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The bill (H.R. 2330) was passed. 
(The bill will be printed in a future 

edition of the RECORD.) 
Mr. COCHRAN. Madam President, I 

thank all staff who worked so hard to 
make this bill possible and to assist 
Senators during the deliberation of the 
bill, particularly those who have 
worked as members of my staff on this 
side of the aisle for the Appropriations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Agri-
culture: Rebecca Davies, who is the 
chief clerk; Martha Scott Poindexter; 
and Rachelle Schroeder. 

I also want to commend a member of 
my personal staff who was on the floor 
and contributed in a very important 
way to the work on this bill, Hunter 
Moorhead. 

Without their good assistance it 
would not have been possible to have 
such a good work product as this bill 
represents. 

It was a pleasure working for the 
first time with the distinguished Sen-
ator from Wisconsin as chairman of the 
subcommittee, Senator KOHL. He did 
an excellent job, he and his fine staff, 
particularly Mr. Fountain, with whom 
we have worked for several years, and 
the others. 

We appreciate very much their co-
operation and their excellent profes-
sional assistance. 

I hope Senators appreciate the fact 
that without the staff we have, their 
talent, their hard work, and their expe-
rience, it would have been impossible 
to get to the point we did tonight for 
final passage of this bill. For that, I am 
very grateful to all of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, is the 
Senate in a quorum call? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
Pursuant to the previous order, the 

Senate insists on its amendments, re-
quests a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and the Chair appoints Mr. 

KOHL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. DORGAN, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. JOHNSON, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BYRD, Mr. COCHRAN, 
Mr. SPECTER, Mr. BOND, Mr. MCCON-
NELL, Mr. BURNS, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. 
STEVENS conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Louisiana. 

f 

EXPLANATION OF VOTES 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
was unable to cast my vote on H.R. 2506 
and H.R. 3162. It would not change the 
outcome of either of the votes, so I ask 
unanimous consent that the RECORD re-
flect I would have voted in the affirma-
tive on both of those measures had I 
been here. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right 
to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I withdraw my res-
ervation. 

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

The Senator from Nevada. 

f 

A VERY PRODUCTIVE WEEK 

Mr. REID. Madam President, this has 
been a very productive week for the 
Senate. We have completed two appro-
priations bills and the counterter 
rorism bill. We should feel very good 
about what we have been able to do. 
There was cooperation on both sides. 

Next week I hope we will be just as 
productive. We have a lot of very im-
portant work to do in the short period 
before Thanksgiving. The majority 
leader has talked to all of us, and I 
think we should be reminded how im-
portant it is we complete our work. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent there now be a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 5 
minutes each. 

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

f 

AMERICAN TRAVEL INDUSTRY 
STABILIZATION ACT 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, earlier 
I introduced the American Travel In-
dustry Stabilization Act on behalf of 
myself, Senator CONRAD, Senator REID, 
Senator INOUYE, and Senator SPECTER. 
I wish to simply explain the purpose 
for this. As we proceed to think 
through the economic stimulus pack-
age that we will put together to try to 
provide lift to this economy, we need 
to consider what has happened to the 
travel and tourism industry in this 
country. I had a hearing on this subject 
in the commerce subcommittee that I 
chair. We know we have provided some 
loan guarantees to the airlines, and 
they were very much needed loan guar-
antees, and I supported them. 

But, there are a range of other travel 
and tourism businesses and industries 
in this country that are in desperate 
trouble. We propose some loan guaran-
tees to try to be helpful to them during 
these difficult times. Their businesses 
are directly tied to the airline indus-
try. When this country shut down the 
airline industry, we, of course, had a 
significant impact on the ancillary 
businesses attached to that industry as 
well. 

I want to call attention to this bill 
today in the hope that my colleagues 
who are interested in this subject—and 
I know there are many of them—may 
consider cosponsoring this legislation. 
I know my colleague, Senator REID, 
who is in the Chamber may well wish 
to say a few words as well. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I applaud 

and commend the Senator from North 
Dakota for his leadership on this issue. 
The travel industry needs help. This 
bill will give the travel industry the 
shot in the arm it needs. Whether it is 
travel agents, whether it is rental car 
agencies, or the myriad of other people 
who support the tourism industry, we 
must start someplace. This is certainly 
a start. 

