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colleagues in this Chamber will work
just as hard for a Republican victory.
But during this time of war, we each
must make certain that our party loy-
alties do not prevail over our national
responsibilities.

As important as a partisan victory is
to each of us, it cannot be more impor-
tant than a victory over terrorism for
all of us, a victory that will enable the
American people to feel secure again at
home, that will enable our soldiers to
return from Iraq, that will enable the
Iraqi people to enjoy the blessings of
liberty, which it is America’s historic
mission to advance and defend.

A final word. On November 2 of last
year, PFC Anthony D’Agostino of Wa-
terbury, CT, was killed in Iraq. A few
weeks later, | received a note from An-
thony’s father, Steven. | read this
paragraph from it:

Please continue to support all our men and
women in uniform. Please support our Com-
mander in Chief in his resolve to obtain his
objectives. Please keep America the true
leader of peace in the world. Tony was our
only son, our only legacy. Although this was
a great loss to our family, we wish you god-
speed in making the world a safer place.

The quiet, selfless strength and patri-
otism of the D’Agostino family have
been echoed for me in other voices I
have met throughout America during
the last year. We must hear those
voices through the sound and fury of
the coming national campaign. We
must assure them by our words and our
deeds that we have our priorities right,
that we will come together in this elec-
tion year across party lines to protect
their sons and daughters, to make cer-
tain that America will remain the true
leader of peace and freedom in the
world, and to achieve a better life for
all of our people at home.

I thank the Chair and | yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
lowa is recognized, under the time con-
trolled by the Democratic leader or his
designee, 17 minutes.

————
THE SITUATION IN HAITI

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, | want
to take a few minutes this morning to
address the issue of Haiti and the
events that occurred there over the
last few weeks. Haiti, a country, as col-
leagues know, is just off the coast of
Florida. Sunday morning, the demo-
cratically elected president of Haiti,
Jean-Bertrand Aristide, was forced to
leave office and his country on a U.S.
aircraft. The armed rebellion, led by
former members of the Haitian army,
which | point out to colleagues was dis-
banded by President Aristide in 1994,
and members of the paramilitary right-
wing group called FRAPH, made it im-
possible for the Aristide government to
maintain law and order.

Unfortunately, President Aristide
had little choice but to leave office, as
the U.S. and international community
made it very clear to him they would
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do nothing to protect him from the
armed thugs and convicted murderers
who had taken over most of the major
cities in Haiti and terrorized and killed
many people.

I point out to my colleagues that
President Aristide’s departure is hard-
ly a voluntary decision to leave. | had
several communications with Presi-
dent Aristide, high-ranking members of
our administration, and other Members
of Congress over the weekend.

On Monday, | had a very lengthy con-
versation with President Aristide, who
had called me from the Central African
Republic. 1 was very disturbed about
reports that were circulating that he
had been forcibly removed from the
President’s palace, put on an aircraft,
and flown out of Haiti. Some of this
now has been talked about in terms of
whether or not he was at gunpoint or
how was he forced out.

The administration is taking the po-
sition that he voluntarily resigned and
got on the aircraft and they flew him
out of the country. There are others
who are saying that perhaps he was
forced out at gunpoint.

After my long conversation with
President Aristide on Monday after-
noon, | am convinced of at least three
things. One, President Aristide was not
put in handcuffs. He was not marched
at the end of a rifle and told to get on
the airplane or they would shoot him.
No, that did not occur. So in that con-
textual framework he was not
“forced,” ‘‘abducted,” or ‘“‘kidnapped”’
out of the country.

On the other hand, during the late
afternoon of Saturday, after | had spo-
ken with him, in the evening hours of
that same Saturday, he was contacted
by our ambassador in Haiti who, ac-
cording to Mr. Aristide, told him he
had basically three options: He could
stay in Haiti and be killed and thus
precipitate a bloodshed that might cost
thousands of lives because we would do
nothing to protect him from the armed
thugs and the Kkillers; secondly, he
could leave with bloodshed, that is, he
could leave after precipitating a crisis
that might cost thousands of lives; or
he could leave without bloodshed.

Confronted with those options, if a
President such as Aristide, who is
democratically elected, leaves, is that
voluntary? As Congressman RANGEL
said yesterday in a hearing: Under a
threat to his life, Mr. Aristide had lit-
tle choice but to sign a resignation let-
ter. 1 would have signed one, too, Con-
gressman RANGEL said.

That is the essence of what happened.

Our Government basically left Mr.
Aristide, a democratically elected
President, with no options. Either

leave with bloodshed or leave without
bloodshed, but in either case he was
leaving.

