China, and they will build man-
ufacturing units in China that will out-
pace our own production in the United
States. In other words, we are laying
the groundwork for a huge transfer of
wealth from the United States to China
and other Third World countries.

And what are the Communist Chinese
bosses doing with this technology?
Well, number one, they are not paying
any attention to our words that we are
concerned that they do not believe in
human rights, but what they are doing
with it is they are taking that and
building a modern military force, a
modern Army, Navy, Air Force and
missile force to threaten anyone who
gets in their way.

Has there been any liberalization in
the meantime? Any change of think-
ing? Are there any nicer guys up there
in Beijing? Well, to think well of Bill
Clinton and the corporate power bro-
kers who are groveling to these Chi-
nese Communist thugs and
downplaying their overflow, I might
add, we must believe that this strategy
of engagement will result in a modi-
fication of the behavior by Communist
Chinese.

These are the same Communist Chi-
nese who now hold their fellow coun-
trymen in a grip of repression and ter-
ror. In fact, they are the world’s larg-
est and most grandiose human rights
abusers.

This coddle-a-Nazi-and-he-will-be-
come-a-liberal strategy is as wrong-
headed an attitude as the American
industrials and bankers had towards
Hitler’s Germany and Hirohito’s Japan
in the 1930s. It did not work with those
thugs, and it is not going to work with
these thugs. As we know, that did not
foster peace then but led to war and
unfathomable suffering and death in
the 1940s.

If we do not use our heads and act in
strength and insure that we have the
strength, we could, with all the best of
intentions, stumble into this same type
of murderous conflagration as hap-
pened in the third and fourth decade of
this century; and things will not get
better, they will get worse.

Well, 10 years ago there was, you
know, has it gotten better since we
have really been bending over back-
wards for this last decade to try to
work with these people, to engage the
Chinese regime? Well, 10 years ago
there was an active populist reform
movement in China, and now there is
none.

Although some internal debate is tol-
erated among the party elite who seek
a means of laying out public steam
without endangering the party’s mo-
nopoly of power, by and large the good
guys, meaning the non-Communist op-
position, have either fled or been mur-
dered or sentenced to prison. So in-
stead of evolving into a freer society,
China is going in the opposite direc-
tion.

Yes, it is more prosperous, but those
buildings and those cars and that tech-
nology does not mean they are any less
dictatorial or repressive or immoral.

When you blur the distinctions be-
tween right and wrong, between good
and evil, which is what our administra-
tion and those people who want to deal
with the Chinese on an equal basis do,
do not be surprised if you find yourself
going in the wrong direction.

Bill Clinton and the corporate elite
who are pushing this Chinese policy on
America are, if we trust their words,
trying to gradually turn China from a
militaristic dictatorship to a hard-
driving yet benevolent player in the
world economy. They claim to believe
that China will evolve. Of course, they
are making a lot of money, a lot of
money in the process; and, as I pointed
out, these people making a lot of
money are doing so by being subsidized
and protected by the American tax-
payer.

Let me say that those businessmen
who go into China without a govern-
ment subsidy, without a guarantee,
without political insurance provided by
the American taxpayer, that is okay,
good luck. Good luck, you were taking
the risks, and I am not talking about
you tonight because you will be paying
for the consequences if you were wrong
just as you will reap the rewards if
China does become the vast market
that drives the dreams of so many, and
the China dream is what it is all about.

You know they said that China is the
great market of the future, and it al-
ways will be. Well, China has its own
national interests and its totalitarian
leaders have their own unchallenged
personal power that holds western con-
cepts of democracy and the rules of law
and equitable political and business re-
lationships in contempt.

Tonight I feel compelled to express
my skepticism about those who loudly
advocate the evolutionary engagement
theory of the 50 or so American busi-
ness leaders who have sat in my office
and told me about doing business on
the mainland of China and how it is
going to make these people more lib-
eral and how they will get some values
from us.

Not one has ever spoken to a Chinese
official near or around his place of
business in China about human rights,
not one. Many of them have even ad-
mitted that they would permit Com-
munist officials to arrest their own em-
ployees if that employee belonged to an
unrecognized Christian church.

This is a pitiful reality. It is a dis-
grace that any American, it is a total
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disgrace that any American would
stand by as a Christian or a person of
any religious faith was dragged out of
their offices kicking and screaming by
some Gestapo, whether it was a Com-
munist, Nazi or Fascist or whatever
type of Gestapo it was.

