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MFN STATUS FOR HUNGARY, RONfANIA, CHINA,
AND AFGHANISTAN

TUESDAY, JULY 23, 1985

U.S. SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant lio notice, at 2:03 p.m., in room
SD-215, Dirksen Senate Office Building, the Honorable John C.
Danforth (chairman) gresiding. .

2resent: Senators Danforth, Chafee, Heinz, Armstrong, Symms,
Grassley, Bentsen, Moynihan, and Bradley.

[The press release announcing the hearing and- the prepared
statements of Senators Heinz, Symms, and Grassley follow:]

{Press Release No. 85-043)

TrADE SUBCOMMITTEE SETS HEARING ON M0ST-FAVORED-NATION STATUS FOR
HUNGARY, ROMANIA, CHINA-AND AFGHANISTAN

Senator Bob Packwood (R-Oregon), Chairman of the Senate Committee on Fi-
nance, announced today that the Committee’s Subcommittee on International Trade
has scheduled a hearing on the continuation of most-favored-nation (MFN) treat-
ment for Hungary, Romania, China, and Afghanistan.

The hearing is scheduled todbﬁgin at 2:00 p.m., Tuesday, July 23, 1985, in Room
SD-215 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building. Senator John C. Danforth (R-Missou-
ri), Chairman of the Subcommittee on International Trade, will preside.

Senator Danforth noted that on June 3, 1985, President Ronald Reagan sent the
Congress his waiver recommendation, under Section 402 of the 1974 Trade Act. That
section permits the President, absent Congressional disapproval, to waive the condi-
tions on which MFN treatment would otherwise be denied to Hungary, Romania,
and China. The effect of the President’s waiver recommendation is to extend the
waiver authority for the 12 months ending July 1, 1986.

The Socialist ublic of Romania, the Hungarian People's Republic and the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China are the only nonmarket economy countries which have been
iranted nondiscriminatory (MFN) trade treatment under the authority of the Trade

ct of 1974. Senator Danforth said the President’s recommendation of June 3, 1985,
set in motion a schedule of procedures by which the Congress may either terminate,
or permit by inaction, the extension of the authority by which the President may
waive the freedom of emigration condition of MFN treatment.

Senator Danforth added that this year’s MFN hearing will also include S. 925, a
bill sponsored by Senator Gordon J. Humphrey (R-New Hampshire). S. 925 would
deny Afghanistan MFN status. . -

TesTiMONY BY HoN. JouN HEiNz, U.S. SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA AND MEMBER
or THE U.S. (HELSINKI) COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased once again to address the Subcommittee on the sub-
ject of Most-Favored-Nation status for Hungary and Romania. I am speaking today
as a member both of the Finance Committee and of the Helsinki Commission. Like
the Helsinki review process, the annual Most-Favored-Nation reviéw mechanism in

1)
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Section 402 of the Trade Act, otherwise known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment, is
an important tool of human rights diplomacy. Over the past decade, Jackson-Vanik
has eased the lot of tens of thousands who {uave appealed to the United States for
humanitarian assistance.

Let me begin by assuring everyone here today that the Helsinki Commission's
new leadership will continue to play a vigorous role in the promotion and preserva-
tion of the MFN process. Chairman Alfonse D'Amato, the genator from New York,
and Co-Chairman Steny Hoyer, the Congressman from Maryland, have pledged that
our Commission’s committed, concerted and compassionate attention to human
rights concerns in Hungary and Romania will continue year-round. To this end, the
Commission remains ready to engage in a tonstructive and steady exchange of views
and information on human rights with Hungarian and Romanian officials through
liaison with the respective embassies and contact with Hungarian and Romanian
delegations at multilateral meetings of the Helsinki signatory c'ates.

The witnesses who have been kind enough to appear before the Subcommittee
today may differ as to the wisdom of extending MFN to this or that country. That is
to be expected. Airing the various points of view is the whole point of holding public
hearings. More important than the differences, however, is the fact that virtually
every witness testifying today—whether from Congress, from the human rights or
ethnic communities or from the Administration—has come to address one important
question: How can we best promote the humanitarian aims of Jackson-Vanik? Ten
short years ago, linking human rights concerns and trade was an untried and
highly controversial proposition. Today, the Jackson-Vanik review has become a fact
of diplomatic and legislative life. Yet, the annual MFN review is in danger of being
taken for granted here in the United States; this is the second year in a row that
~ the House has not scheduled MFN hearings. And, I fear that MFN deliberations are
looked upon by other governments with altogether too much complacency.

The Helsinki Commission therefore takes this occasion to emphasize how serious-
ly we regard the MFN review. Every year, we take a fresh look at each country
under review and make a new determination on MFN extension based on human
rights performance, not promises; on deeds, not words. While we do not expect to
see overnight transformations, we do exrect steady im%rovements in human rights
conditions to be made over time. Mindful that Jackson-Vanik is a specialized tool of
leverage designed to promote emigration, I would also stress that the Commission
strongly believes that the spirit of the legislation embraces wider human rights con-
siderations, such as respect for freedom of expression, religious liberty and minority
rights. These other important humanitarian issues merit constant monitoring and
deserve to be given more prominent public attention.

Taking the above considerations into account, I will now comment on the two Hel-
sinki signatory countries to which Jackson-Vanik is applicable, Hungary and Roma-
nia. I understand that Senator D’Amato will address the separate question of Af-
ghanistan later on in our proceedings.

Turning to Hungary, the Commission is pleased to note that family reunification
cases between our two countries have continued to be resolved without difficulty.
While the number of cases between Hungary and the United States at any one time
has never been high, the resolution of outstanding cases by the Hungarian authori-
ties over the last two years demonstrates how the annual MFN review can work to
meet the concerns of all those involved. Therefore, the Commission supports the re-
newal of Hungary’s MFN status for another year.

At the same time, however, it must be remembered that Hungary continues to
have emigration laws which are restrictive, even as compared to other East bloc
countries. For example, emigration is legally permissible only if the person is 55
years of age or older, and permission can be denied if it is found to be contrary to
the public interest, as determined by the Hungarian authorities. Thue, while the
current situation is favorable, the laws on the books may discourage some Hungari-
an citizens from applying to emigrate. The laws also increase the ibility that
problem cases between the United States and Hungary may arise in the future.

With respect to human rights, it is frequentlé;seported that Hungary’s practices
are good when compared to those of the other t bloc countries. ile the Com-
mission would not argue this point, we would nevertheless point out that Hungarian

rformance over the past few years has worsened. Hungarian citizens who, in con-

ormity with the Helsinki Final Act and the Madrid Concluding Document, speak
out for human rights and exiress their independent views on other sensitive issues
are harassed. Harassment takes the form of denial of permission to travel abroad,
periodic apartment and automobile searches, short-term detention for questioning,
police reprimands and occasional fines. While these actions are mild relative to
practices in countries neighboring Hungary, they nevertheless have been successful
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in forcing Hungarian dissident intellectuals to carry on their activities in a much
less open manner. Independently published material has become more difficult to
find, and the dissidents no longer organize regularly in large groups.

In the past year, the treatment of dissident intellectual Gyorgy Krasso has been
particularly disturbing. On November 22, 1984, Krasso, a retired economist who
spent seven years in prison for his activities during the Soviet-suppressed Hungari-
an Revolution of 1956, was informed by Hungarian authorities that henceforward
he must report to the police once a week and must not leave his apartment between
8:00 PM and 6:00 AM or visit any public places. Krasso’s virtual house arrest culmi-
nated months of harassment. Earlier in 1984, he had been questioned by the police
and reprimanded for an interview he gave to a samizdat publication on the execu-
tion of the leaders of Hungary in 1956. And, in the fall, he had been fined approxi-
mately double the Hungarian average monthly wage after his apartment was raided
and samizdat confiscated. In January of this year, Gyorgy Krasso suffered a severe
heart attack and was hospitalized for weeks.

What made the Krasso case of special interest to the Commission is that his house
arrest in November 1984 came within days of the opening of the preparatory confer-
ence for the Budapest Cultural Forum. The six-weeﬁeForum, to begin on October 15,
1985, is the first CSCE meeting to take place in the East Bloc. In light of the Krasso
incident during the preparatory meeting last year, the Commission will scrutinize
the Hungarian Government’s actions during the Forum to ensure that private citi-
zens and non-governmental-organizations (NGOs) have access to the country and the
conference site and are permitted to engage in the same kinds of activities that took
place durinﬁ the Madrid Review Meeting. Such activities would include making
their views known to the thirty-five delegations, organizing seminars, exhibits, dem-
onstrations, press conferences, etc. The Hungarian Government’s treatment of
NGOs in connection with the Cultural Forum will be a telling indication of the .
depth of Hungary’s commitment to the human rights provisions of the Helsinki and
Madrid agreements. ,

With respect to Romania, let me stress at the outset that the Commission is under
no illusions about the human rights situation in that country. Despite Romania’s
independent stance on some foreign policy issues, internal conditions are grim.
Within that difficult context, however, we can identify some areas where light has
been shed, and where, as a consequence, improvements have been- made.

Romania still has highly restrictive emigration laws, regulations and practices.
Yet, despite strong official opposition to any kind of emigration, record numbers of
Romanian citizens have been able to secure exit permission. The State Department
has indicated that emigration from Romania to all countries has more than doubled
and emigration to the United States has increased almost ninefold since 1974, the
last year before MFN was granted to Romania. In 1984, emigration from Romania -
respectively to the United States (4,545) and to the Federal Republic of Germany
{14,831) was the highest ever. Monthly totals for the United States and the Federal
Republic for the first half of 1985 are well within satisfactory limits. In 1984, Roma-
nian Jewish emigration to Israel (1,908) was greater than in 1983. However, the
Jewish emigration total for the first six months of 1985 is a disturbing one-half of
that rccorded for the same six-month period of 1984. The Commission therefore
urges the Romanian Government substantially to improve its performance on
Jewish emigration. .

At least four times a year, the Commission presents lengthy caselists to Roma-
nian officials. I amn gratified to report progress in the resolution of Commission cases
over the past year. The Commission’s July 1984 list contained 328 cases rou*hly rep-
resenting 1200 individuals. After one year, 99 (30%) cases have been resolved, i.e.
the people left Romania, and 64 (19.5%) more have received approval from the Ro-
manian government to depart. The Commission had asked that 42 of the cases on
the July 1984 list receive special consideration. Of these, 5 (12%) have since been
resolved and 10 (24%) have been approved for departure. The resolution and approv-
al rates of cases on the Commission lists have been sliﬁhtly higher than in the past.
Furthermore, we do not see a radical fluctuation in the number of resolutions and
approvals (higher during months coinciding with the annual MFN review in Con-

ess and unacceptably lower during the rest of the year)—a tendency that Congress

ad cause to criticize in the past.