In 30 States, the No. 1, No. 2, or No. 
3 economic driving force in those 
States is tourism and we have kind of 
ignored tourism since September 11. 
We can no longer afford to do that. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues who are sponsors of this leg-
islation and the rest of the Senate. 
This is essential legislation and I hope 
we can move it very quickly. 

f 

AVIATION SECURITY 
Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, it is 

Thursday of almost the fifth or sixth 
week since September 11. We still have 
not passed aviation security in the U.S. 
Congress. I cannot impress upon my 
colleagues enough how much I hear 
from aviation personnel, from law en-
forcement personnel, and from people 
throughout our country, how we are 
beginning to press the line of irrespon-
sibility in our not having moved on 
this. 

There is a reason our economy is still 
hurting. There are many reasons. None 
of them are going to be solved by any 
one single component. We understand 
that. We began September with a huge 
overhang in the telecommunications 
industry. All of us knew the stocks in 
the marketplace were significantly 
overvalued. There was almost a decline 
taking place prior to September 11. But 
we have a responsibility to do every-
thing in our power to begin to turn the 
economy around and to protect a lot of 
our citizens who are beginning to feel a 
lot of economic pain. 

One of the principal ways we can do 
that is in the stimulus package itself, 
as well as in passing aviation security. 

I have heard some of my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle in the 
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House suggest publicly that one of the 
reasons they don’t want to pass the 
aviation federalization is because some 
of these folks may be in a union; they 
may join a union. Are we really so far 
away already from the events of Sep-
tember 11 that people around here have 
forgotten that the firemen and the po-
lice officers and a lot of the medical 
technicians and other folks who lost 
their lives on September 11 were mem-
bers of a union? 

We do an extraordinary insult to that 
event and to what has happened since 
by having ideology and politics sud-
denly come back to prevent us from 
doing something that almost every per-
son in the industry accepts is the best 
way to provide the highest level of se-
curity to the American people. 

I respectfully suggest the best way 
we can provide a stimulus to this coun-
try is not by turning around and put-
ting $1.4 billion into the coffers of IBM 
and billions more dollars into the cof-
fers of a whole host of energy compa-
nies and other large corporations—not 
because they are bad, not because we 
think they don’t deserve help in some 
way or another, they have received a 
lot of it, but because a stimulus pack-
age is supposed to do the most you can 
not to reward past investments or 
make up for past mistakes but put 
money, cash, into the hands of Ameri-
cans now, to create jobs now in order 
to turn the economy around. 

What we have staring us in the face 
is a whole set of requirements to make 
our post offices more secure, to make 
our trains more secure, to make our 
airlines more secure, to make count-
less of numbers of components of our 
health system more capable of respond-
ing to the potential of disease. When 
all of these security needs are staring 
us in our face, there ought to be a 
stimulus package that is security-ori-
ented, that has some spending in it 
that puts people to work now at those 
tasks we know we have to embrace. 

To see this package that came out of 
the House of Representatives with its 
extraordinary amount of giveaway, I 
find it an insult to the purpose of the 
Congress, to the weight of this moment 
of history, and to the obligation that 
we all have to bring security to our 
country and jobs to our citizens. 

I hope we are going to do a better job 
in the course of the next weeks. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

U.S.-CHINA COOPERATION IN THE 
WAR ON TERRORISM 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, following 
the terrorist attacks in New York and 
Washington, Chinese officials pledged 
to join the global effort against ter-
rorism. But comments made by Chi-
nese officials following the attacks in-
dicate that they may try to exact pol-
icy concessions from the United States 
in exchange for support for anti-ter-
rorism efforts. For example, according 
to a Reuters article on September 18, 
China’s Foreign Ministry Spokesman 

Zhu Bangzao stated, ‘‘The United 
States has asked China to provide as-
sistance in the fight against terrorism. 
China, by the same token, has reasons 
to ask the United States to give its 
support and understanding in the fight 
against terrorism and separatists.’’ He 
went on to discuss the importance of 
combating Taiwan’s independence ac-
tivists. And more recently—at the 
Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation 
summit in Shanghai—press reports 
have indicated that China’s support is 
lukewarm at best. 

It is my hope that the Chinese gov-
ernment will ultimately choose to offer 
support in our war effort; however, it is 
important that as we seek China’s as-
sistance, we not lose sight of the myr-
iad concerns that remain regarding the 
communist regime’s failure to abide by 
internationally recognized norms of be-
havior—including Beijing’s prolifera-
tion of technology used to make bal-
listic missiles and weapons of mass de-
struction, and military buildup aimed 
at our long-standing, democratic ally, 
Taiwan. 