I guess it comes down to this. Just
because you are free to do business in
a dictatorship like China does not
mean you are free from the responsibil-
ity of being an American and standing
up for our ideals of freedom, and at the
very least you are not expected to par-
ticipate in activities that threaten the
security of our country just because
you are making money.

Tonight I wanted to discuss the inane
policies of our government and the ac-
tivities of some of our corporate citi-
zens that are both deplorable and
alarming. Tonight I want to discuss for
the record for the first time the possi-
bility that this administration and
some powerful high-technology compa-
nies may well have put our country in
grave danger, perhaps putting in
harm’s way millions of our citizens. If
accurate, the information I have been
examining describes one of the worst
betrayals of America’s security inter-
ests since the Rosenbergs.

I will go right to the heart of the
issue. It appears that several high-tech
corporations doing business with the
Communist Chinese may have gone not
only over the line of propriety but over
the line of loyalty to the security in-
terests of our country. These aerospace
and technology companies, many have
provided the Communist Chinese re-
gime with the technology and know-
how to perfect rockets and interconti-
nental missiles.

Because of this assistance from
American citizens, the Chinese now
have the capability of delivering nu-
clear weapons to the United States.
This puts millions of Americans in dan-
ger of nuclear incineration should we
ever again confront the Chinese Com-
munists about their belligerent actions
or aggressive behavior.

Making matters worse, the Clinton
administration appears to have been a
willing accomplice to this crime
against our people; and the President
himself may have been involved in ac-
tions aimed at preventing legal action
by the Justice Department from being
taken against the perpetrators of these
outrageous impossible crimes.

What I am saying is as serious as
anything that I have ever said in the 10
years that I have been a Member of
Congress. As chairman of the House
Space and Aeronautics Subcommittee,
it is my responsibility to oversee
NASA and America’s space effort. Be-
cause of this, I have a certain degree of
knowledge about missiles and rockets.
This expertise allowed me to under-
stand the horrific implications of the
cooperation between American compa-
nies and the Chinese in the improve-
ment of the Chinese aerospace launch
systems which I first heard about sev-
eral months ago.

The story probably began several
years ago when I was asked to support
an effort then being made by Hughes
Electronics to assist in their sales of
communication satellites to China.
Some countries like China were insist-
ing on launching purchased satellites,
satellites that had been purchased from
Hughes on their own rockets.

It made sense to me that setting up a
telecommunication system for China
was a good idea. Launching these sat-
ellites up there, putting the satellites
up so they could have a telephone sys-
tem and they make long distance calls
and such, that was a good idea, would
connect them to the rest of the world.
It would link them to the world, and
our folks would make a profit in doing
it, so why not give them permission? It
was a good idea.

Was it a good idea for our U.S. firms
to launch satellites on foreign rockets?
Well, yes, they could do so if they were
willing to do it at their own risk.

I supported the request. But at no
time did I or anyone else in Congress
support the idea that any American
company or any American citizen
should be upgrading Chinese rockets to
launch those satellites; and that, my
friends, looks like what has happened.
Americans and American companies
using their skill and their technology,
some of it developed by American tax
dollars during the Cold War, being used
to upgrade the capabilities of Chinese
rockets and missiles.

The Chinese Communist regime who
was unable to hit us with rockets and
missiles 5 years ago, I am very sad to
say, now has the capability of landing
nuclear weapons transported by rock-
ets landing those nuclear weapons in
the United States, and we are the ones
who perfected their rockets.
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In a nutshell, until last year, the Chi-
nese Long March Rocket had a shaky
history of misfires, explosions and
unreliability. It took three or four
Long March Rocket launches to com-
plete one successful mission. That is
why it was a shock to learn a few
months ago that the Long March now
is more reliable. It has, it seems, been
perfected.

This became evident when I heard
that two satellites from Motorola’s
iridium project were launched into
orbit, and it only took two Long March
Rockets to do it. Two out of two suc-
cessful shots. How could this be, I
asked myself? And then I got a sinking
feeling in my stomach that I knew the
answer.

I will tell my colleagues how it could
be. After the blow-up of a Long March
Rocket, a team of American engineers
working for an American firm sat down
and rolled up their sleeves in what they
treated as nothing more than an engi-
neering project. They thought that
what they were doing was just engi-
neering. And when it was all over, the
Red Chinese had the ability to reliably
put into orbit commercial satellites.