Mr. Chairman, the Commission has always been of the opinion that numbers
alone do not tell the whole Romanian emigration story. Year after year, we have
decried the economic and procedural barriers emigrants must overcome and the
myriad forms of harassment which emigrants must endure before leaving Romania.

herefore, the Commission places heavy weight on the news communicated to us
by the State Department that an agreement in principle recently has been reached
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concerning improved Romanian procedures for emigration to the United States.
Under the new procedures, emigrants destined for this country will no longer be
subjected to the hardships previously inflicted on passport holders awaiting entry
visas for the United States. The Commission is aware that the results of the new
understanding cannot have been felt in time for this hearing. Therefore, we want to
make it clear to the Romanian Government that we regard the agreement as a dec-
laration of serious intent and firm commitment.

We trust and expect that the effects of the agreement in principle will become
manifest in the very near term. Making progress in the emigration field over the
coming year is especially significant in light of the six-week Human Contacts Ex-
perts Meeting of Helsinki signatory states, which is scheduled to begin next April,
just in advance of the 1986 MFN review.

The broader human rights problems in Romania continue to generate substantial
congressional and public concern. Accordingly during the past yc.r, the Commission
repeatedly has raised the following issues with Romanian officiais, inter alia:

(1) The house arrest of Father Gheorghe Calciu since his celease from prison in
August 1984. A decision on the part of Romanian authorities to permit the Calciu
family to emigrate would be greatly welcomed here in the United States.

(2) Continuing stringent restrictions on religious liberty and the harsh treatment
of activist Christians, particularly dissenting Baptist pastors, including—

Inadequate supply of religious literature. The unauthorized distribution, as exem-
plified by the recent sentencing of Constantin Sfatcu to seven-and-one-half years of
imprisonment;

he demolition or threats to demolish churches and historic religious sites, such
as Bistrita Baptist Church. On a positive note in this regard, the congregation of
Oradea’s Second Baptist Church, which is scheduled for demolition, has received as-
surances that it can use its present structure until a replacement is completed;

Refusal to license or delays in the licensing of activist pastors. For example, Pas-
tors Negrut and Gheorghita of Oradea now have licenses, but Pastors Beni Cocar
and Ion Stef from Medias have yet to be given licenses;

The Eastern Rite Catholic or Uniate Church remains banned, despite believers'
repeated appeals for legal reinstatement and a new provision agreed at the Madrid
Conference of Helsinki signatory states regarding the registration of religious insti-
tutions; :

(3) Inhumane treatment, including beatings by secret police and psychiatric abuse,
of arrested or confined persons;

(4) The Romanian Government's insensitivity to and inadequate provision for the
cultural and educational needs of Romania’s extensive Hungarian and other minori-
ty Fpopulations. and the persecution of minority rights’ activists. Since last year’s
MFN review, evidence came to light that at least some of a shipment of 20,000 Hun-
garian-language Bibles sent to Romania legally in the early 19808 were made into
toilet paper. Also, there have been interrogations and beatings of Romanian citizens
of Hunsarian ethnic origin following their contacts with Western visitors of Hun-
garian descent.

(5) In contravention of Madrid Concluding Document grovisions, the restriction of
access by Romanian citizens to the U.S. Em y in Bucharest;

(6) Restrictions on the free flow of information contrary to Helsinki information
provisions, including the registration of all typewriters with the police and the strict
regulation of the use of duplicating machines; interference with delivery of mail/
pﬂrcels, ﬂ)e monitoring of phone calls, and restrictions on making international
phone calls;

(7) The complaint still pending before the International Labor Organization with
respect to Romania's suppression of the S.L.O.M.R. free trade union in 1979; -

(8) Although regarded as a sensitive issue by the Romanian Government, the re-
unification of the Fodor family remains a matter of humanitarian concern to the
Commission,

Taking all of the above into consideration, and giving particular weight to Roma-
nia’s new ment- in principle on emigration procedures for U.S.-bound emi-
grants, the Commission does not think there is any useful advantage to be gained by
opposing renewal of Romania’s status this time around. However, Romania must
clearly understand that our ment to MFN renewal in 1985 is not to be regard-
ed as an unqualified seal of U.S. approval. Since Romania’s MFN status first came
up for annual review in 1975, the decision to extend MFN to Romania has hinged
on thke delicate calculation that humanitarian aims would be better served by the
renewal of MFN status than by its denial. The Commission makes an important dis-
tinction between any diplomatic gestures that Romania may make and actual
human rights improvements, which Romania subsequently must demonstrate.



To sum up:

(1) Twelve months from now, the Commission again will be looking for measura-
ble progress in Hungary and Romania.

(2) In the meantime, the Commission will continue to play a major role in the
bilateral decision-making process vis-a-vis Hungary and Romania.

(3) The Commission’s concern about the human rights situation in both countries
is deep and {ear-round. not just a function of the MFN review every summer. Ac-
cordingly, all human rights issues for Hungary and Romania will be pursued by the
Commission through other appropriate fora as well, such as the upcoming Budapest
Cultural Forum and the Berne Human Contacts Experts Meeting of the (%CE.

(4) To these ends, the U.S. Helsinki Commission looks forward to working coopera-
tively with the Executive Branch and Congress in accordance with our mandate to
promote and encourage respect by Hungary and Romania for the human rights and
fundamental freedoms set forth in the Helsinki Final Act and Madrid Concluding
Document.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR SYyMMS' TESTIMONY ON MFN StaTUSs FOR ROMANIA AND AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Chairman, there are two countries which currently receive most favored
nation status whose internal situation, and policies towards the U.S. I would like to
address briefly in my statement.

Afghanistan, through what I can only view as an incredible oversight or fluke,
continues to enjoy MFN privileges from the U.S. Although the trade is small be-
tween our two countries, the symbolism of MFN status to the Soviet puppet govern-
ment in Kabul is a major concern. There is no need for me to elaborate on the ap-
palling human rights situation inside Afghanistan or the political bent of the
Afghan Government. We have covered that topic extensively in the Afghan Task
Force hearings, an ad hoc bipartisan committee which Senator Gordon Humphrey
chairs, and of which I am a member. I wish everyone at this hearing had the op%or-
tunity to sit through some of the sessions the task force has held, because they
would be shocked at the enormity of the Soviet offenses against the innocent people
of Afghanistan. Afghanistan deserves MFN status, in my opinion, as much as the
Soviet Union does, in other words, not at all. I see no justification whatsoever for-
continuing MFN status with Afghanistan, and am pleased that the State Depart-
ment has also taken this view. ’

Senator Scoop Jackson wisely conceived of the Jackson-Vanik language, which
properly tied, since 1974, human rights commitments to privileged trade status for
Communist countries. In other words, Jackson-Vanik was a carrot and stick ag
proach to the Communist nations-—if they allow emigration, they may receive MF.
status.

In the case of Romania, the case for denying MFN is clear. Romania has not been
complying with Jackson-Vanik. An article from the June 12 New York Times by the
program director for the International League of Human Rights argues that human
rights have taken a beating in Romania—that “no dissent is allowed; no independ-
ent labor unions, citizens' groups, scientific and legal or other professional associa-
tions can function. Not even underground presses survive . . . the regime controls
virtually all aspects of life, intruding deeply into personal family and religious mat-
te ”

rs.
Now the Senate and House {:!st recently passed a sanctions bill against South
Africa, a country which fought beside us in two world wars, and which is the major
bulwark ‘against Soviet imperialist ambitions in Africa. In contrast to Romania, in
South Africa there are iabor unions, very active ones, there are citizens groups,
there are free newspapers, there are opposition parties, and government critics can
travel unmolested in the west and vocally and fearlessly criticize the Government.
Blacks pour into South Africa to flee the famine and persecution of neighboring
black Marxist states, and yet we sanction South Africa.

Mr. Chairman, I do not think I am going too far in saying that the U.S. has a bad
reputation for vilifying our friends, and iguoring the greater vices of our enemies.
Romania is no friend of the U.S.

A Heritage Foundation report on Romania states that the country is believed to
re-export goods to the USSR, goods whose sale to Moscow is banned, that Romania
has campaigned for increased Soviet presence in the Middle East negotiations, and
that the Romanian Secret Service 13 totally integrated within the Soviet KGB. In-
fact, a key Romanian intelligence official who defected to the U.S. stated that all
significant Romanian intelligence is offered directly to the KGB, that 70% of their
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trade personnel abroad are intelligence officers, and that joint trade ventures with
the West are used to infiltrate their agents to obtain technological secrets. The Com-
merce Department has confirmed technological transfers to the US.S.R.

Former Ambassador to Romania David Funderburk, who resigned in _protest over
State Department tolerance of Romanian behavior, has argued that MFN status
should be lifted. MFN gives Ceausescu, one of the Eastern Bloc's most brutal dicta-
tors and a genuine Stalinist, an enhanced image in the East. While Romania has
profited from MFN by increasing dramatically its imports to the U.S,, our exports to
Romania have not increased appreciably since 1976.

Two particularly shocking incidents—the well-publicized 20,000 Bibles donated by
the World Reformed Alliance to the Hungarian Reformed Church in Romania being
recycled into toilet paper, and the beating to death of a priest, Father Geza Palfi, by
security police for merely suggesting that Christmas should not be a work day, have
galvanized public support for lifting MFN. There are many other such incidents
which time will not allow to be enumerated.

One thing is evident—the Romanians need MFN more than we do, and we should
use that leverage to improve the lot of the Romanian people. There persists a myth
that commerce locks nations into mutual dependency relationships which somehow
keeps world peace. As Joseph Finder, the author of “Red Carpet” has said, ‘“The
expression ‘business as usual’ may signify international comity to us capitalists, but
to the Communists, who are less convinced of the palliative effects of commerce, the
phrase does not mean as much.” "

In light of the exposed Romanian record of cultural genocide, and of ignoring and
arbitrarily applying Jackson-Vanik stipulations, the United States should lift MFN
status until humanitarian conditions markedly improve. And, MFN should be not
regranted until this government can provide assurances that important technology
is not flowing from Romania to the Soviet Union. I also think it would be helpful to
have congressional trade and intelligence committees review Romanic’s internal sit-
uation, and security concerns involved, and recommend a timetable for reform.

