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International Monetary Fund and the
Export-Import Bank, if they do not
give credence to democratic rights and
freedoms then, my goodness, what are
we doing?

So I would commend to my col-
leagues, take a look at the New York
Times. Think about the connection be-
tween WTO and Qatar this week and
what is going on in South Africa, and
what is going on in Mexico where
wages have been cut in half, and what
went on in Seattle when people did not
earn enough for the work they do.

What kind of system is this country
promoting?

———————

CREATING SAFER AIRLINE
TRAVEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DAN
MILLER of Florida). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ISsA) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I do not come
often to the well of the House, but
today I feel it is essential that I ad-
dress both my fellow colleagues here
today and the American people because
we are now in the process of consid-
ering airport security. And the debate,
in my opinion, has degenerated to do
we, in fact, hire Federal workers or do
we hire non-Federal workers when, in
fact, the House of Representatives and
the Senate clearly agree on two things
that are existing today.

One is that we need to up and im-
prove the standards; secondly, that the
existing contractors who are doing the
job today, that is supposed to result in
our safety in the air, are not doing
their job properly.

Only yesterday when Chicago was
proven to be a hopeless sieve, and other
cities when it was shown that these
workers, many of them, most of them
not citizens, operated by a foreign cor-
poration that does not even ensure
that the background checks are done,
even after paying a huge fine, they con-
tinue to not do the background checks.
They continue to not meet the require-
ments that will lead to America’s safe-
ty.

I get on an airplane virtually every
week. I have over 100,000 miles this
year alone going back and forth to my
district. I as much as any other mem-
ber of this great Nation have a vested
interest in airline safety, as do all of
my colleagues here today and on the
other side of the House.

There is no question that we must
act and act immediately. From this
body we do not call on the administra-
tion to specific action, but I call on all
of us in government to immediately
fire these contractors who have failed
to protect us, those contractors who
continue to violate the laws. Do not
fine them; fire them. I believe that
while we are deciding who can protect
us better, I would feel much safer hav-
ing my county sheriff standing there,
having my California National Guard
and every other State’s National
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Guard. And I know that those men and
women with minimal supervision on
Day One will be U.S. citizens, will
speak, read, write English, will under-
stand better what behavior that is not
consistent with a normal passenger
would be, and they will be motivated
for airline safety. Pay them what they
need to have. Get them there today.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot wait until
our law is passed, until it is
conferenced, until it is signed, until it
is enacted. Mr. Speaker, we, in the Fed-
eral Government before Monday morn-
ing comes, before we fly on Veterans’
Day, we must have better airline safe-
ty. I call on all of us to act and act im-
mediately to bring the kind of safety
to our airports that we can bring only
by replacing these proven criminal cor-
porations and getting their question-
able employees off the system, off the
payroll and bringing in loyal Ameri-
cans.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for this to be en-
acted and enacted before our great hol-
iday.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

CHARITABLE DONATIONS FOR
SEPTEMBER 11 ATTACK VICTIMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, today
the Subcommittee on Commerce,
Trade and Consumer Protection had a
hearing where we listened to the new
chairman of the Federal Trade Com-
mission, Mr. Tim Muris, and we talked
about a lot of issues that are under his
control. On the previous day, we had a
hearing of the Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations in which the
chairman did an excellent job dealing
with questions of the charities that
have been created as a result of the
September 11 catastrophe.

The outpouring of support from
Americans is truly magnanimous since
this tragedy. But we have to be sure
that the contributions that are made
expressly for the purpose of aiding fel-
low Americans in the wake of these at-
tacks are used for the right purpose. In
my home State we had Hurricane An-
drew, which was a major catastrophe, a
calamity; and we had the same type of
outpouring of contributions that were
given to help the victims of that hurri-
cane, and, likewise, since September 11
we have had the same thing occur here
in this country.