That alone was a betrayal of American
aerospace workers who built competi-
tive launch systems like the Delta
Rocket. And by the way, the Delta
Rocket just happens to be built in my
congressional district. So for us to up-
grade their rocket capability using our
technology, that was a betrayal in and
of itself of the economic responsibility
we have to watch out for our own peo-
ple.

But putting their fellow American
aerospace workers out of jobs is not all
these companies did by helping the
Chinese upgrade their missiles. They
put all of us in the crosshairs of a Com-
munist Government, which, thanks to
this assistance, now has the ability not
just to put satellites into space, but to
deliver nuclear weapons to a majority
of American cities.

When this realization first hit me, it
knocked the wind right out of my
lungs. I could hardly breathe. And
when I queried an executive from one
of the corporations who were involved
in upgrading this Chinese missile capa-
bility, he quickly stated that I should
not worry, because he understood that
his company was operating with a na-
tional security waiver signed by the
President of the United States. He did
not say that he had seen this waiver
personally.

The engineering achievement this
gentleman talked about was Rocket
Stage Separation technology and Mul-
tiple Independent Reentry Vehicle
technology. If my colleagues cannot
understand it, the first one is the stage
technology that permits the stages of
the rockets to separate; the last one I
talked about is called MIRV tech-
nology.

But before these technologies were
given to the Chinese, the Long March
would often blow up, and they would
blow up when the stages tried to sepa-
rate, and if it survived the stages’ sepa-
ration and made it into space, there
was often a problem with the satellite
dispenser. That is where the MIRV
technology comes in.

So the American companies pro-
ceeded to provide stage separation
technology as well as technology that
enabled the rocket to spit out sat-
ellites, or nuclear warheads, whichever
the Communist Chinese might want to
use on any particular day.

About the same time, and perhaps as
part of the same team, even perhaps as
part of the same effort, two other aero-
space firms were involved in a project
to upgrade and perfect the Long March
Rocket’s flight control and guidance
systems. Apparently an electrical flaw
had caused a malfunction which blew
up a Long March Rocket attempting to
launch a satellite by Loral Space and
Communications of Manhattan. Again,
the American technological cavalry
came to the rescue.

Engineers from Loral, assisted by en-
gineers from Hughes Electronics, and
at the direction of their superiors,
charged forward to correct the prob-
lems in the Long March. It seems what
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happened was a sterile, coldly cal-
culated decision to fix these problems
with no consideration of the national
security implications to the United
States.

One must hope that no consideration
was given to our security, because if
there was consideration given to our
security, it means these company offi-
cials said to themselves, to hell with
the safety of every man, woman and
child in the United States; this is a lu-
crative contract and we are not going
to lose it. Well, where the hell do they
think they are going to go home to
once the contract is over?

A few years ago it was unlikely that
the Chinese Communists could threat-
en us with a nuclear strike. Confront-
ing their misdeeds then could be ac-
complished with limited risk. Our lead-
ers have tremendous leverage to pre-
vent aggression and to keep the lid on
volatile situations. Now, all of that has
changed, much of it due perhaps to the
assistance to the Chinese Communists
by American citizens and American
companies.

In a recent report by the U.S. Na-
tional Air Force Intelligence Center,
that report indicates that China now
has a new three-stage intercontinental
ballistic missile that can reach every
State in our country, except southern
Florida. The report states that these
missiles carry only a single warhead.
But the Communists are close to pro-
ducing a new system with multiple
independent reentry vehicles, MIRVs.
The security of our country will never
be the same.

The young people who are watching
on their televisions or are here with us
tonight, their lives will be far less se-
cure than it ever would have been had
we not permitted this to happen. The
security that people expected that we
would take into consideration was not
part of the equation. Unfortunately,
the young people of our country now
will have to live under a cloud that
they could be pulverized by nuclear
weapons sent from mainland China on
a rocket that American technology
helped build for our adversaries.

In May 1997, the Pentagon produced a
classified report on missile expertise
transferred to China which concluded
that the United States national secu-
rity was probably damaged by the
Loral-Hughes technology transfers I
have just described. This was followed
by an investigation into the deal by
the U.S. Justice Department. Then,
only a few weeks ago it was revealed by
the press that a Federal grand jury was
investigating Loral and Hughes for pos-
sible violations of law in this out-
rageous transfer of weapons know-how
to the Communist Chinese.