STATEMENT OF SENATOR CHARLES E. GRASSLEY

Mr. Chairman: I am deeply troubled by the fact that year after year numerous
reports continue to reach us of constant Romanian contravention of universally rec-
ognized principles of human rights, whether in matters of emigration, religion, mi-
nority rights or human freedoms.

According to the Helsinki Commission and State Department figures, Romanian
emigration to the United States, Israel and the Federal Republic of Germany has
fallen substantially from last year. In fact, just this year alone I have received let-
ters of request for assistance from one hundred and twenty families who want to
leave Romania to be reunited with their family members. I have sent these requests
on to Ambassador Malitza at the Romanian Embassy in Washington and, unfortu-
nately, I have yet to receive a response.

I would like to submit for the record, Mr. Chairman, the letters I have received
with a list of those desiring to emigrate. If it would be proper, 1 would also like to
request that a letter from this committee be sent to Ambassador Malitza as a follow-
up expression of our concern, along with any other names which may be provided
today by members of this committee.

In the general spirit of Jackson-Vanik, broader human rights concerns have been
voiced in the past when considering MFN renewal for Romania. As in past years,
Romania’s human rights record has been sharply criticized by international human
rights organizations, by Romanian emigre groups and this year by a former U.S.
Ambassador. As in the past, I look forward to their testimonﬂ today.

In particular, I was outraged last month by reports that Bibles shipped from the
West as part of the agreement under MFN status for Romania had been pulped and
turned into toilet paper. This is a slap in the face that shows the contempt of their
Government for the free exercise of religion. I hope that former Ambassador Fun-
derburk will be able to elaborate on these charges.

I would conclude by saying that in view of the current manifestation of this reli-
gious contempt . . . anti-Semitism . . . the fears that the aging Romanian ruler ma
not be able to contro} this situation indefinitely . . . the fact that Romanian Jewis
emigration is currently running about half of what it was for the corresponding
period in 1984 . . . And more cases of separation of spouses in Romania than in the
rest of the Soviet bloc countries combined . . . we should not pass judgment on this
matter lightly.
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Mr. Chairman, it would be my hope that members of this committee along with
members of the Helsinki Commission could meet frequently with Romanian officials
on a year round basis in order to make the Jackson-Vanik amendment a meaning-
ful tool in the quest for improved human rights performance by the Romanian Gov-
ernment. In my estimation, this would also provide us with a means to help acceler-
ate Romanian Jewish emigration or, at best, provide us with information for future
approval of MFN status.

AM PFAFFENBERG 15, 6741 BILLIGHEIM-INGENHEIM 1,
West Germany.

To the Honorable CHARLES E. GRASSLEY,
Senate Committee on Finance, Subcommittee on International Trade, Capitol Hill
Office, Washington, DC.

DeARr Sir: You might certainly receive many such letters asking for your assist-
ance in a matter or other. You are a USA official, your influence is strong and you
are in the position to help persons in need. This determined me to write you and
ask you to belp me reunite my family in West Germany.

Your government granted Romania the M.F.N. Status and is in the position to
analyse its compliance with the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, section 402 of the
Trade Act of 1974. And my family case is just such one. I have been living in West
Germany, but my father, my sister and her family members are kept against their
wish still in Romania.

In 1963 when my family applied first for emigration, Romania did not enjoy the
MFN, yet since 1975 in spite of the fact that the emigration appliances have been
based just on the Jackson-Vanik Amendment and also on the Helsinki Accords’ pro-
visions (chapter I stipulates the family reunification right), my family’s emigration
permission has not been granted by Romania’s officials.

You might not believe it, but so many years really passed and my family mem-
bers were not allowed to leave Romania. I myself addressed to Romania’s competent
officials and asked for their emigration right, stipulated also by the Universal Dec-
laration for the Human Rights, (section 13) and by the International Pact for the
Civil and the Political Rights, (section 12). And the West German officials inter-
vened on my family’s behalf, but you see the result. It seems that their influence is
not so effective. Every time when an American official intervened on a family's
behalf by Romania’s officials, generally to Mr. Mircea Malita, Romania’s Ambassa-
dor in Washington, D.C., the result was a positive one. Here, in West Germany
achieved many a family their reunification due to such an intervention.

1 implore you to intervene on behalf of my old father, he is 89 years old, and on
the other members’ behalf by Romania’s Ambassador in Washington, D.C. 20008,
N.W,, 1607 23rd Street. My sister is also very sick. Having been deported after the
Second W.rld War to the Soviet Union because of her German origin, she got there
a very severe illness. The competent officials in West Germany granted my ali
family members wanting to leave Romania the Immigration Permission, it has the
number I1[-4-34123 Liste Ru 20882.

Since there are no reasons to prevent them from leaving Romania, at your inter-
vention they will sure be granted the exit permit. Please intervene for us! See in
this respect the enclosed list containing the personal data and the address of my
family members longing for their emigration right.

I am closing here and remain very thankful to you.

Sincerely yours,
ANNA PROCKER.

LIST WITH THE MEMBERS OF MY FAMILY LIVING IN ROMANIA AND WISHING TO EMIGRATE
TO THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

My father—Procker Petru, born on 02.08.1895. He is a widower, retired, and has a
pension of 300 lei (about 6 dollars).

My sister—Schipfer Ecaterina born Procker, on 19.03.1927. She is a housewife;

The husband of my sister—Schipfer Nicolae born on 16.03.1529, a worker;

My sister’s son—Schipfer Nicolae, Jr. born on 09.04.1951, a worker;

His wife—Schipfer Margareta born Prinz on 05.06.1956, a worker;

Their daughter—Schipfer Doris, born on 24.03.1977.

The address of my -family is: 1910 Giarmata Vii, Str. Parcului 105-107, Judet
Timis, Romania.
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INSINGER STRASSE 46, 8500 NURNBERG 60,
West Germany.
To the Honorable CHARLES E. GRASSLEY,
Senate Committee on Finance, Subcommittee on International Trade, Capitol Hill
Office, Washington, DC.

Dear Sin: Please forgive the liberty I take by addressing myself directly to you.
What prompts me this gesture is my despair and my wish to help my family, that is
my parents and grand-parents in obtaining the emigration permission from Roma-
nia.

I know only too well, that you are not directly in charge of such matters. Yet, the
American Government has granted Romania the MFN status for ten years, thus
granting it all the benefits of this status. Since the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, sec-
tion 402 of the Trade Act of 1974, links the MFN status to the liberalization of the
emigration policy, I know dare to ask for your support for my relatives who were
nl:)t so fortunate as to be granted them the emigration permission by Romania’s au-
thorities.

My parents and grand-parents have applied for emigration because they haven'’t
any children in Romania, I am their only child. By acting in this manner, the Ro-
manian authorities contradict a series of such international agreements, such as the
International Pact on Civil and Political Rights, the Helsinki Accords and the Uni-
versal Declaration of the Human Rights.

I hope that you will have some understanding for our difficult situation and will
grant us your help. Interventions on the part of US officials are very well received
by the Romanian Government, and many landsmen have achieved family reunifica-
tion as a result of such support. Please contact the Romanian Ambassador, Mr.
Mircea Malita, in Washington and recommend our case to his attention. Thus, my
parents and grand-parents might finally join me in the Federal Republic of Germa-

ny.
Please find enclosed the list with their names,'data and address. Entry permission
to West Germany: 111-4-34123 Liste Ru 28827,
I repeat, égu are our only hope now, since I already have addressed myself to all

competent German and Romanian authorities, without receiving much help.
Hoping for an answer, I thank you in advance.
Gratefully,
RoswiTHA KILzER.
- LIST

With the names and the data of my family members from Romania, wishing to
emigrate to the Western Germany:

Finser Anton—my father. Born on 18.01.1935, blue-collar worker

Finser Katharina—my mother. Born Bader on 21.05.1945, blue-collar worker

Bader Peter—my grand-father. Born on 24.01.1901, retired

Bader Anna—my grand-mother. Born Reichert on 12.12.1908, retired.

Their address is: 2922 Neudorf no. 82, jud. Arad, Romania.

SCHUMANNSTR.6, 6522 OSTHOFEN,
West Germany.

To the Honorab)z CHARLES E. GRASSLEY,
Senate Committec on Finance, Subcommittee on International Trade, Capitol Hill
Office, Washi .gton, DC.

DEAR Sir: I am an ethnic German from Romania living for several years in West
Germany and taking interest in the USA and western countries politics toward Ro-
mania, the country where still my only sister lives. Thus, I could notice that the
USA Government has granted Romania for ten years the MFN one year at a time.
Under the USA Trade Law, the MFN status can only be granted to countries with
non-market economies and only if those countries are allowing free emigration. Ro-
mania does not comply in our family reunification case with the USA Trade Law
(section 402 of 1974 Trade Act) and you, an American official might remind it of the
obligation assumed by receiving the MFN for another year. The same USA Admin-
istration said recently that compliance with the Human Rights Accords (19756 Hel-
sinki Final Act) by the Eastern European countries (Romania is one of them), is “‘se-
riously flawed”. The plight of my sister—a widow in Romania shows clearly that the
Romanian officials do not comply with any commitments on free emigration or



9

family reunification. The few emigration permission granted in Romania are made
in a very arbitrary manner deviding family members.

My sister applied together with her daughter for the exit permit ten years ago.
The all family members are ethnic Germans and their entry permission in West
Germany has the fo'lowing number: 111-4-34 123 Liste Ru 27149 and I11-4-34-123
Liste Ru 4855. Our relatives are living in West Germany and you can understand
the anguish and distress I feel over the plight of my sister, a widow in Romania.
Only she and her daughter are still in Romania.

Writing you about our case, I hope to convince you to contact on our behalf the
Romanian officials within the Romanian Embassy in Washington, DC. Your large
influence determine the Romanian Ambassador to take position in such cases and
contact the Romanian emigration office. Most cases have always got the exit permit.

This is a proof for us having close relatives in the East that the USA officials’
in}t:arvention are received very seriously by the Romanian government and many
others.

I thank you for your kindness and for all humanitarian actions which the USA"
officials have done on the behalf of the people in need. If you need them, you can
find the names, personal data and address of my sister, her daughter with husband
ar.d two children wishing to leave Romania, in the annexed list to my letter.

Thank you in advance.

Gratefully yours,
JANZER ANNA born KasNEL.