Americans regularly give to char-
ities. A recent study in the Washington
Times indicates that the average
household gives about $1,600 or 3.2 per-
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cent of their income to charities. In ad-
dition, about $1 billion has been do-
nated for relief efforts. The outpouring
of donations since the attack provides
further evidence of the desire and in-
stinct of Americans to help their fellow
man.
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That is a given.

But, Mr. Speaker, the problem is a
lot of these charities are keeping these
monies, they are not distributing it,
and there are roughly 50,000 people that
are unemployed up in New York be-
cause of the September 11 calamity.
And with the 5,000 people killed, there
are roughly 7,000 children without par-
ents. So we need these charities to step
forward and to go ahead and distribute
this money as quickly as possible.

Earlier this year, and recognizing the
vital roles of charity, especially chari-
table foundations, I introduced legisla-
tion to abolish an antiquated excise
tax that not-for-profit foundations pay
on their net investment income. I am
hopeful my colleagues will support this
and it will be part of the stimulus
package, because if we do not have this
antiquated excise tax on the not-for-
profit foundations, they will have more
money to distribute.

As I mentioned earlier, Mr. Speaker,
Americans are very generous in their
donations, and yet we hear stories of
people saying they went to ground zero
and went to the various charitable or-
ganizations and lo and behold they
could not get money. A few did, but for
the most part they got very little
money. So I am here this afternoon to
encourage the charities to distribute
the money and realize that in the end
the money that they collected is for
those 50,000 people unemployed who
cannot make mortgages and those
roughly 7,000 children that are without
fathers and mothers.

Let me conclude by saying that the
FTC, in the hearing we had today, indi-
cated in testimony that their findings
are that fraud cases are few and far be-
tween. So while there has been some
talk about these charitable organiza-
tions as scam activities, from what the
FTC chairman has seen, these frauds
are few and far between. And I am
heartened and pleased to hear the
agency is aggressively monitoring and
investigating any attempts of fraud
within charities to take advantage of
the September 11 occurrence.

We need to highlight here in the
House and the Senate how important it
is that we show confidence in these
charities, but at the same time the
charities need to show and dem-
onstrate that they are helping by dis-
tributing the money.

———

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monohan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate disagreed to
the amendment of the House to the bill
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(S. 1447) ““‘An Act to improve aviation
security, and for other purposes,”
agrees to a conference asked by the
House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
HoLLINGS, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. BREAUX, Mr.
DORGAN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. McCAIN, Mr.
STEVENS, Mr. BURNS, Mr. LOTT, Mrs.
HUTCHISON, and Ms. SNOWE, to be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.
——

RADIO FREE AFGHANISTAN WILL
HELP WIN HEARTS AND MINDS
OF YOUNG AFGHANS

(Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I am here to applaud this
Chamber for passing the Radio Free Af-
ghanistan bill, because the battle we
are in right now is not just to win this
war militarily, but we have to win the
hearts and minds of those young boys
and girls playing out in the street or
playing in the dirt and thinking about
what are they going to be when they
gTrow up.

We cannot have them saying they
want to grow up to be a bin Laden; that
they want to grow up to be a terrorist.
We need to have them thinking about
wanting to grow up to be a farmer, to
be a teacher, to be a truck driver, a
doctor, and get the ideas in their head
of the freedom that we enjoy here and
have them yearning for that freedom.

So this is a country that has spread
our way of life and our philosophy
throughout many parts of the world.
We need to make sure they in Afghani-
stan know that we hold out our hearts
and prayers to them; that there is a
better life waiting for them. We need to
inspire their young, and all the people
of Afghanistan, for the future.

———

FAST TRACK AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DAN
MILLER of Florida). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday, the League of Conservation
Voters circulated a letter urging Mem-
bers to oppose the Presidential trade
negotiating authority known as Fast
Track, or trade promotion authority.
League of Conservation Voters warned
it would consider including the trade
bill on its annual scorecard.

The league has stated Fast Track
would threaten hard-won environ-
mental and public health laws and reg-
ulations. The bill would do nothing,
nothing, to prevent countries from low-
ering their environmental standards to
gain unfair economic and trade advan-
tages over Western democracies.