Now comes the kicker of this story.
President Clinton and his administra-
tion have been doing everything they
can to quash the investigation of this
possible violation of law, this betrayal
of our country. According to press ac-
counts, Justice Department officials
claim that 2 months ago, their inves-

tigation was seriously undermined
when President Clinton quietly ap-
proved the export to China of similar
rocketry expertise by Loral. Our Presi-
dent cut the legs out right from under
the law enforcement agencies trying to
investigate this matter, a matter
which is obviously of great importance
to our national security.

This move reflects a horrifyingly
cavalier attitude toward the safety of
our people from the nuclear weapons
capabilities of the Communist Chinese,
or it could be even worse. Worse? Yes,
worse than a cavalier attitude about
the Chinese Communists being able to
hit us with nuclear weapons. What is
worse than that? An attitude that is
not cavalier, but it was a conscious de-
cision.

The CEO of Loral is Bernard
Schwartz. This gentleman also has the
distinction of being one of the largest
single contributors to President Clin-
ton’s reelection campaign; and unlike
other aerospace companies, would
strive to have a balanced portfolio of
campaign contributions. This company
obviously had its man, and his name
was Bill Clinton.

Mr. Schwartz was the largest individ-
ual contributor to the Democratic
Party in 1997, and in 1996, together with
Loral and Hughes Companies, contrib-
uted $2.5 million to the Democratic
Party that we know about, almost tri-
ple their contributions that they gave
to the Republican Party.

We are also aware of the likelihood
that the Communist Chinese had con-
tributions of their own that made their
way into President Clinton’s campaign
coffers. The total dollar figure is un-
known because, it is unknown because
those who have that information are
currently on the lam. They are hiding
so they will not have to testify as to
Chinese Communist money going into
President Clinton’s campaign. Many of
them have left the country, and those
who have come back are looking for
immunity to testify before Congress,
but they are now in the process of hav-
ing their immunity denied by Demo-
crat Members of this body who are part
of the investigating committee. They
will not grant them immunity, because
they do not want that information
coming out.

What, if any, have these Chinese
Communist donations purchased? Di-
rect evidence is sketchy, but we do
know that since President Clinton was
elected in November 1992, China has
violated its nonproliferation commit-
ments no less than 20 times according
to the Congressional Research Service.

In response, the administration has
only twice imposed sanctions in ac-
cordance with U.S. law, and in one of
these cases, the sanctions were waived
in one of these cases after only 1 year.
In addition, China has repeatedly
transferred or discussed transferring
weapons of mass destruction to rogue
nations such as Iran and Libya, after
assuring our country that all such ac-
tions had ceased.

Today, it is Israel’s 50th anniversary.
Fifty years, Israel has been in conflict
for 50 years. One of the greatest threats
to Israel is what? Rockets that can hit
their targets fired at them from ex-
tremist countries and terrorist coun-
tries like Iran. And yet, President Clin-
ton seems to have undercut the inves-
tigations and greased the skids for pro-
viding the Communist Chinese tech-
nology that, even after the Chinese
have repeatedly provided technology to
people like the Iranians and others who
are enemies not only of the United
States, but enemies of Israel.

In giving the Iranians guidance sys-
tem technology for rockets, this is
quite a birthday present for Israel, and
quite a birthday present for anybody in
the Western world who sides with the
United States and sides with the West-
ern democracies.

And of course now, the administra-
tion claims, we are going to reach out
again and accept the Chinese Com-
munist word again that they will not
do it anymore, they will not give any
more information, and in exchange for
that agreement not to give any more
information, we are going to give them
all the rest of our technological se-
crets. We are going to extend the co-
operation with the Communist Chinese
to a greater extent than it has ever
been. That is a proposal right now
going on that the President is prepar-
ing to offer when he goes to China next
month. This is a travesty, it is a trav-
esty.

In this atmosphere, President Clin-
ton will go to China next month, and
the papers suggest that he is going to
offer the Communist Chinese to share
with them our space technology if they
just agree not to transfer it to others.
This, of course, is nonsense on the face
of it. We are going to share our tech-
nology with someone who has already
given it to our enemies, somebody who
themselves are a Communist dictator-
ship and one of the worst violators of
human rights on this planet? People
who are torturing Christians and other
believers, we are going to give our
space technology to them?