LIST CONTAINING THE NAMES, ADDRESS AND PERSONAL DATA OF MY FAMILY MEMBERS
WISHING TO LEAVE ROMANIA AND EMIGRATE TO THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

w_ll(iatarina Schneider born Kasnel—my sister. Born on 01.12,1919. Retired and
1aow. \

Annemarie Warres born Schneider—daughter of my sister. Born on 04.11.1939.
Housewife.

-Johann Warres-—son-in-law of my sister. Born on 03.11.1937. Worker.

My sister’'s daughter has two children: Annemarie Warres born on 23.12.1963.
Rainer Warres born on 24.10.1965.

The address is: 1981 Giarmata, Str. Morii no. 821, Judetul Timis, Romania.

SAMUELSTR.4, 6520 WoRMS,
West-Germany.

To the Honorable CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, )
Senate Committee on Finance, Subcommittee on International Trade,
Capitol Hill Office, Washington, DC.

DeAR SIR: Apologize us, please, for daring to write you aithough we are aware of
your numerous duties and responsibilities. Yet we have no other choice because we
are old, simple persons and have no influence on the Romanian government'’s repre-
sentatives. )

After all your government granted communist Romania the Most Favored Nation
Status in exchange of liberalizing its emigration policy, and we consider that your
government assumed the responsibility to check up if Romania does comply with
the provisions of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment.

We are Romanian emigrants and since January 1984 we have been living in West-
Germany because we are Germans. We think that writing you now in order to ask
your help in the case of our family reunification, we bring also to your attention the
fact that Romania disregards the Section 402 of the Trade Act of 1974.

When we were permitted to leave Romania, the local authorities told us that our
son, his wife and mother-in-law * * * twelve months passed and our son or his
family members have not got any news referring to their emigration permission.

Romania’s emigration procedure reflects no compliance with the Jackson-Vanik
Amendment’s provisions or with those of the Helsinki Final Act signed in 1975 by
President Nicolae Ceausescu that stipulates under chapter IIl the right to family
reunification.

We hope you would like to understand some old parents longing to have the son
around and would try to offer us a helping hand.

Concerning the Immigration permission for West Germany, our son, his wife and
his mother-in-law have already received it in 1981 and it is registered under No. I1I-
4-34123 Liste Ru 24356.
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You might use your influence on the Romanian Ambassas »r in Washington, D.C.
and we are sure that he cannot refuse you if you would be so kind as to recommend
him our case of reunification with our son. :

We assure you of our gratitude for any help you might be able to offer us and we
are including in an attached list the personal data and the address of our son, his
wife and his mother-in-law living in Romania and wishing to be reunited with us
and the other family members living in West-Germany.

Some old parents have been looking forward for your help remaining,

Gratefully yours,
Eva ALBINGER and CRISTOPH ALBINGER.

LIST WITH THE PERSONAL DATA AND THE ADDRESS OF MY FAMILY MEMBERS LIVING IN
ROMANIA AND WISHING TO EMIGRATE TO THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

Albinger Matei, our son. Born on 07.08.1927. Worker.

Albinger Ecaterina, his wife. Born Hiigel on 25.09.1926. Retired.

Hiigel Elisabeta, her mother. Born on 26.12.1903. Retired.

The address is: 1981 Giarmata, Str. Garii No. 934, Judetul Timis, S.R. of Romania.

May 1985.

GENTLEMEN, The Organisation for Danube-Swabians liberation wants, first of all,
to thank you and all the United States Officials for the precious help granted the
ethnic German minority from Banat, Romania, last year. Thanks to your position
many families have achieved their reunification in the Federal Republic of Germa-
ny. Yet, there are many of them still separated by the Iron Curtain. On their
behalf, since they cannot endure any longer the discrimination they are subjected to
in Romania, our Organization appeals to you for assistance.

The Congress Hearings for the renewal of the Most Favored Nation Status for Ro-
mania, are to be held in the summer of this year, and the Banat Swabians from
Romania now address this appeal to the President of the United States. Ronald
Reagan, and to all members of the U.S. Congress, asking for help and beseeching
them to interview by President Nicolae Ceausescu, so that the right to emigration
in order to achieve family reunification of this ethnic minority might be respected.

You might know about the reprisals to which the Danube Swabians have been
subjected under the communist regime. In spite of the fact that several internation-
al agreements and also the constitution of the Socialist Republic of Romania guar-
antee ethnic minorities rights equal to those of the majority of the population and
the possibility of preserving and developing their cultural entity, the Danube Swa-
bians from Romania are treated in a most inhuman manner. Being victims of a dis-
criminatory, oppressive treatment and of a steady policy of Romanisation, these
peOﬁle have reached the point * * *.

The persecution and the undescribable suffering of the Swabians started during
the deportation years to the Soviet Union and to the Romanian steppe-region called
Baragan. Qur families were separated then, the same as they are now separated by
the Iron Curtain. The economic situation of the Banat Swabians, a result of their
unnatural pauperization, has grown unbearable and represents one more reason
why most of them want to leave Romania at any risk. Also our religious tradition is
very powerful and we have to convince our children that the school-version educat-
ing them as atheists is wrong. We try to educate our children as God-fearing human
beings. Yet, if Swabians who are catholics, attend church on Sunday, they have to
reckon on the very next day with being accused of mysticism and a retrograde men-
tality by the Party organisation. That is also a reason why most of them want to
leave Romania.

And the greatest wish is to achieve the reunification of their families in Western
Germany, the country of their fore-fathers. Organisation for Danube Swabians lib-
eration hes you for assistance and to the purpose it is annexed a list contain-
ing the names and the address of our most pressing cases of family reunification.

Many of the persons whose names are to be found on the list annexed to the
letter, have experienced the hardships of deportation and the tragical separation of
families. They are still separated by the Iron Curtain: some family members live in
Romania, while the others in Western Germany.

The great majority of the persons whose names are included on the list enclosed
are pensions, peasants and blue-collar workers. Only a few have any higher educa-
tion, and because of having applied for emigration they were either fired or set on
much lower-paid jobs, yet none of them was granted permission to leave Romania.
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Their situation is extremely difficult. The separation is caused by the fact that
the legal procedures are conceived in such a manner in Romania that they raised
all imaginable barriers in the path of those seeking family reunification. You may
notice if you examine the enclosed list containing our most pressing cases of farily
reunification that the great majority f the people who live separated in Romania
and West Germany, are very near relatives, that is parents and children, brothers
and sisters.

Our plea is the result of our disappointment at seeing that the legal emigration
procedures take many years, sometimes twenty or more. Many people are very old,
retired, others even handicapped or seriously ill persons; nevertheless they are still
prevented from rejoining their children or brother and sister from West Germany.
This, despite the fact that their health could be much improved and their disease
often cured if they were allowed to join their relatives from West Germany who
wish to help them.

Numerous emigration applications (in view of family reunification) have been
handed in twenty or more years ago, and have still not been solved until 1985. The
Romanian government'’s attitude is unhuman! Perhaps President Nicolae Ceausescy
is not conscious of the fact that life has become unbearable for the Banat Swabians,
who are neither permitted to leave Romania nor are any measures taken to im-
prove their situation. The Banat Swabians implore the United States Government’s
Representatives to intervene by the Romanian President, so that the right to family
reunification of this ethnic minority might be respected.

We remain gratefully yours,

THE ORGANISATION FOR DANUBE SWABIANS LIBERATION.
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Persons of ethnic Cerman origin living {n Their faily mermbers Tiving
Romania that nant to be reunited with their in the Tederal R - i of
Families from the Federal Republic of Cermany. Cormany are:

2$TESZSo 22z 2sIzisross I sa2srIssITasszzzzsTta TIiT iz =
Persoane-de origine etnica germana care Meabei Tami i ilar tor
trifesc in Romdnia si vor sd se rcuncasca cu Repoblica Fogorat EERIEN)
familiile lor din Republica Federala Cermania. sint:
3ERZSIELESESISCITTSIZRISSSISTITRITITCDCIC-oZTSTIISTIZICOR - -

1. B
Cuth Elisabeth . Father.sister with family
Guth Josef-husband a.wife a.their son "and a lotof olher rl.atives.

Guth Reinhold i '
Address:1900 Timisoara,Str.frasinului 1, ‘Tacﬁl. sora cu familtia

Sc.B,Anart.2 si alte numeroase role
Guth Elisabeth,widow,retire,very (11. aprapiate.

Address: -
1947 Johanisfeld Nr.320,Judet Tinis.

2
. Two danghiers with g

Schmidt Josef ; lies X ,
Schmidt Ecaterina,born Picklor, a?‘,ft“ und ether rlase
and hers old parents: relatives.
Picklor Margareta
picklor Joan,retires . s
Address: Ooua fixce‘?u‘:umy- e
1900 Timisoara,Str.Zborului Nr.10,Blpc 30/2, lor.sincuri® lor con i.
scara A,Ap.2,Judet Timis.
3,
Kramczynski Adalbert . - .
Son with his familsy.brother
Kramczynski Katharina,and their son with his family and otber
: n married with close relatives.
Kraagayns Resggenacried metn o
2:;:::s§ramczynskl fiul cu famidia lui.fratele
* cu familia 'ui si alte
1981 Ciarmata,Strada Moril 818, judet Timis. rude apropiate.
4, T
Lux Nicolae - .
Lux Susanna,and their daughter :hcigau?hfer ith her
Lux Anna Im y.aiat?r and ol for
and the mother of Nicolae Lux close relatives.
k:;rgzg?ara(l909),retire. Flica cu familia.sorn. emnt . si
: . foarte mufte alte r
1981 Glarmata.strada Moul No.18,Judet Timis. apropiaste. .
5. T
:::;:;hao::::r(i;gg?) ' the davahter sith hyoern B
and their daughter ::::}y'bﬁ::hfon “:TT.Clb
Hacker Elisabetha,born Mutsch,widow,born 1925. "h‘)ﬁ rothers sistecs.
Address: with their familics.
o X \
1981 Giarmata,Strada Noud Ho.91,2udet Timis. Fitca,cu {amidlg o, . o4

BEST AVAILABLE COPY
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6.
Binder Stefan
Binder Veronika-husband and wife

Srand! Veronika born 8inder

Bradl ¥laus Ulrich

They have & mirors children:
Claudia,kerla Horst a.Ginther
Addrress:

Communa Jecea Mare Nr.293,Judet "imis.

dauchter with rer fami'y
sisters with their fanii 2r

SEetiors,

Fifca cu fanilia ni fra* =i ~uram

cu fomiliile lar.

7.
Binder Anton

Binder Elisabeth-husband a.wvife.
They have two twyin caughters:
Elvine a.8runhilde 2{nder
Address.

