H5760

clear to make available to Taiwan such
defense articles and defense services in
such quantity as may be necessary to
enable Taiwan to maintain a sufficient
self-defense capability.
Nobody in their right mind or in
their wildest dreams would ever conceive of Taiwan attacking the mainland. It is all about a credible deterrence so that that dialogue between
Beijing and Taipei can go forward, and
that is why I think that this law has
been so important in helping to maintain that protective cocoon, if you will,
so that this dialogue again could go
forward without an invasion from the
People’s Republic of China.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Once again, I want to make the point
about the inconsistency of our policy.
In 1979, the Taiwan Relations Act was
put in place mainly because we orchestrated getting them kicked out of the
U.N., so we had to do something, so we
passed this act, and we ended official
relations. We do not have ambassadors
to Taiwan. That is part of this absurdity of the one China policy. Yet, at the
same time, we feel this obligation and
this commitment to make sure they
have these weapons for defense. I mean,
it just does not add up.
All we need is a consistent pattern
saying that people have a right to selfdetermination and encourage it and get
out of the way. Those people over there
in Taiwan right now, they are investing in China. The natural courses of
events will take care of it. We have the
South Koreans wanting to deal with
the North Koreans, and we tend to get
in the way; and here we have the Taiwanese who are investing, and they
would like to work some of this out,
and too often we get in the way.
Now, the chairman mentioned a
phrase in the resolution in defense of
his position, but it is one that I am
concerned about. It says, in section 3,
requires the United States Government
to make available defense articles. We
do not have any choice. We make an
absolute commitment that we are
going to put those weapons there, and
we are looking for trouble. I mean, this
is how you start wars, putting weapons
in there.
Once again, what if they did that in
Cuba? What did we do when Russia did
it in Cuba? Can we not have any understanding or empathy of what happens?
And what if they did it in Mexico? We
would have no part of it.
So this, to me, just does not make
any sense.
And then in the next phrase, I am
also concerned about this, and it restates the position in the Taiwan Relations Act, whereas the Taiwan Relations Act requires the United States to
maintain the capacity to resist any resort to force.
Now, we have to think about that.
Most people interpret that as, we are
on our way, the boys are ready to go.
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No matter how thinly we are spread
around the world, the capacity is now
currently interpreted that, yes, we
would come to their aid, and it sounds
like people in support of this resolution
would support that. But that is not the
way this country is supposed to go to
war. And this, to me, is a preamble, if
there is a skirmish or a fight over
there and it is going to be bigger because we are there and providing the
weapons.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL),
my distinguished colleague on the
Committee on International Relations.
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and I rise in strong support of
this resolution.
We look at Taiwan today and, as the
gentleman from California pointed out
before, it is a success story. Taiwan is
a democracy. Taiwan has an economy
that is the 16th largest in the world. I
come from the premise that we should
be supportive of countries that are supportive of us, and Taiwan has been a
good friend of the United States and
has shown that it is a true democracy.
I had the honor of meeting with
President Chen in New York several
months ago, and I have always been a
great admirer of a country that took a
system that was autocratic and undemocratic and transformed it into a
very democratic country.
Now the Taiwan Relations Act in 1979
was crafted very delicately because,
yes, we do have a one China policy, but
we do not want to abandon our friends
in Taiwan. Therefore, I believe it is the
responsibility of our country to ensure
that the people of Taiwan have the capability not to be overrun by anyone
else and to have the capability to defend themselves.
Now, in the resolution, it says that
the Department of Defense report, our
Department of Defense report entitled
Annual Report on the Military Power
of the People’s Republic of China dated
July 30, 2003, documents, and I am
reading, that the government of the
People’s Republic of China is seeking
coercive military options to resolve
the Taiwan issue and, as of the date of
the report, has deployed approximately
450
short-range
ballistic
missiles
against Taiwan and is adding 75 missiles per year to this arsenal; whereas
the Taiwan Relations Act requires the
U.S. to maintain the capacity to resist
any force or other forms of coercion
that would jeopardize the security or
the social or economic system of the
people of Taiwan.
This is what the Taiwan Relations
Act commits us to do. It is what we
should do. It is right. It is proper. We
stand with the people of Taiwan and
their democratic ways, and I am proud
to be a part of reaffirming the unwavering commitment to the Taiwan Relations Act by the United States Congress.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, we have
no additional requests for time. We
yield back the balance of our time, and
I urge all of my colleagues to support
this legislation.
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Let me just restate my general position, because my defense is that of a
foreign policy of nonintervention, sincerely believing it is in the best interests of our people and the world that
we get less involved militaristically.
Once again, I would like to make the
point that if it is a true and correct
principle because of its age, it is not
negated. If it is a true principle and
worked 200 years ago or 400 years ago,
it is still a principle today; and it
should not be discarded.
I would like to just close with
quoting from the Founders. First, very
simply, from Jefferson. His advice was,
‘‘Equal and exact justice to all men, of
whatever state or persuasion, religious
or political; peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with none.’’
John Quincy Adams: ‘‘Wherever the
standard of freedom and independence
has been or shall be unfurled, there will
her heart, her benedictions, and her
prayers be. But she goes,’’ and ‘‘she’’ is
referring to us, the United States, ‘‘but
she goes not abroad in search of monsters to destroy. She is the well-wisher
to the freedom and independence of all.
She is the champion and vindicator
only of her own. She will commend the
general cause by the countenance of
her voice, and the benignant sympathy
of her example.’’
And our first President. He is wellknown for his farewell address, and in
that address he says, ‘‘Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations, are
recommended by policy, humanity, and
interest. But even our commercial policy should hold an equal and impartial
hand: neither seeking nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting the natural course of things;
diffusing and diversifying by gentle
means the streams of commerce, but
forcing nothing.’’
Force gets us nowhere. Persuasion is
the answer. Peace and commerce is
what we should pursue.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of the ROC. The Republic of China, more
commonly known as Taiwan, is a democratic
haven perched on the edge of Asia and confronted everyday with the scourge of communism.
H. Con. Res. 462 reaffirms an unwavering
commitment by the United States to the Taiwan Relations Act and to the ROC.
From the moment the communists overran
the Chinese mainland, the Republic of China
on Taiwan has been threatened with invasion
and destruction. The dictators in Beijing have
sought to isolate Taiwan from the rest of the
world. They put pressure on Taiwan to be
subservient to Beijing’s diktats. Despite this
constant shadow, the people of Taiwan have
built a vibrant market economy and an equally
vibrant democracy based on the rule of law.
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