Well, I suggest that this is nonsense
on the face of it, and that is not what
this is all about. This proposal by the
President, I believe, is trying to do
something that he did before when he
undercut the investigation into Loral
and Hughes. What this is is trying to
offer a mask, this new policy the ad-
ministration is offering, is doing noth-
ing more than trying to give a mask to
deeds that have already been done, just
as the move in granting Loral approval
to transfer rocket technology undercut
the investigation into the wrongdoing
that they have already done.

So in other words, this grandiose
plan that we have read about in the
newspapers may well be nothing more
than a cover for misdeeds that have al-
ready taken place because the Presi-
dent knows that this information is
going to come out about American
technology being used by Chinese Com-
munists to build their rockets which
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are aimed in our direction. The Presi-
dent knows how volatile that is, and
the story has been coming out slowly
but surely, and this speech tonight I
think will even accelerate the informa-
tion about this terrible betrayal of
America’s interests.

b 1930
What seems to have happened is that

instead of civilizing the communist
Chinese, our engagement with that
government has corrupted our democ-
racy. Instead of providing us wealth, it
has undercut our domestic production
and has transferred our technology to
our adversaries. Instead of promoting
peace, it has massively extended the
raw destructive power of a regime that
remains one of this world’s worst
human rights offenders and a country
that threatens the peace and stability
of the planet.

A recent confirmation of that ex-
panded destructive power comes from
General Haber, a commander of the
U.S. Strategic Command. General
Haber recently stated, and I quote,
‘‘The Chinese do have the deployment
of an intercontinental missile that can
reach most of the United States, except
for southern Florida.’’

Because of this new threat from com-
munist China, because it is so over-
whelming, this speech is going to be
only the first of many I will make on
the subject. But let me add one point
here.

Here we have a President and an ad-
ministration that is willing to under-
cut investigations into these compa-
nies and he may well, for all we know,
by his own attitude have fostered an
idea among these companies that they
could get away with this type of be-
trayal of America’s interests. Perhaps
they saw the President and his dealings
with China and how he makes a joke
out of human rights, and they thought
why should they consider America’s
national security interests.

But this is the same group of people,
the President of the United States and
his administration, who because of
what they have done, now that the
communist Chinese have the ability to
hit our country with nuclear weapons,
this is the same President that has
gone out of his way to prevent us from
developing a defense system that would
defend us against an attack, a missile
attack. This is the same administra-
tion that has done everything they can
to prevent the Republicans from devel-
oping a missile defense system for the
United States of America and for our
allies. The standard is incredible. It is
overwhelming. It still almost takes the
air out of my lungs when I think about
this.

I mean, just where is the interest of
the American people? Who is concerned
about it? Who is protecting us? It cer-
tainly is not people who would permit
the technology that was developed dur-
ing the Cold War for our own weapons
systems to be handed over to the com-
munist Chinese even before they have
had any liberalization of their system.

Once the American people realize
what has happened, I predict a wave of
outrage will sweep across our country,
even to Florida, even though they are
the only ones who have not been made
vulnerable by this. Though the Florid-
ians cannot be hit by land-based mis-
siles, the folks down there understand
that being an American is more impor-
tant that the almighty dollar and they
understand that being an American is
something special and they would
never betray the interests of their
country.

It seems like some of our citizens, in-
cluding some prominent individuals,
may have forgotten that and may be
operating at a much lower level of
value than that.

Perhaps President Clinton really was
converted to the theory and convinced
that these gangsters who now control
the mainland of China could be civ-
ilized by luring them into economic de-
pendency and technological depend-
ency. If we make them economically
dependent and so technologically de-
pendent by giving them technology and
building their economy up, that that
will make things better. Maybe he real-
ly believes that.

Maybe he believes that once that
happens and they have prosperity, that
their iron fist can be unclenched be-
cause we will have proven to them our
sincere desire for peace and, therefore,
the insecurity and the vulnerability
that the Chinese have, that will be sat-
isfied and they can disarm and they
will longer be this monstrous totali-
tarian regime that they are.

Let us give the President the benefit
of the doubt. Maybe that is what he be-
lieves. That is the most foolish thing
that I have ever heard, but I have
heard it expressed so many times that
we are going to have to give people
good motives. But whether they have
good motives or not, let us look at
what is happening here. These are the
same type of assurances and feeling
that Neville Chamberlain gave the peo-
ple of England about the Nazi regime
shortly before the bombings of London
that caused World War II. World War II
was brought on by people trying to
prove their sincerity to Hitler. Let him
take the Rhineland back. Let us prove
to him that he can take these terri-
tories. Where there is any question at
all, always give him the benefit of the
doubt. And our businessmen did busi-
ness with Hitler and Hirohito up until
the day that World War II started.