Jecea Mare Nr.t4,Judet Timjs.

Sisters 2.ntot ers vith te r
fomilies,ane u ooer ciune oo
Surori si frati cu fami’i e lbr
si alte rode snionicte

' -

8.Engelmann Ecaterina,widow,a.hers daughter
Anheuer Ecaterina,born Encelmann

Anheuar Johann and the'r dauchter

Anheuer Rita

Address:

. 1938 Peciul Ncu Nr.295,dudet Timis.

ad alhare

The son v th his “amjly

close retatives. -
4

9.

Greif Petru

Gre{f Macdelena-husband a.»ife
Greif Petru Jr.-son

Greff Elfreice his nife

They have 2 children:
Arnin(i980) a.Arnold(1982)

The son with his fanily a,orther

mary close relatives.
Fiul cu familia lui si alve
rude 2prooieate.

NG

Address: -

1981 Gtarmate,strada Johanna Nr.390,cdet
Timis,

10.

EQner Magdalena(1897)-uwidow
Rodner E)isabetha,born Ebner
Rosner Josef

Rosner Johann

Rosner Margarita

Address:

1981 Giarmata Nr.)99,Judet Timis.

Qaughter with her fomlli.sister ~i~h
family end other many close relati -,

Frica cu farilta.sera ci fomilia 4

alte numeroase rude anrociate.

11.

Schlauch Anna,born Estermann,wicow mith 2
chi'dren:

Schlauch Helmuth

Schlauch Helfried

Estermann Margareta,born 1212,mother of
Schizcuch Anna

A'l relatives are livine in “ese
Cerrany.
i0ate rudele sunt 1n RFC in Nemania

numai ou pe rireni



14

12. ~ .
Tloschitz Arna{her husband ‘s ceec) Parents and ~'1 rca2tar’yooe,
and her snn
Ticschfitz Perer
Adcress: .
198} CGlarra%e,Strace Yiilor Mr.S%4, ‘udet Tiris,

Arriptis o« tparte iy

12,

Sehler Mihai " y e Ve .

Sehler Susara,bern 2irarmenn ATl paletiuag are THefee anovest
_ fer—ary.l(*ho ror =9 0n

Zimecmanr Josef

Lirerrann Marcararz-the narerrs of Susana Sch'ar.

Address: Teate rudala zironists loriieac

1981 Glarrata,Streda Vitler 1r.A22, udes Tiricin npa{Figl cu "omilia

Hieer Anront T N
K'eer Ecaterina bern Schweini-cer ~apv aloep role~ives,

Xleer Cerlinde,their dauchrer ’

Schrefnirrar  Pasru Fice au fe~i'"¢c i o'*e0 L tireoss
Schreinircer Ecaterina-sarents of *ha Klcer . le aprrnisca.

Felrans: ’

1957 Lovedn Mp 179 2.M7, 2, Pudar Timis,

an#er Arton

farcer Katherine,re*i-es, The sep wi*h his Vo, et
Fercer Arten Tr. a.riatare -irne: fam

Fancer Elfsaherh,

and *keir son ) .
Cander “ernar. Fiu! cu fomilig, freti of e
Adcress: ce Sertliile ler,

Masloc Mr.120, vdet Tirts,

Eguer Jor The ¢arechtar »i%h her “ar 'y sicser
Leuer Ellsabethe with fami'y.a.other ruromeon ot
Acddress: relatives.

1874 Glzela Mc.57, 'udet Timie -

Thay have & acn vho s marcied: Fijca cu farilia.sora cu "e=ilia, i
Lauer Ervin alre rurercase ruce anrente

Leuer Malvire

Address:

1900 Tirisnara,2ulevercul St.Plavat M0, 127,
2n.)7,Scara B, cdes Tinmix,

- ——— e - aes —_

RZrnacknr Adam
Address: The ' *s,
1952 lecea rore 'r.\78,luder Tirie,

- L] had - - -
2. Franz
Lar fusara anrc ‘hair baby AV pelatiyes are 'fuime e o
Lux tstrid, fer-any.
2cdress:
“O6) Glarmava, Mo, 804, “uder Timls, Toete rudain snpanrate e
de Sln L.
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19,
Schrefder Peve!
Schnelcere Terbare The Qanchter or p £ - v
Address: o*hier cleep vl ipe,
) Ciar-ata,Strade Bitring Mp.229, ude* ‘s - .
198) Giar-ata,Strade Biiring Ve “*fs Fiica cu familia ei a)te = orpaee
o ’ ruce anrcoigte.
3T e e e e
Auci Micolae
- The <or Brothe=g, sigior - ang o bte-
Aud! R -hushan mife- - 0t oDy owonen s Rl
A:g;.sgfalla benc 2 ¢ mary close relati- as.
3irbolia,Sur.Ciprian Porurtescu “ic.?,Tuc2" _— mmier . . .
Timig FiuY cu To=iYia, mrart g el

alre rude zoreniate,

2l. - -
Willina  Cohann

Willing Franzjisiia and =heir seon

#illing Joan

Address:

Mrbolla,Strada Petru “df'er 12 A, “ucd.Tinix,

The dacchier citn boer Do il
scp of Vartin Ecaterins, "o e
ne relativer ir Norent.s,

v

an¢ *he rrancdrcther
l‘ertin Ecaterine born 190¢,
Address:
Di~bolic,Str.Republiciul Y'0.2%, ucat Tiris,

22

The sen -ith
thelr faril

rivan,

Ofan Francisc,retire
Clan #nna,retire
end thelr deuchter
Seerer Annerarie, oorn Dian Frol

i farmilla qurap! o Tamd
Seener Herber* bar hucband Cu remi.ir.surer

and toe minors children :i o7 numernase ture LT
Stvia (1978) an¢ Sven('99C} See~»r SMONEETRRE numan v T

and Sirancmcther
Arhaver Elfrehethe born in 189¢
Address:

1938 Pecfu) MNOu Nr.lal Ducet Tiris.
33 e
Eperschidt Mikolaus The narents and athar Fope olace pet s
Esperschidt Hilde and teo childran: e PATIATS &0E RTAET oL enore rht
Gundolf and.Ecbert Escerschid* LY NENE PO mTheT o onen e
Address: ri.
Corwuna Tomnatic Mo.”17, udes Tir's, B vin V2 aSpinrff lom i la <ts o o0

. ruda ecnponiate, T Mooyt gt o
26, te nirant ap-coie~.
Huber Elleabetha,resire, .
Huber Henr,retire. They hawe & sor:
Feber Merst The davrivter, the mic o o ther
Addrmss: . . close relativne,

e

180C v

Tirfscere,Srrade Ton Slavic! “ir. 17, Tuder “imie.Filc: nu fam™ Vi ncps mo .
2)%e ruracerse rul'e onreniate,

25, Tt .

Kriar Franz,retire Tha Courhtar ol h famil. ae the .

Krier Arna,houserife wEPh hre ety

AdcCress: A )

Pianlnltes Com 1h Ma 1) Paas 1081 Fidea A Tomivis w0 S50 Lat
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26
Holz “chenna,-c*ire
Holz Anton,resire anc nara'ytic
and their <or
Holz Peter
Address:
1947 Jchannisfeld Nr.272 Uivar,luce” Ti~is,
27 -

Kenic Mate!

Kinic Anra,borr Gatx  antt their c-uchrer

Kunz Anna born Kinie
Kunz Joeén end their childrer
Cerca-Erilla and Yermine Kunz

Atz Elisabetha-craerdrether

Acddress:
1982 Pischia Mr.222, ucet Tir's.

28.

Cistz Eva

Cetz Franclsc

Adcress:

Pischia N Ul Tipder Timie

E€rika born Gét2

Maurer frarz an® *wo children
Qevale and Arlette Maurer
Address:

Pilschia Nr, 33, %udet Tinis

Cotz Elisabetha,bern 1895

Cirz Elfsabeta,born 1922

(rcther a.sister of Gotz Frarcisc)
Address:

Pischia Nr.2u0, ude* Timis.

Mavrer

The Metraer,Sic urs oo
manw olgep ~n'otivee T T il
they Tove ne orelarive

brma,careri o ag ComilET o0 ety
pLmeTaose roce, Te Ros e o
curuce.

Tre son «ivrn fo=jly by rere &
other roel v iver

Fiei cu farilia,fraci cnr Zanmi’ ile
si glte rumuraase roe,

The dauchser with hepr Tomida afos o
At Tamiliee e ot o

reval bes,

Buchert Erwin

Buchert Magdalena-[leana,a.their ~hildren:
Er+in a. Helmuth Buchert

The parcnts,and cther ol telativen,

They have na relatives in Somanga,

Addres:Allea Vlalcu,.Blocv X 5,5¢.B,Et1.IV,Ap.13,

Judet A-ad.

30
Klein Ellsabetha
KYein Mihai, arc their son

The Rofhnr.g;gr.‘:’s“an,‘l s

-t - 1 ~ Y b
KlefrRehers rarriec =ith e chete feritie
Klein Rodice l Mare, sote cu familia fe-sn o
Adcress: semilitle tor,
1910 fiapmata Vil ,Strace Paractud Nr. S8, -
Tudnr Ti~je,
Al T
Milback Walver o et g it
tiilbech Ecika, They have t-a ch''cren: witph ferily ang b hpst epe i
Qodert anc¢ Mania Milhach theip famidy. Tr Npeoni 0

Address:

198) Glarmata,strada Princieas M- SOV Dudet

Tirge,

@l siynn, L
Bora, clidy co Zomidic 0y
of € “patl pu fomttrite tee
v e L .

1
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Cusan Jon
Cusan Zitra,hushand a,~!fe.
They have 2 <on:
Cusan Care! married ~irh
Cusan Elena
Address:
1981 Giar~ata,"racde Principeld e SO?
,udet Ti~is,

The co*her,*he caach - nar
with Reap famila and €.
itk thoairp fanily,
vireme,fites oy falt'is nas
frati cu “apitiite,

3.

CGriess Icnasz fhis wife ir deacd on *he Ferruery
i 1985

Address:

1981 Ciermate Mr.72?,lucet Timis,

Mii)ler Cristof and his wife
Miller Maccalena

Address:

1981 Giarmete Nr.86€7,ludet Tinmis,

They hawve a'!

"W

D

fortler Valentin

Fortler Katharinag and their sons
Walter and Cerherd loctler
Address:

1926 sanrihalul Carman Hr.70,Tude’ Timts

b

4 .