As President Aristide told me, he had
an obligation to the Haitian people. He
did not want to see bloodshed. He did
not want to see thousands of innocent
people Kkilled. So, therefore, under that
kind of duress he was forced to leave.
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I was asked why the United States
did not honor the Santiago treaty in
1991 signed by the United States, which
clearly states that any government
democratically elected in the Western
Hemisphere that seeks the support of
other Organization of American States
member nations, when threatened with
an overthrow, will be assisted? That
agreement was signed by the first
President Bush in 1991.

I point out a couple of things. When
President Aristide was first elected in
1990, he served for a total of about 8
months, from about January through
August of 1991, and then was over-
thrown by a military coup.

What did the first President Bush ad-
ministration do? Absolutely nothing.
They let the military take over and
throw out a democratically elected
President, at the same time that the
first President Bush was signing the
Santiago Resolution saying we would
come to the assistance of a democrat-
ically elected government in our hemi-
sphere if they were threatened with an
overthrow.

Then President Clinton came to of-
fice the following year and we restored
President Aristide to office. He had
about 1 year left, because he agreed
that the 3 years he spent in exile would
count toward his 5-year tenure. Under
the Constitution of Haiti, a President
cannot succeed himself. Mr. Aristide
agreed that he would abide by the con-
stitution.

So when he came back to Haiti, he
served about 1 more year and then elec-
tions were held in 1995 and he did not
run, of course, because the Constitu-
tion would not let him do so. During
the year he was back in Haiti, he did
one significant thing. He disbanded the
Haitian Army, the army that had been
used for probably as much as 100 years
to repress and suppress the people of
Haiti. The Army had been used by one
dictator after another to suppress the
legitimate aspirations of the Haitian
people.

After he had done that, he called me
up. | remember that phone call very
well when President Aristide called and
said he was soon to leave office and had
decided to disband the Haitian Army. |
remember him telling me he did it for
a couple of reasons.

President Aristide told me that Haiti
did not need a military. The military
had been used to repress the people. No
one is going to invade us. He said they
wanted to be like Costa Rica, that did
not have an army and they did not
need one.

Secondly, he said the military in
Haiti did nothing but repress people.
The military had been using up about
half of the GDP of Haiti to pay for
these military thugs.

Well, guess who is leading the insur-
gency against Aristide now? Former
leaders of the old Haitian military,
many of whom had left the country, at
least one of whom had been Chamblain.
He had been convicted in absentia be-
cause he fled the country. He had been
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convicted of at least two murders, one
of Guy Malary, who was a Justice Min-
ister assassinated on the steps of the
justice building in broad daylight by
Mr. Chamblain and his thugs.

Mr. Chamblain, who was convicted in
absentia of murder, is now one of the
rebel leaders in Haiti. Guy Philippe
who we keep seeing on television, is
also a rebel leader. Amnesty Inter-
national said he had turned a blind eye
to many extrajudicial Kkillings and
murders committed by police under his
command.

Well, | hope and trust that we do not
support these people. | noticed in the
hearing the other day in the House, Mr.
Noriega, the Assistant Secretary of
State for Western Hemisphere, said we
did not support the violent overthrow
of that man, referring to Mr. Aristide.

Well, I am sorry, Mr. Noriega, you
are wrong. The United States aided and
abetted, in more ways than one, the
overthrow of a democratically elected
government. We need some investiga-
tions.

What happened to all of the arms
that we sent to the Dominican Repub-
lic in the last couple of years to patrol
the border between the Dominican Re-
public and Haiti for drug smuggling?
Reports are coming out that many of
these arms we sent down there are now
in Haiti in the hands of these Killers
and thugs: flack jackets, helmets, ri-
fles, night vision goggles.

I don’t know if it is true or not, but
I am saying there are many reports
that these arms we sent down there are
in the hands of the armed insurgents,
former members of the former Haitian
military. How did they get their hands
on these arms?

As Richard Holbrooke, our former
Ambassador to the United Nations,
said on a Sunday morning talk show,
these individuals have a long history of
murder and terror when they were
members of the Haitian military. He
said they have a long history of in-
volvement with our intelligence serv-
ices in the United States.

This needs to be investigated.

The New York Times today reported
that the political crisis in Haiti is
deepening. Prime Minister Neptune has
declared a state of emergency and has
suspended many of the rights to the
Haitian people guaranteed by their
constitution.

The Bush administration withdrew
its support from the Aristide govern-
ment because it said it was a ‘‘govern-
ment of failed leadership.”

I guess we get to decide whether a
democractically elected government is
failing or not. And if we don’t like
them, we have the right to go ahead
and let armed thugs take over that
government.

I tell you, the Bush administration
has a lot to answer for, and will have a
lot to answer for because of what has
happened and what is happening in
Haiti today.

President Aristide is gone, forced out
of office, and the Bush administration
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continues to sit on the sidelines and
wring its hands while innocent people
in Haiti continue to be killed.