The Chinese government’s continuing 
sale of arms and other assistance to 
many of the countries on the State De-
partment’s list of state sponsors of ter-
rorism is of particular concern. Beijing 
has sold ballistic missile technology to 
Iran, North Korea, Syria, Libya, and 
Pakistan. It has sold nuclear tech-
nology to Iran and Pakistan. It has 
sold Iran advanced cruise missiles and 
aided that country’s chemical weapons 
program. And it has provided techno-
logical assistance to Iraq. 

We should also keep a close eye on 
the Chinese military’s continued mod-
ernization and buildup—the immediate 
focus of which is to build a military 
force capable of subduing Taiwan, and 
capable of defeating it swiftly enough 
to prevent American intervention. Ac-
cording to the Department of Defense’s 
Annual Report on the Military Power 
of the People’s Republic of China, re-
leased in June 2000, ‘‘A cross-strait 
conflict between China and Taiwan in-
volving the United States has emerged 
as the dominant scenario guiding [the 
Chinese Army’s] force planning, mili-
tary training, and war preparation.’’ 

Amidst China’s alarming behavior, 
on October 17, the Washington Post re-
ported that the Administration was 
considering a waiver on the sanctions 
placed on China following the 
Tiananmen Square crackdown that 
would have allowed the U.S. sale to 
China of spare parts for Blackhawk 
helicopters. Richard Fisher, editor of 
the China Brief newsletter at the 
Jamestown Foundation, addressed that 
possibility in an op-ed published in the 
Washington Times on October 21. He 
stated. 

. . . it is not time to end Tiananmen mas-
sacre sanctions on arms sales to China, such 
as allowing the sale of spare parts for U.S.- 
made Blackhawk helicopters. The Adminis-
tration is considering this move to reward 
China and to allow it to rescue U.S. pilots 
that may be downed over Afghanistan. China 
has plenty of good Russian helicopters to do 

the job, and it makes no sense to revive mili-
tary-technology sales to China as it still pre-
pares for war against Taiwan. 

The Washington Post later reported 
that the administration is not planning 
to waive sanctions that would allow 
the sale of the helicopter parts. And it 
is my hope that the United States—in 
our effort to gain China’s support for 
our war on terrorism—will not consider 
such a move as long as China fails to 
live up to its international commit-
ments. As Richard Fisher also stated in 
his op-ed, ‘‘...to qualify as a U.S. ally in 
the war on terrorism, China must stop 
lying about its nuclear and missile 
technology proliferation and prevent 
states like Pakistan and Iran from 
fielding nuclear missiles. Also, China 
must end its economic and military 
commerce with regimes that assist ter-
rorists, like the Taliban and Iraq. In 
addition, China must halt its prepara-
tions for war against Taiwan, a war 
that will likely involve U.S. forces.’’ 

The past month has seen longtime 
foes, at least for now, espouse a com-
mon goal in America’s efforts against 
terrorism. Scores of nations have 
taken the side of America in a battle to 
eradicate terrorists of global reach— 
but the most populous nation on the 
globe must truly back its words with 
actions. Until it does so, Beijing should 
not be rewarded by any relaxation of 
U.S. restrictions aimed at curbing the 
communist regime’s unacceptable be-
havior. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of that op-ed be 
included in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Washington Times, Oct. 21, 2001] 

LOOKING TO A NON-ALLY IN CHINA 
(By Richard Fisher) 

While the United States is correct to seek 
Chin’s assistance in what will be a long war 
against terrorism, it should harbor no illu-
sions that China will share all of the same 
goals in this fight, or that China will cease 
being a longer term adversary. 

Yes, Chinese President Jiang Zemin was 
swift to condemn the Sept. 11 terrorist at-
tacks in the United States, and China has 
shared some counterterrorism intelligence. 
And it would be welcome to have Beijing’s 
full cooperation for the many battles ahead. 
But as he meets Jiang Zemin in Shanghai, 
President Bush should be mindful that any 
future Chinese assistance in the war on ter-
ror can only be effective if China reverses 
the aid that it has given to a number of 
rogue states. For example, should Osama bin 
Laden or his allies obtain a nuclear weapon 
in the future, it is likely that many of its 
components will come via Pakistan or Iran, 
and could very well carry the stamp ‘‘Made 
in China.’’ China’s assistance to Pakistan’s 
nuclear weapons program dates back to the 
mid-1970s and includes the training of engi-
neers, provision of nuclear-fuel-reprocessing 
components, and perhaps even the plans to 
make nuclear weapons. China has sold Paki-
stan more than 30 of the 180-mile range M–11 
ballistic missiles. China has also sold Paki-
stan the means to build solid-fuel 450-mile- 
range Shaheen–1 and 1,200-mile-range Sha-
heen–II missiles. 
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