Albincer Mate!

Albincer Zkaterina born Hice!

Hirel Elfisehbetha (1903 ,rev're.
Address:
1981 Giarmata,Strace Gacti Nr, 920, *udet

Timis,

The cowei s

cistec " "h

~2ny c'cre
Fifca,mora of

au tamiltiis

woe®r ncr-gn-»

!
nopr L
ralas:
ARSI

~e

yone

-

he ~cther ang thn v
har family . Then have peowd
4

36.

Serenz MNicolae
Berenz Katharina
and their son

‘amay f N

Barenz Nicolae °r. bara, seas 7,
Address: - snreniate.
2944 Sdnoetru-Gerran Mr.32
Sudet Tinmis. ~
37
Mova!t S2np and hie »~ife ’ .
Yevek Rozalla. They have & chile: he naserts -,

L 1ia, ry ha :» chile: his fomily. “ns

torbers Movak('979)
Acdress:
3¢77 Saptana

’ cored Mo, €5,
Yuces A

Kl
P
[
[}
oy
r}
-

Prpipnii ei 7
Ef ru=ad oL »

38,

Schmidt lmper2-1SC2.re*irm,

Schridt Katharing,horn 1907

and thelr scon

Schridt Mathias

_fichnidr €'lsabethe and threir cdauvrhter

tother.coyrivier a,alc"

e~ o
forilifla Tpn

~

Poming g

Ly .

”~

ori st
‘re hre
v ohave e

JRISE AR P

[ N

n

mptativen

o

-
[N
L

ru
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25,

Mayer F

Mayer P
b

e*irz, end *their rFouchter
Fayer n

1981 ftarmata, S recda Pripcinata Mp 1
Tude* Tiris,

nT
Orth Anre
Or*h fecrc, and *haip douech er

Rosrer L£rna Succnnge horre {icb B N
Rosner Jose® and their children

Maenfred anc Lc*thaer Rosrer

Address:

1981 Giarmata,Snr.lMlova Mp.b’,Tud. . Tinis,

6},
Ro*th Marte
Reth Jekob Ppothene sintors s, stk oap

7hey have w0 ceurh®tere- rany cleosa walacie o T L0 m
Ro*h Anrermarie,very V0 P Y )

ara

Frembanh fenet2 -%crn TNoth,~rrripd with
Fromhanch Yerhers

They have ¢
Flexandra(les2:
fddrese:
1992 Sirandrel Mr 072 Cuden Timis,

froti,enpreri o T ST
si alte numarpase ot D0 o
hoby pune Al moani T N

[0 o [

Ebrer Josi” -

Ebner Kavrarira 2orn Tasch anrd rtheir sor i )

Chrer Seslf Tr. cisrer «with he- fom
OTher nugrsreegs o’ o0 0w

Taschr Anne Marta bere on 1902 have ro rolativaes -~ ™.

Address:

198)Giarma%a Ste,Viilor ™S5, ude" Tinmis,

The Jdaune*thor ik e Ve

Fiimd cv fam’'ra oo
si alre nurerca

a2, ARIE Rkt R ot
La’leur Anna Mother and manmy close roiatisves. Thes
Lafleur Nicolae and their son .

1.2*leur Nicolae Cr. hove_ne

Address.dlmbotia,Str.lon Slavici 159,2ud.Timis. Mama i alte rocte anronc

retet i ne

- Lomanialevmad o zeone 0 e
Y
Yerz Meecdslene The —=o*her,drclors e Ta-i
Herz Petru and rary Clece ralarivee, “an.
Wink)ar Mencdelena (1902} have re ralasivae &0 amoar T
Acdress: LT T .
198) Glarrma%e,5%raca Ferpli r,06e gl er@.Toattoce Toodd S
der Timie, ) ©i olte ryuce anmmet ot T D

leoruma e e
4S5, . T o i
Recert Tcosef Trethere,mcictare
Rerert Anne -'.hey have pe opalses e
d¢dress: 19281 Clarnate,St-ade ticul 107, Tha napertr are Ao

Tudet Timle, Foeat i avpaet oo [, 0

BAamani v e i
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ug.

Seeger Clor
Seecer Ecaterina
and their son
Seecer Horst ravriec¢ with
Seecer Mecwiq
they have a haby
Holcer Seecer(!1982)
Address:
Peciul Mou Nr.l2t,ludet Timis.

47,
MiChels Francisc Micolae
Michels Anna Teresia,born Vogel

Vocel ASnna (1910}, rettre.
Address:
198) Glarmata Mr.34]1,lucet Timis.

Sen ~ifn

LR

Plv,orat

and other clese rotas.

Fiu cu f.

AR

frate

alte rode st et

Mother.brotrers,sfer e o

and ~ary ciose vl

Mang, fcati si
si alte rucde anroni

48

Pierre Nicolae

Pierre Franziska horn Kelscn
Kalsch Elisabetna born 1899
Address:l97 Tomnatic 302, Judet Timis.

no rela
Fiica cu

Lives
Fomi

f

Suror’s

r

5%

Th-C—‘”;‘:n‘l—\VI(_‘l}'\'«l;r' will
a.many close rel

anroniate. Tn Romgvin

nimeni.

L9,
Wiissens Francise,born 192),retire
‘Yiessens Fiancisca,becrn Csaftary

Csaftary Arna,born 1907,

retire

Acddress:

1834 Mitchidorf Me.100,Judet Tinmis.

The sor

close rele it

wth hie

ce- .

Fiul cu fomiliz <
rude anren.oto.

.

I

3 RPN
T

W g

20 The n v anet the
Ilina 4elca born Nicker f;ﬁijcfor ‘
Ilina Micolae. They have two children: :

Cristfan(1981) and Marcus{1982) oiela il st orora ou
Address: '

1953 Jirbolia,str.lon Slavici Nr.9,7ucet Tiris.

5. :

Welland Sebastian The son 1ih hig foee iy,
Wellansd Anna Born Schridt Gith hie family ang =in
Schnjdt mathias bornl91C tives.

Schmidt Ecaterina Bornl917,retires. Fint cv Fe~ilin.ien

LN

L

YAt
relorin

lddress: R si alt2 nurerocse oo
1981 Glarrata,Strada Bitrand Mo.237,ludet Timis. ‘ ~
%

Hurnel Joan The daurhter

Humrel Elisaheth other closz

Address: orother

1984 Sacdlaz,Str.%-a,ilr .78, lucct Tiris,

njiate.

Liicanu. i >

withy D

in USA

.

P

r.

an

U TR

by

the Uprot! o

ot
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51, i
Eberle “cser,'on2 The <or “i*h hig “.r'1,
Cherle Anne anc ~ther closp pod,silae
ard *helr davrhinp ’
Lassl Varvara born Enarle,!1928 Frot it
Less)l loar,born 1927 SuSoCuentlie mr oty
and his father Tuce enrepiate.
Lassl Pesre born 1899
Address:
1978 Cheelevic: Mr.179,lccer Tieds.
S, T T T T T T T s s e e T
M{itler Certra ' o
a;élh:r dac;hgggﬁorn e Child~er ~ich fomintjas,
Heber Eva Zre??e' Aand gir s e MR
e~ilteg,arcd ~anv ~'eea

Heber Mikolaus \ .
AP e
and their childrern relar e,
Mikoleu anrd '‘ermann Heber . .
Address: Conli cu fortltity ropes
Corune Carolnts,Shr.UIT Mp 26, fud.Tinjs. S° Trreri cu fomiits
nrecur~ 8§ alte ru-wrsase

3 - e -

TE T e TUR e e
Gefer €'lnahnsh -
harn D‘Ps-‘,'.f‘t‘ the perTant oL et oy v
feler neor. si*ers ~!t+h Toriline .t
erd thelr children have ro relatives ‘n Pa-onis
Fredy and Ginthar feler
AScdlress: Pirinsi, arsi gi ooiepw:
198) Glarmare,Str.Capret Mp, a7, cti “aniltile areci g
Jucer Ti=~tn, alte rurerogre ruro, Ir
. Rcﬂenle PU"?.‘. Ay N -\i--.'-J
*6. T T
Eichinrcer Peter The sner mien fomit. n
Efchincer Zarbare nisters ~ith thei~ "oniliga,
and their dauchter brothar =itk famit, spp
Potye Anna,born Elchinrer o*her ~arwv cleta rateosiung
Potye Icer and thair dauchters They Sz2ve no rels*ives
Anne ancd Eva Po'ye in Poreontia.,
sddress: X . ; .
1981 Clarnata Nr.&1& "udes Timts. u.’. cu‘.es-llxe.n catord
cue farpi'iile freose co
PRI s
¥ Tttt ety uronioe
LA
Bodendorfer fceterina rude.
Bocenderfer Mihai -n e . - R
I o
and their deuchtar -he daurinte PoTemity
sferers a.brothep --ivx

Unterwvecer Dcrothea,borr Bacdencor®er

. e e
Unter~ecer Erich Fenities.

they have 2 chi'dren Filieca cu famt o ciropt o
Urter~ecear Ecduard and Yalena - frat! cu fa~iliit,,
Address:

1985 Masleoc Mr.2C7;ludes Tinmis,

1] et e .-
Stricler The Crothors it e 4y
Annea * and o*hrrmany e'ac mad e,
Stricker Michaet The hove ne re'et icor

and heilr childrenr {r Naranta
Sericker Eriia and Richard

Acdresrs: Frast cu fomjlfite o e
e snrani e TN L
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59.
Becker Elisahetha,widon
and her son
Becker lncef
Becker Katharina,and their chilaren

Adfelheft end Arthur Secker

Address:
1938 Peciul Hou,Strada Bisericit No.88

dudet Timis.

60,

Schlauch Nico!'ae

Schlauch Anna

Schlauch Perter,widow and his cdauchter
Beate (1980

Wanner Maria born Schlauch
Wacner Wilhelm, and thelr child
Gabriel-Roland(1974)

Address:

1910 Gtarmata Vit , Str.lslaz Nr, S
Judet Timis,

&L,

Kreopel Elf{saherha born 924 ,w!dow,
retire.

Address:

1951 Carpints,Srpr.1IJ Nr.25, ude* Timis,

The »i*h “is
and sister o
)

Fiul cu o1

surori cu familis
In 2eonis oo

piare.

