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many accomplishments as he celebrates his
90th birthday on March 9, 2003.

———

PRESIDENT’S LEADERSHIP ON
STEEL

HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 5, 2003

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on March 5
a year ago, President Bush boldly gave tem-
porary trade relief to our domestic steel indus-
try. | believe his plan is succeeding.

It is my understanding that since 1973, Ala-
bama’s steel industry had steadily lost 16,000
employees, or about half the labor force. We
needed a bold plan.

| am proud to have supported the President
and his initiative to stop the illegal dumping of
foreign steel in the United States. His pro-
posed Section 201 trade relief over three
years was also intended to leverage negotia-
tions to address the root cause of the world’s
surplus capacity, what the President called a
“50-year legacy of foreign government inter-
vention in the market and direct financial sup-
port of their steel industries.”

Well, a year later, some of our steel compa-
nies, including those in Alabama, are actually
rehiring workers as domestic steel prices have
firmed up, although they are still below the
level two years ago. Also, to the best of my
understanding, the critics’ predictions of hefty
price increases in consumer goods proved
mistaken. And | am pleased that international
negotiations are underway, thanks to the le-
verage of the Section 201 tariffs.

The results of the President’s leadership on
steel look good so far. | urge him to finish his
program on schedule.

———————

IN SUPPORT OF THE LIFESPAN
RESPITE CARE ACT OF 2003

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN

OF RHODE ISLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 5, 2003

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of the Lifespan Respite Care Act, which
I am reintroducing today with the support of a
group of 51 original cosponsors from both par-
ties.

Each year, over 26 million Americans care
for an adult family member who is chronically
ill or disabled. An estimated 18 million children
have chronic physical, developmental, behav-
ioral or emotional conditions that place signifi-
cant demands on their parental caregivers.
Nearly four million Americans of all ages who
have mental retardation or another develop-
mental disability live with their families. Pro-
viding voluntary care for these people is equiv-
alent to nearly $200 billion annually, which is
the estimated cost if the family caregivers’
services were provided by paid caregivers.
More importantly, this voluntary care allows
seniors and others to continue living at home,
which improves their spirits and often speeds
up recovery time.

Family caregiving has some clear benefits—
it contributes to family stability and it often
spares families from more costly, out-of-home
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placements. While voluntary care is personally
rewarding, it can result in substantial emo-
tional, physical, and financial strain on the
caregiver. Surveys of family caregivers con-
sistently show an unmet need for respite care
services. Respite care services relieve care-
givers from daily caregiving tasks on a tem-
porary or longer-term basis. This is often nec-
essary for caregivers to address their own
health issues or other crises a family may en-
counter—for example, in the areas of employ-
ment, housing or domestic violence. In too
many situations, caregivers do not know how
to find information about available respite care
and access these services. In other cases,
respite care is still unavailable to those who
need it. Meanwhile, existing respite programs
are finding it difficult to recruit and retain
trained providers.

In response to this need, | have worked to-
gether with the National Respite Coalition to
craft legislation that eases the burden of re-
sponsibility on the family caregivers who give
so much. In many cases, this would allow
them to continue to provide care for their
loved ones. Many lifespan respite programs
are already in place at the state and local lev-
els, providing invaluable services to the fami-
lies of people with chronic disease or dis-
ability. We are proposing to build upon these
tremendously successful existing programs.
The Lifespan Respite Care Act would author-
ize funds for development and coordination of
state and local respite systems, training and
recruitment of respite care workers, and cre-
ation of a National Resource Center on Life-
span Respite Care. By passing this legislation,
we could take a proactive step toward pro-
viding quality at-home care for millions of
Americans with special needs, preventing
caregiver burnout, and safeguarding against
the unsafe or inappropriate care that can re-
sult from the unmet need for respite care.

| thank you for the opportunity to bring this
legislation to your attention and ask for the
support of my colleagues to move this bill for-
ward.