Environmental provisions must be
included, Mr. Speaker, in the core text
of these trade agreements. Though
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Fast Track supporters have repeatedly
refused, these provisions must be en-
forced by sanctions. Simply look at
how environmental and labor standards
evolved in the United States. Creation
of these standards did not come about
because corporations wanted them. To
the contrary. They arose because con-
cerned citizens demanded change to
prevent companies from abusing work-
ers, from polluting our air and from
dumping waste into our waters.

Through free speech and the demo-
cratic process, the U.S. developed laws
to protect workers and the environ-
ment. But many in the developing
world do not have these privileges. In
the developing world, decisions are
typically made by three groups: gov-
ernment leaders, usually not elected;
factory owners, who are often one of
the same with government leaders; and
Western companies.

Would authoritarian government
leaders be in favor of cleaning up the
environment or expanding worker
rights? I do not think so. Would local
factory owners be in favor of tougher
greenhouse gas emission standards? I
do not think so. Would Western cor-
porations be in favor of rules to reduce
the dumping of toxic chemicals? I do
not think so.

How can the free trade lobby assume
that labor and environmental stand-
ards will expand in the developing
world when those who can improve the
situation are the ones who profit from
its abuse? Changes will only occur if
there is an incentive to change, and the
trend in corporate globalization, these
trade agreements, provides very few in-
centives to do the right thing.

If we fail to include these important
provisions in trade agreements, multi-
national corporations will continue to
see these improvements as an unneces-
sary expense. We cannot allow the ad-
ministration to push forward on these
trade agreements, such as NAFTA,
that value foreign investment more
than they value the American worker.
We cannot give corporations the green
light to disregard human rights, to dis-
regard labor standards, to disregard en-
vironmental laws. We cannot reward
nations for abusing the ideals and the
values that we in this country hold
dear.

The greatest abuse of our principles
is not really what is being left out but
what has been put in these trade agree-
ments: something called the investor-
to-state relationship establishing chap-
ter 11 of NAFTA. Through chapter 11,
private corporations, for the first time
ever, can sue a foreign government and
overturn health and safety laws passed
by a democracy.

Now, U.S. Trade Representative Bob
Zoellick has committed to including
that same chapter 11 in Fast Track.
Not only can laws be overturned, but
taxpayers in that nation are also liable
for damages if a NAFTA tribunal rules
a law or regulation causes an unfair
barrier to trade. Understand this point:
corporate trade lawyers can effectively
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repeal a nation’s public health or an
environmental law that was enacted
through a democratic process behind
closed doors.

Corporations have been quick to cap-
italize on chapter 11. We have seen it in
Canada, we have seen it in the United
States, we have seen it with Mexican,
American and Canadian corporations.
As power shifts from democratically
elected governments to corporations,
many more corporations will attempt
to strike down environmental laws, to
weaken food safety laws, to eliminate
consumer-protection statutes.

Chapter 11’s provisions suggest that
when one country’s public health laws
collide with a foreign corporation’s
profits, then public health usually
loses, time after time after time. Every
single time in the World Trade Organi-
zation and almost every single time
under NAFTA.

Americans need to know whether the
Bush administration believes that cor-
porations deserve to trample on laws
that protect our health and protect our
environment. Congress should not
allow chapter 11 to be incorporated
into Fast Track. We need to protect
the laws that we in this democratic
body, and State legislatures in their
democratic bodies, and city councils in
their democratic bodies have created.

More and more Members of Congress
are joining the ranks calling for trade
agreements that are not rammed down
the public’s throats and that in fact re-
spond to true social and economic
ramifications across the globe. We need
to press for U.S. trade policy with pro-
visions that do, indeed, protect the en-
vironment, not weaken environment
and public health laws. We need to
press for provisions that promote the
advancement of stronger environ-
mental standards. We need to press for
provisions that can be effectively en-
forced. Fast Track, Mr. Speaker, is not
the answer.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. MCKINNEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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