Mr. Speaker, these things did not
make Hitler and the dictators in Japan
and Italy any less aggressive or less
likely to cause war. These things actu-
ally are foolishness and nonsense, and
trying to prove that we were not a
threat did just the opposite to these
bosses.

We must never forget that the real
reason for the communist Chinese and
their monstrously bad human rights
record, and for their continued mili-
tary buildup, and for the unrelenting
repression in China of Christians and

Muslims and Buddhists, and for the
continued genocide that is going on in
Tibet, the main reason this is happen-
ing is the fundamental nature of the
communist regime, the vile nature of
their own political system. It is meant
to be a communist dictatorship. They
have never stepped back one inch from
the idea that they will control their so-
ciety with an iron fist.

Just the other day we read about
what? It came out in the paper, I guess
it was today in fact, a rock and roll
singer was arrested in Hong Kong. And
why? The rock and roll figure was ar-
rested and put into prison because he is
a threat to that country’s national se-
curity. A rock and roll singer. Yes.

And Christians, and Muslims, and
Buddhists, and the Dalai Lama’s fol-
lowers and anyone else who would
speak up against this system. Any art-
ist who would dare to show their work
without permission. Anyone who would
say anything against the regime out-
side of the communist party structure.

The solution that we need to have is
not to try to prove our sincerity to the
communist Chinese. We need to work
with the people of China to overthrow
and eliminate this corrupt, this vile,
this tyrannical system and kick out
these people who oppress them. The
younger people in China do not believe
in this, just like the younger people in
Russia did not. Our goal should not be
trying to give legitimacy and trying to
make them not feel threatened by giv-
ing them our technology. That will
only result in America being placed in
jeopardy. It will only result in our peo-
ple living less prosperous lives and now
our people living under a cloud, under
a threat of nuclear attack when five
years ago they were not.

The solution, of course, is ending
their system and bringing them in and
demanding, demanding, yes demanding
that there be real changes for us to
have any closer relationships with
them.

Finally, let me just summarize what
we have talked about tonight, what I
have talked about tonight. Tonight, we
have opened a discussion which I be-
lieve will continue and intensify in the
weeks ahead. I have given details about
a transfer of American technology by
American companies to the communist
Chinese. This transfer of American
technology has perfected communist
Chinese rocket systems which now en-
ables these communist Chinese rockets
to reach targets in the United States of
America.

When Bill Clinton was elected Presi-
dent of the United States, the com-
munist Chinese could not launch with
a rocket from the mainland of China on
a nuclear attack of the United States.
They are now capable of that. The
MIRV technology which our companies
transferred to them also permits these
same rockets not to carry a single war-
head but to have several warheads. The
same technology that spits out a sat-
ellite can be used to spit out nuclear
warheads.
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There was an investigation into this

transfer of technology, an investiga-
tion by government officials who were
convinced that America’s national se-
curity had been put in jeopardy and
that the law had been violated. Presi-
dent Clinton took actions that under-
mined and undercut that investigation.

At least one of the heads of the U.S.
companies that were providing this
technology to the communist Chinese
is one of President Clinton’s biggest
campaign contributors and indeed the
biggest campaign contributor to the
Democratic Party in 1996. We do not
know about the campaign contribu-
tions from the communist Chinese to
President Clinton’s campaign in the
last presidential reelection campaign
because the witnesses are on the lam,
and the Democratic Party Members in
the investigating committee are refus-
ing to grant them immunity so that
they can tell their story to the Amer-
ican people.

I do not like to come to the floor of
the House to talk about something so
horrendous as this. This has implica-
tions about the safety of every one of
our families. I hope that everyone who
is reading this in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD and I hope that everyone who
is seeing this on C–SPAN will make
sure they contact their Member of Con-
gress and make it clear that we should
get to the bottom of this. And I assure
my colleagues that this is one Member
of Congress that will not stop until we
get all of the information about this
horrendous transfer of weapons and
technology that has put us in jeopardy.

