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including with WTO-authorized sanc-
tions if necessary. If PNTR is not
granted, the U.S. could not avail itself
of WTO enforcement procedures.

So it is clear that there are strong
arguments on both sides of the human
rights and workforce/labor issues.

But the reason I have decided to vote
in favor of permanent normal trade re-
lations status for China is because,
first and foremost, I believe that it is
my responsibility as a United States
Senator to put the national security of
the United States above all other con-
siderations. And on the national secu-
rity question, in my opinion, there is
only one rational view.

I believe that through engagement
with China we have the best oppor-
tunity to avoid a cold war type atmos-
phere, which hung like a cloud over
this nation—indeed, the world—for 45
years after World War II.

A vote against PNTR would suggest
that the U.S. views China as an adver-
sary and would make it much more dif-
ficult to engage China to work with us
constructively in key strategic areas.
Of particular concern to me is China’s
role in efforts to bring peace and sta-
bility to the Korean Peninsula. China
encouraged North Korea’s compliance
with the U.S.-DPRK (North Korea)
framework which halted the North’s
nuclear weapons program, and China
will undoubtedly have to be part of any
solution that integrates North Korea
into the international community.

China also plays a key role in the
international community’s response to
the continuing conflict between India
and Pakistan. China has in fact con-
demned both nations for conducting
nuclear tests, and has urged them both
to conduct no more tests, to avoid de-
ploying or testing missiles, and to
work to resolve their differences over
Kashmir through dialogue, rather than
military action.

Finally, China is playing an increas-
ingly active and constructive role in
Asian security and stability. U.S. isola-
tion of China would seriously under-
mine our ability to influence China’s
future orientation, and would set us on
a dangerous path of confrontation.

I am under no illusions that granting
PNTR to China will make it our new
best friend. But failure to do so could
well make it an adversary of the sort
that we lived with for almost half a
century until the fall of the Berlin
Wall and the disintegration of the So-
viet Union. That is a risk we should
not take.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

——

THE RUNOFF ELECTION IN PERU

Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President, it
is fortuitous that the Senator from
Ohio would make his remarks before
mine. I share and agree with most of
what he has said with regard to trade.

I rise on a point that could be a trou-
bling cloud that, even if the next Presi-
dent and even if the next Congress were
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to take the suggestions of the Senator
from Ohio, and if certain events that
are unfolding this very minute were to
take a wrong turn, could dramatically
and negatively affect these trade op-
portunities.

The Andean region—Colombia, Peru,
Ecuador, Bolivia, Panama, and Ven-
ezuela—is experiencing difficult times.
I rise specifically today about events
that are under advisement this minute
in Peru.

As those who follow events there
know, very aggressive behavior by
President Fujimori led to a constitu-
tional override of a two-term limita-
tion on his Presidency, and he is seek-
ing a third term. The elections on April
9 were viewed as flawed by the inter-
national community. Severe questions
occurred as to whether or not a fair
election had occurred. The OAS, the
Carter Center, NDI, and other inter-
national observers have argued that
the runoff election which will occur
this Sunday, unless postponed, is in se-
vere doubt and question. The Organiza-
tion of American States, along with
others, has said that the computer sys-
tem—which is crucial to the vote count
and crucial to monitoring the elec-
tion—is not in a condition for which a
fair election can occur and as a result
they would not be able to accredit the
election. If an election occurs this Sun-
day, for which all national and inter-
national interests have said you cannot
appropriately observe the election, you
can’t tell whether it has been fair or
not, if the government proceeds with
that, it will be a serious blow to the
democratic countries that the Senator
from Ohio alluded to and to constitu-
tional law and to the growth of democ-
racy in our hemisphere.

Very recently, Senator LEAHY from
Vermont and I authored a joint resolu-
tion on this matter which reads: Re-
solved by the Senate and the House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled that it
is the sense of the Congress that the
President of the United States should
promptly convey to the President of
Peru, if the April 9, 2000, elections are
deemed by the international commu-
nity not to have been free and fair, the
United States will review and modify
as appropriate its political and eco-
nomic and military relations with Peru
and will work with other democracies
in the hemisphere and elsewhere to-
wards restoration of democracy in
Peru. This is passed by the House. This
is passed by the Senate. This is signed
by the President of the United States
and, therefore, this is the policy of the
United States with regard to these
elections.

The situation has not improved. As I
said, we have a computer system that
is flawed. We have the opposition can-
didate who has withdrawn from the
election. We have the Organization of
American States saying we will with-
draw all observers. We are hours away
from a very serious turnback and re-
versal in our hemisphere in the coun-
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try of Peru. Constitutional law, the
hemisphere of new democracies, will
have suffered a blow.

Supposedly, in the next 2 or 3 hours,
their electoral commission will make a
statement as to whether they will lis-
ten to the world, listen to the OAS, lis-
ten to the United States Congress, the
President of the United States, and
delay these elections or not.

I rise only for the purpose of saying
that it will be an acknowledged blem-
ish on so much progress that had been
made in this last decade. It will have
dire and long-reaching consequences if
the Government of Peru does not hear
a world talking to it.

I can only pray that in the next hour
or two, the government will recognize
that it must have an environment
under which elections will be fair and
observers will have the ability to adju-
dicate this was a fair election or this
was not. To my colleagues, I say, there
are events unfolding in this hemisphere
to which we must pay far more atten-
tion. As the Senator from Ohio said,
the vast majority of our trade now is in
this hemisphere. It exceeds Europe and
it exceeds the Pacific. It had better be
a healthy place because it means a
great deal to us and our fellow citizens.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

—————

MEASURE READ FOR THE FIRST
TIME—S. 2645

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, I
rise to introduce a bill, the China Non-
proliferation Act, which I now send to
the desk on behalf of myself and Sen-
ator TORRICELLI, as well as the fol-
lowing original cosponsors: Senators
COLLINS, DEWINE, INHOFE, KYL,
SANTORUM, and SPECTER.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask
that the bill be read for the first time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill for the first
time.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 2645) to provide for the applica-
tion of certain measures to the People’s Re-
public of China in response to the illegal
sale, transfer, or misuse of certain controlled
goods, services, or technology, and for other
purposes.

Mr. THOMPSON. I now ask for the
bill’s second reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be held at
the desk.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.
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