The narents, s
with o rhe r g

ciose relativas, Tha,y
in % -

ne relatiyac

Parintii ~uro
famiti{le pre

Fami
R
angd nthioer cltasoe

W

Pt

AL

roase rude aproni -’

numail au ne n

The scn vi%h

AR

)

Ay

n

rioos, Cpr

cum s gt
LI

ireri.

his fomity

other close relatives,
elatiyne

Ste have no r
rania.
Fltul cy fa=:

62.

Riicker* Susanna,w~idow a.her son
Rickert losef

Qiickert Maria anc rheir child
Rilcker® Helmuth

Address:

1981 Gtlarmata,Str.CAacil Nr.944 ,dud.Timis.

ars_alte ruc

Rrother and¢ =
lies ara many
They have no

Romania.

ig*ore
cloen
reta~:

Frati si surori ru
Romanity—mumad- or-n ! e prte

63,

Kassnell Marfianna,bornl90),«idow
and her daunhter

Schneider Katharina,horn Kasne! widow,
and her dauchter

Yarres Annemarie,born Schneider

Warres lohann

They have 2 children

Warres Annemarfe and Ralner

Address:

1981 Clarmara,Strada Morii Nr.821, tude*
Tirle

aproniare,

The dauahrer
ters and hrot

rives.

.

fam, Vorp .|

O
o

o

h

L

"

IR

wirh famidly nic
hers ~i*h foami):
and other ~lrnep nuroraur

Flica cu familia frar:
surorf ecu Toamiliidg
Loren:

nmernogse rtde

%%,

dost Susanna,born 199% ~idnw,and her
dauchrer
Rels £)isahetha,born loast on 1916
Rels Mikolaus.born 1912
and the!r dauchter
Relss Anna
Addrass:
198) Glarmata Nr.8°% ‘udet Tirts.

L Samit,

The ron » 'k hia

A.csistere wish thpip ¢

e oo rolar by

Fiv! eu fa-i'ia

U famititta tap

ale,

1o,

’r.!" -

e

ate.,

ret



S,
Albinrer Ecateriny,born Kern in USA The dauchter »ith her . ==’y s < opn,
Addrress: hrothers " hshinis fo0 0 0 e
1981 Gilarmata,str.villor MNr.€0, ludet Timis, close retariver,

and her son

Albtnoer Mathias Flica cu familla cirare o7 fpaei o
Albincer Susanna ' Fomitiila el atepn oy o L e

they have two cdouvchters
Albincer Edeltrau 2nd

Buch Eligabethe Sorn A'bircer
Buch Mathlas
and theis bady
Cristoph
Ardress:
1962 Peschia Nr.l71,ludet Timig

<&,
Ka‘ser Fren: The sisrar with ‘e T Do ypatenge
Kalsar Eva and thefr son wlth Shefr familipe o aheam ppo.
Kaiser Mxre! married wi*h rous rolotives,
Kaiser Lidile-Emitia. ) T
Address: < ot ; B

) , Sora cu fomtvig frears .
1931 Cfarmata,Str. ohane 'r.899 Migat Tarei alvnm mimneinne + o

Timts. CooTh ’

-
€7, The si<har =ith Ser ° - '

Geler E£'!sabetha and her sonr
Celer Dlosef rarcried with

Ge'er Ecaterina,they have 2 children
Geler Hildmoard a.Anfta

other alges ret i e,
Sore nu Familia s¢ a'te s eeeoso
rude aprcnfate,

Address:
198Y Glarmeta,Srrada Noud Nr.49,lucer Timis,

68
t::: E?Z:a The oarents,the “ntor nitn be £t
and Ehelr children . many close re'artives,

Ewald(1975) and Roswitha (26.,)2,85)

Addrass: < : S .
Pirfinti,fra%i cu fomi®i "¢

82 1 / . b Mp,2 ! .
iu:;t &T:?iia.ﬂllﬂa Cire nr. numeroase rucde anionicte.

e

n T -i ot et Vyeoyet
Schmidt Martin a:; ifg?:§:rw';;h.::;r'}.N;§§f:\ !
Schmid® valeria and the!r son o e N v
Schmider Ernst,

Address:

1952 Jinbe)ia,Strada Eranot Coldu Mr.5
Judetr Tipts,

Fltca cv fami'ia “ra*s ' e racs
cu famflfilas Yar




70.

Schur~er Rcsine,~idow
and her son
Schur=er lJosef
Schum~er Marrareta
they heve 2 chi'crer
Laudia-Irts anc Haralc¢-Erich Sahu~er
Address:

1900 Timiscare,St'r.'ndre! tical.overy Hr, 36,

Judet Timis.

7.

Scehmi~z ohann,bornl920,rerire

Schmi%z Marfa born 1925, re* re,
and their dauchter

Schmirz GCertraud

Address.
Caroints,Str. LA tir.12,  uder

v

72.

Wild Nicolae horr 192! revire
wile Ecaverire -nle wife.

They have & dauohiec-

€ehuch Gertrude born wile

Schuch Franecisc her huchand.
They have 2 chi'dren:

“annelore 2nd Frark Schueh
Adcdress:

168% Mzslec Nr.lh2,lucdet Timie,

imis,

The cauchrer neettoerr -

rheip ann family w e e

ralativer,

Fiigs cu Familig feae. -

Familiila grocem <8 ot

ruce aproniate,

The «iatare alith the + 31

~any ather clare retativee,
no in Ro=ania ether retarivee,

Surariie o oAttty g v
nureroasen rude nrep “te.'n Romnia
cumaloag ne pimend,

Yhﬂ ch:‘drﬂq B N

JSTerers ongt prothers
familiee wnd mamy athrr o

\

Pile [

Conid cu farmi

fratis cy ®amiliile ‘e ne

alre surmeroase oo de e

73.
Hollitor “akob,born 1210,~icow
and his hrother
Mol'ear Michae] ,born 1909 . n''nd.retire.
The dauqhter of Takob Mnlitor
HAchat Mzrcareta born Molitor,
Hichs* Matei ard their daunhter

Here' Hedwina,torn Hochst

Hur~el loan

Address:

Comuna sacalez Mo, 194, Jvder Tinis,

The dauohter =~ith harp =ity

sietors with *nair can ¢ ~-

arc ~meny otrer cleoeg e

Fiica cu fami’iy ei, £+
cu famili{le lor nrecu~ «f
roase cuce aproniate.

Tn fQemania numal au al*c rode

i,
Procker Petru born 189% ,retire

and his cauchter
Schiofer Eaterina,nocn Procker 1927
Schipfer Micolae,born 1929

and their sen
Schinfer Nico'ae “r.
Schiofer Marcareta

with a haty Deoris \
Acdreas:

1910 Gfarmata Vii,Str.Parcului Nr.105-107,

Tudet. Timis.

-

The daunhter «~fth er " ~°°

and brothers «jth *hair =

n

L spehare

vor

.

Vet e

cvrorste
Almp Acd .

anpea e

v, e are

Family

memhars, They have ne r Rrron -

ralarives,

Fitca cu fami iy frores o

familifle lor.'m Ro-an o« vor

rude anreoniate.

AL



75. .
Kumaus Johann The mother.tht -“rr~dmother.
Kumaus Marfane and their 3 children the sister with “eor family.
Kumaus Erwin and many other o .ose retaty-
Kumaus Hans ves.They have no i “onenja other
and relatives.
Kilzer Erna born Kumaus
Kilzer Mathias

and their child
Kilzer Bruno (1930)
Address:
1981 Ciarmata,Str.Batrand Nr 213,2udet Timis.

Mama,.bhunica,sora oo Tanilice 5.
alte rude apropiate.ln Roonis
nurai au pe nimeni.

16.
Kilcher Rosalia The brothers and “.u %isnters oo
Kilcher Johann and thefr son their own family o0 e 70
Kilcher Walter have no in Romania 1o pota tver.
Kflcher Johann Sr.,the father of Johann

(born 1902) Kilcher.
Address:
1971 Becicherecul-Hic Nr.525, tudet Timis.
77, TorTmTm o -
Yojtek Josef . nts (Lhe = ier .
Woltek Anna Maria and their two chlldren ilffmfclts t o e
Arthur(1976) and Rolf (1983) pSisters and R
Address: their cun family v @ opre o m
1981 Clarmata Nr.924,Judet Timis. other close relati.~s.
73 T
Humme]l barbara,widow,born 19211 The daugnter with ‘.er faaiis,
Address: brothers and sister- oloe ¢ ir

1900 sacalaz Nr.73,Judet Timis.

and her daughter
Rosenauer Barbara,born Hummel
Rosenauer Ivan

own family members .od Ay aher
close relatives.

Fiica cu familia.f: =i &i surerd

they have two children cu familiile precum <i alte rade
Cristina and Karin apropiate.
Address:

1900 Timisoara,Str.Stelelor Nr.12,8lo0c 17,
Sc.C.Ap.6,Judet Timjs.

7y, i}

Renoth Hilde born Probst
Renoth Mathias
Address:
Probst Peter
Probst Rosemarie born Lego
and her parents
Lego Nicolae
Lego Anna born Loser and their invalid_
daughter

Lego Annemarlie

Loser Gertrude born Engel 1919

Engel Ana born 1889 the mother of Loser
Certrude.

§ddress:

The parents in West Cermam aou
the brothers with tieyr familics
in the USA

Pirinti] In RFG si rratii ¢ fami-
lifle lor in Ancrica,



80. .
Renncn frangise . v
The children,.sic*pare o2ng
f,
Rennon Ecaterina,born raus, and their hro*her =ith <heir fa=ily
- sor ~
) rrgemt F A PR L O [ SR
Rennon Micclae merried =itn : r:1 :‘;f;__"“ " o5
flennor Monica v vER.
they have 2 children Conti.surarile sl “r-tii eco
Elke and Eceltravd : Fami it lar peenus si st

. RUMEFCAee ruce anraniasna,
and “he cauchter of Penncn [rarcisc ¢ '

and Ecarte-ing
Moll Marnareta borr Rennor.rarriot =ith
Mol Anton
anc¢ two chilcren
Oletmnar a.Crlstine -

Maus Eljsabeta,the nrand=other bharr 1507,

Address:
1987 Tonpatic tr.50), Juder Tinis.