Speaker GINGRICH and others now are
in the process of requesting the infor-
mation, and if this administration does
not cooperate there will be hearings on
this subject.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to:
Mr. BLILEY of Virginia (at the re-

quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today after 3
p.m. on account of personal reasons.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED
By unanimous consent, permission to

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. STUPAK) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, today,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN, today, for 5 minutes.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, today, for

5 minutes.
Mr. SNYDER, today, for 5 minutes.
Mr. ALLEN, today, for 5 minutes.
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, today, for 5 min-

utes.
Mr. STUPAK, today, for 5 minutes.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, today, for

5 minutes.
The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. SESSIONS) to revise and ex-

tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:

Mr. DELAY, today, for 5 minutes.
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, today, for 5

minutes.
Mr. GEKAS, today, for 5 minutes.
Mr. HUTCHINSON, today, for 5 min-

utes.
Mr. WOLF, today, for 5 minutes.
Mr. MICA, today, for 5 minutes.
f

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. STUPAK) and to include ex-
traneous matter:

Mr. KIND.
Mr. MENENDEZ.
Mr. DOYLE.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Mr. VENTO.
Mrs. MEEK of Florida.
Mr. KLECZKA.
Mr. KLINK.
Ms. SANCHEZ.
Mr. SKELTON.
Mr. GEJDENSON.
Mr. COSTELLO.
Mr. DEUTSCH.
Mr. SHERMAN.
Mr. KUCINICH.
Ms. DELAURO.
Mr. SCHUMER.
Mrs. MALONEY of New York.
Mr. KILDEE.
Mr. FORD.
Mr. NEAL.
Mr. BERMAN.
Mr. ALLEN.
Mr. DINGELL.
Mr. PASCRELL.
Mr. CARDIN.
Mr. KANJORSKI.
Mr. GORDON.
Ms. CHRISTIAN-GREEN.
Mr. ACKERMAN.
Ms. CARSON.
Mr. HINOJOSA.
The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. SESSIONS) and to include
extraneous matter:

Mr. BALLENGER.
Mr. BEREUTER.
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. MANZULLO.
Mr. HORN.
Mr. WALSH.
Ms. GRANGER.
The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. Rohrabacher) and to in-
clude extraneous matter:

Mr. GINGRICH.
Mr. HORN.
Mr. BLUNT.
Mr. SMITH of Oregon.
Mr. LARGENT.
Mr. PACKARD.
Mr. PAPPAS.
Ms. HARMAN.
Ms. SANCHEZ.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
f

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee
on House Oversight, reported that that

committee had examined and found
truly enrolled a joint resolution of the
House of the following title, which was
thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.J. Res. 102. Joint resolution expressing
the sense of the Congress on the occasion of
the 50th anniversary of the founding of the
modern State of Israel and reaffirming the
bonds of friendship and cooperation between
the United States and Israel.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 42 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, May 4,
1998, at 2 p.m.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

8831. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition and Technology, Department of
Defense, transmitting a report on the Com-
mercial Operations and Support Savings Ini-
tiative (COSSI), pursuant to Public Law
105—85; to the Committee on National Secu-
rity.

8832. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting
the semiannual report on the activities of
the Affordable Housing Disposition Program
covering the period from July 1, 1997 through
December 31, 1997, pursuant to Public Law
102—233, section 616 (105 Stat. 1787); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

8833. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s annual re-
port on international terrorism entitled
‘‘Patterns of Global Terrorism: 1997,’’ pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2656f; to the Committee on
International Relations.

8834. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting certification that the Republic
of Armenia, the Azerbaijani Republic, the
Republic of Georgia, the Republic of
Kazakhstan, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Re-
public of Moldova, the Russian Federation,
Turkmenistan, Ukraine and the Republic of
Uzbekistan are committed to the courses of
action described in Section 1203(d) of the Co-
operative Threat Reduction Act of 1993, Sec-
tion 1412(d) of the Former Soviet Union De-
militarization Act of 1992, and Section 502 of
the FREEDOM Support Act; to the Commit-
tee on International Relations.

8835. A letter from the Director, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting a report detailing the previous
10-year period the catches and exports to the
United States of highly migratory species
from Nations fishing on Atlantic stocks of
such species that are subject to management
by the International Commission for the
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, pursuant to
Public Law 94—70, 16 U.S.C. 971; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

8836. A letter from the the Board of Trust-
ees, Federal Hospital Insurance Trust Fund,
transmitting the 1998 Annual Report of the
Board of Trustees of the Federal Hospital In-
surance Trust Fund, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
401(c)(2), 1395i(b)(2), and 1395t(b)(2); (H. Doc.
No. 105—245); to the Committee on Ways and
Means and ordered to be printed.
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