————

THAILAND, BURMA, LAOS AND
VIETNAM TRIP REPORT

HON. JOSEPH R. PITTS

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 5, 2003

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, | recently returned
from a trip to Thailand, the Thai-Burma border,
Laos and Vietnam with U.S.-based NGO Jubi-
lee Campaign, and with Lord David Alton of
the British House of Lords. We met with gov-
ernment officials, NGOs, and refugees, in
Thailand, Laos and Vietnam to establish rela-
tionships and raise human rights concerns,
particularly trafficking and religious freedom
issues.

| would like to begin with commending the
people of Thailand for their well-deserved rep-
utation for hospitality. | flew to Thailand on
Thai Airways and had a wonderful experience.
During our visit throughout Thailand, we were
met with warm hospitality. It is this tradition
and culture of hospitality that has made Thai-
land a safe haven for the refugees fleeing
death and destruction in Burma. | urge the
current Thai Administration not to pursue poli-
cies that would damage that reputation of
wonderful hospitality.
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In Thailand, we met with organizations
working with refugees along the Thai-Burma
border and with the Internally Displaced Peo-
ple (IDPS) inside the jungles of Burma. The
situation in Burma is dire, and | would not
hesitate to call it, according to international
legal definitions, genocide. In Article 2 of the
1948 Convention on the Prevention and Pun-
ishment of the Crime of Genocide, genocide is
defined as “any of the following acts com-
mitted with intent to destroy, in whole or in
part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious
group, as such: (a) Kiling members of the
group; (b) Causing serious bodily or mental
harm to members of the group; (c) Delib-
erately inflicting on the group conditions of life
calculated to bring about its physical destruc-
tion in whole or in part; (d) Imposing measures
intended to prevent births within the group; (e)
Forcibly transferring children of the group to
another group.” Reports make clear that the
ironically-named State Peace and Develop-
ment Council (SPDC) of Burma, the ruling
military junta, has engaged in a deliberate pol-
icy to eliminate the ethnic minorities. A
scorched earth policy, destroying entire vil-
lages along with food storage and production
sources, systematic rape, the use of humans,
including women and children, as landmine
sweepers, forced labor, also known as slav-
ery, the refusal to allow the duly elected lead-
er of the country to take office, and many
other abuses have turned the country of
Burma into one large concentration camp.
Sadly, the international community has turned
a deaf ear to the cries of the ethnic minorities,
the refugees, the IDPS, the democracy activ-
ists. Why is it that the international community
fought with weapons to stop the genocide in
former Yugoslavia in Europe but is ignoring
the one occurring in Southeast Asia? There
are a large number of organizations that care-
fully track the violations in Burma so there is
no shortage of evidence of the human rights
abuses the SPDC commits. The Karen Human
Rights Group, the Shan Human Rights Foun-
dation, the Shan Women'’s Action Network, the
Committee for Internally Displaced Karen Peo-
ple, the Assistance Association for Political
Prisoners, Christians Concerned for Burma,
Partners Relief and Development, and many
other Burma groups produce reports of current
and past atrocities committed by the SPDC.
We were given copies of over one dozen re-
ports which provide detailed documentation of
these brutal policies. | urge my colleagues to
read these reports to gain further under-
standing of the situation in Burma.

My delegation visited refugee camps north
of Mae Sot, Thailand and spoke with Karen
refugees, Christians, Buddhists, and Muslims
who all had fled the attacks of the SPDC on
their communities. We saw landmine victims,
orphans and school children, who all had suf-
fered from the actions of the SPDC. The Thai
government has been gracious in caring for
these refugees, often with little help from the
international community, yet there are many
IDPs hiding in the jungles of Burma who need
a safe place to go. | respectfully request that
the Thai government allow the IDPs to enter
the camps and be registered as refugees. In
addition, | respectfully request that the Thai
government allow the UNHCR to establish a
permanent presence within the camps to help
administer the needs of the refugees.
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