I call on the administration to truly
make a commitment to stabilize the
security situation in Haiti by first in-
structing the Multinational Interim
Force to collect the weapons used by
the rebels who said they would disarm.
If this vital step is not taken now, we
are only setting ourselves and the Hai-
tian people up for another disaster. The
mandate is clear. The Multinational
Interim Force should immediately dis-
arm and arrest these thugs.

The failure to disarm the disbanded
Haitian military and the paramilitary
forces called FRAPH in 1994 after
President Aristide had come back to
office has been one of the root causes of
ongoing political violence in Haiti.

We know who these thugs are and we
have the mandate to arrest and turn
them over to the Haitian authorities.
We have arrested Baathists members of
Saddam Hussein’s party. We have ar-
rested them and turned them over to
the Iragi courts. We also did this in the
Balkans. Why can’t we do it in Haiti?
We cannot go out and arrest Mr.
Chamblain, convicted of two murders?
Why don’t we go out and arrest him
and turn him over to the Haitian
courts to stand trial?

Let us show the Haitian people we
are committed to ensuring that the
democratic process works—not just in
Iraq, not just in the Balkans, but also
in Haiti as well.

The Bush administration can no
longer sit on the sidelines. It is my
hope the Bush administration shows
the same dedication and commitment
to supporting the new interim govern-
ment as it did to stand by and actively
destroy President Aristide’s duly elect-
ed democratic government.

What has happened in Haiti should be
a blight on the American conscience—
the poorest country in this hemisphere,
the poorest of the poor, struggling dec-
ade after decade under brutal dictator-
ships, repressive military regimes, fi-
nally becoming free in 1990, only to
have its President overthrown in a
coup. What signal are we sending to
the Haitians? | guess if you are poor
and you don’t have oil and you are not
strategically important, we don’t care
what happens to you. We will let the
thugs take over. We will let the few
wealthy elite rearm the military to
protect them and to keep them in
power.

I saw a newspaper article late last
week which pointed out that this Con-
gress had appropriated $18 billion for
reconstruction in lIraq. It went on to
say how $4 billion of the money that
was appropriated for Irag was for clean
water and sanitation—$4 billion of our
taxpayers’ money going to one of the
wealthiest countries in the world, Iraq.
Iraq is not a poor country. This is a
very rich country with oil reserves. It
is either the first or second in the
world in oil reserves. Yet we are taking
$4 billion in taxpayer money to build a
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water and sanitation system. Why
can’t we build clean water and sanita-
tion systems, roads, hospitals and
schools in Haiti? To me, that is the
moral imperative of what we should be
doing in our hemisphere—not trying to
destroy democratically elected govern-
ments.

I thank the Chair, and | yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). The Senator from Missouri.

———————

OUTSOURCING U.S. JOBS

Mr. BOND. Madam President, yester-
day we began our discussion on
outsourcing—a subject well worth dis-
cussing because it is of great concern.

I am sorry | didn’t have a chance to
hear all of the discussions because |
think we need to address all of the
issues related to the needless
outsourcing of U.S. jobs abroad. It is a
problem in my State as it is in many
others. | imagine I am not the only
Member of this body who has been con-
fronted with workers who have lost
their jobs, and many more who feel
that the loss of their job is likely. They
raise these concerns about outsourcing
and jobs going abroad.

Yesterday | heard a lot of strong
rhetoric about how bad it was, but I
didn’t hear a discussion of the many
complicated issues that go into
outsourcing. | did not hear a thorough
discussion of how effectively we can
remedy the problem.

As a matter of fact, the chairman of
the Finance Committee raised the
question that perhaps one of the rem-
edies being proposed might put us in
violation of the World Trade Organiza-
tion rules with the possible imposition
of much broader penalties on other
U.S. workers not directly affected.

I think it is time we begin a discus-
sion of this complicated issue. | hope
we have hearings on it. | hope we have
discussions on it because | think the
people of America need to understand
what it is like as we live in a true
world economy.

I want to look first at what | con-
sider to be a real problem of
outsourcing; that is, governmentally
enforced outsourcing. You say, What?
The Federal Government and State
governments are threatening to drive
jobs out of the United States? Do we
realize that?

In this body last year, | led a debate
in which there were strong opinions on
both sides. | don’t think | need to re-
mind my colleagues of the debate over
the regulation proposed by the Cali-
fornia Air Resources Board that pro-
posed to require all small engines—the
engines we have in weed trimmers, in
lawnmowers, leaf blowers and
chainsaws—would have to have cata-
lytic converters. This was a very con-
tentious debate. | thank my colleagues
who supported me and who helped us
prevent the imposition of this rule na-
tionally outside of California.
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