81,

Kleitech Peter Faat ottt ar R e e
Kleirsch £'!sabeth,btorn Marrar,ene *heér <on ‘\rc;"\;':s Sl,’,.,“ (,:‘,,} N
Kleitsch ®ob! e Famt
Klel*sc Kathalin crn tem Lo mersers R

N othepr o ncn ralasiy

2nd 2 baby Melirda(1992)

Addrmes: Foe Fmitia e
1974 Tomnatic MNr.211,%uder Timis, SOTRRDIER R

' - scrori oy Temuftiidie lar

Harrar Maria €){sabethe,hcrn Cocror 1921 arecur si al*te ruge nreaigtae,
/the orande~nther/ {r Reomania ~u=oi au e r=pr
Address: apreanliat,

1974 Ternatic Mr.S28,Mude* Timis.

82. T
:::::} gczon The ehildren =ith 0 -7p Tamidc s

b L. : ¢ sistarc ~lg

and the mcthar of Anton Re~re: Bfehhf::dnoy; :,:: ' ..,‘.0.,,,‘

Remme). Barbare en e I '
Address:

Q9 3 il Im?

196) ‘xnpﬁtnl Mic N!‘.7(‘,.udet Tim's COp‘.‘. cu femiliila Yoy . fare:

and thelr daunkter ¢i syrori cden~serenes cun fanm’-
Yolf E!.riece borr Remrel Vijle tYeor 2recum =i olre rose.

Wolf Manfred reese rude 2nroniatc.in Rermeryne

anc 2 hebles pueal s one rpwepi -

Michee! an¢ Honice .

Address:

1976 S¥nnlco)eu) Mare,Starie Electrics,ucdet tinmis.

2. T
Seeln Eltsadeth,born Czivay The ocrents, the Gar b
Stefn Mathlas wieh bep famidy | the oo T
Adcress: his fari'y brothores ¢ oi g
1918 Pacful Meu Nr.%9,lucet Tinis. alee ~inh Shelr cen 7 =",
Czivey Nikolaus lc, "?m"'r?’ e Ftal
Cafvay Elisabeth Pipfarii, tica, tu SRR

s.vay st scrort cu famivills Ve

and their dzuchter
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86

N{» lokrann,retire

Nix» Ka*harina and rheir scr

Mix Johann 1 r,

Mix Elfsabeth and tvo chilcrer
Cristi{ane Anna-Mar'ta and U'r‘ke
Address: -

1981 Ciarmate,Str.Moud Mr,i¥6, vcdet T
ar, - -
Kohn %atherine

iris,

The narsata.an ' c=mnp w-sn
Phplie Famit e
ihetpr famrtias o A
cleose rRYa*iver 7 oyt e
no ather ralariyver “w ~ ~ata
Phriat i aiparite L e e
anron e Tmoreun ooy fam Yor.

S ASeem A cema L

anc¢ her cauchter ALY b he mmlat fuge i G wpes s
Petri rarcarets bern Kohn NS Goven o ™
Petri Ceors sprmany.

Addrecs: Tnare Aode'e Por - en
198} Cilarra=e Mr.25C, Juder Timtsg FG.
And the dauchzer of Petri C.anc¢ M,
Rencth Eva harn Petri
Renoth Franz
They have *wno childrer
Montlka anc Fran:
Addrerns:
198) Ctarmate Nr.89, 0des "i-is,
8¢, — -
Yecner fFranz
‘aoner Acnes
Address: Al *he ralarives™ v T L

1=
- .

T, Tuve.Timde

198! Glarrata Str.Moud
an¢ thefir son

“zener lon racriad

wien

Cormany,

\

Yeener Helca horn Eicenbet’. Taare roge’s ‘ar oo e
and *helr two Children AFC. .
Cort®sted and incrid “acner
Eisenbeal) Maccalere,the mether of H.%acner
Address:
1981 Giarmate,Str.Princinels Pr.532,
Sudetr Vimle,
87 _ TemTTTmTT T .
Prinz Joan

Prinz Eca%erina
and *heoir son
Prin: Cerharce
Prinz Melitta
and thelr bahy Parril
Adcress:
1985 Hasloc 270,lude: Tinis,

(r9sx)

The dovantar wish bor famfiy sho
STster with her '
other close retatives,

They have no fn Tenaia ot
relattves,

cr TN and sy

flica cu famitia nrerg cu famitia

es8.

Seoladin Ralrezar
Stoafacdin Anne and
Stofedir Alfrec
Stntadin Rosvi‘te
Address: .

198) Clarmata,Srr.Sifoanelcr Mp.229,
Jude* Tlrte,

their scn

&t foarte mu're rude daraniata,
Ao .Rgmamia pmaloian o Taarn
The bro*hers «ih *oie

retarives and Fansy  oap ot
relativas, They have qe in

Ather relatives,



89.
Kasznel Josef,very iVl ,medical rertired Argrhnare withn rhoi- -
horn on 1931, Harents are meap arc e Qe
Kaszne! Eva,his wife and their c¢auahter they haye e orelorti. o
Schawilte Erna born Kaszne! Frart oy fomitiite " p 0
Schawi!fe Hans ber rushand s'Ah adececati.iar o Uemania
Schawilte Settina(1984) nuamt au ne rimani,
Addres:198¢ Ciarmata,Str.Moud Mr.133,Timis.
90.
Fray maraareta and hers ~other The hiahind. *he aan o)
Krenczlein Ha'ena,w{dew,born on '7123, family and ~any other cloen
Address: relartivec,
1985 Masloc Nr.1NQ Duder Timis,
L Se g e A Vi
nureroase rude anres ate
91.
Yaskan Vladimfr,med{cal rerired,horn on 192%, The «on sni*h his R
Vaskan Etel his wife brothers with nhaip amil,
and their dauchter ang¢ many cirse rolatiier Thay ha
Rauver Claudta horn Vaskan tn Norania o ratat feee
Bauer ‘Verrer
Addrass: Flel qu Famdtfa fenei g fo
198% Masloc 130, ‘udet Timis, ar, ¢i alte rude snraniats,  'n
92.

Tae mether ong the gt

Sulea fertrude born Soncardt. . ,‘ .
Famity Thau haye Ae ol r iy b

Suca Stefan, and *heir children

Dan1el(1980) and Anfra (1982} Remanie.
Address:
Timisoara-Freidorf? . y o
Mama <l snre cu iYL T TN

Str.Ardealulul Me.2/3,B'%oc A 2,Eta’ T,Acart.8, ‘ ;
Sudet timis. amad g me aiment,
Luooien Acela horn Borcardt
Lupalan Mircea
and thelir child
Mihai-Radu lupolan(1979)
Addrass:
Timisoara,Str.Lehedel Nr.8,A0.6,E¢°.1,Timis,

93.

Snttz Frarz The fathep hrrtheps.sitpre wish

Soitz Elisabetha horn Hers their fomilioe g’ =ap 0 foa s et e
and their two child-en

Melli“te and Jurta Spitz Tabal.fratt,surort co f.=~'1iiia

Address: TOF &F alhm pumprnaen roo o e e

1963 “mnolta,Sop,Timis 2,%ude” Tim's,

and the narents of Elisahetha Sotre

Hert Coan 21911 . ret're,

Hert Ellsabetha -191¢4. : A
Address:

198) fiarreta Nr.f48,Juder T'mis,

52-704 0 - 86 - 2



o,
Kern Laurentiu-191%-redizally reticsc¢
Kern Katharira, and thetr daurhter

TR} Katharina born Kern,anc¢ her husbang
Tl Jon. They have 2 minnrs children:
Arnold (1972) a.Bruno (197€)

Schmidt Joan 19C6-retired()20€) the father of
Kern Xathartna.

Address:

1981 Glarmata,Str.Marti Nr.J%R, ndet Timis,

The mor*her, sic orc,
drathers with 't oeir
foamidty =onmherae oy e
othepe rolativer,

Mama, fard rpprari e e
Title i oYee “ude aore.
niate,

9s.

Gille Mancalena(1920) retired.
Address.

1947 Jdohannisfeld No.k6,‘uder Timis,

9K,

Yeber Michael (1902)retired,very '}

Weher Elisanerha, (1907) retirnd,
anc *helr snn

Yeber Masef marriecd with

Weber Irina,very f11,medical retirad for 'S vears'

Address :
1981 Glarmata,Str. ohannei 1098, udet Timis.

The deurhrorp «i % hep “amis
Pooand rany e e retatia e
She have ne re 'yrives n

Romania,

Fiica cu fa~ilic o v opee-
rease rude anreniace,

In Remarin nemai e oo
Fiica cuo fami'ia o vraprie v’
Viide Yoc.al SVre o cnpnane e

anropia‘e.,

The Aoprbtap with o g S iy

and =any ather ¢'oce

7.

lerwes Mandalena-!917-.retired
and her con

lerwes Walter Franz married with

Zerwes Sussena. They have 3 children

Hermine: Christine:Yalter,

Acddress:

1981 Clarmata 1080, tudn* Timis.

—d B -

The sor with Tamity vue Segthep
wirh hie farmily and ~cav clace
rela*ivas,

Fiu! cu famit{a frave) cu famitin
s alre numapnase roede aprenistn,

Q8. .
Hexs loan
Hess He'ene
and thelr chile
Hess Manuela
Addrers:
Jiernelig, Sep.fradulut Mo 7, tud Timte,

Arcthearpre efierpre WItn bnair
cvn Farm i ly Aembhiee sy
clese relernivac,

Surart i frari s faabtiina
€ei aAl®va rurmrpepco Y ruide ODPN.
plete.

aq,
Pelanyi Stefan-beren on 14 ,Feh.1900
Paleny( Qarhare here op 12,.0ec.190}

Address: .
1267 Donel! Meo.2k),ludat Timig,

lhé .r>nn AT Tt
heothep with Hi- ¢ =it
and many abhep cliee e tariaae
Flo cu femilis fp ety v e 00
¢! alte rude oprenicte,



100.
Frombach Elisahetha,widon,
and her son
Joanrarried withr
Elisaberhe

they have a son
Frombach Jcan Jr..married
Frombach Erika

they have a cdauahter

Melanie(1979)

Frombach
Frombach

with

Address:

1981 Glarmata Ko.318,2udet Tinmis.

101.
Keller Anton-hocn 121§, rredical reticed
Keller Elisabetha,born Kilzer on!227.retired.

Kilzer Katharina, 1903 ,retired,the rother of
Elisahatha Keller.

Address: ,

Timisoara ¥V -Mchala,Str.Parosernt 16,223, Timisn,

“102.
Krier Annamaria
Krier Anton
They have 2 children.
Adcress:
Johannisfeld Nr.429,2udet Timis.

The son with his fority tx e spas-on
with his family aint o viv onip
farmiliog and otler o7 T

Fiu! cu famil

i
ia,
ci alte rumercase ruce anr v

The % with bl
close relatives,

T B S RN B

er e

Fiul cu fanitig <i ot
aproniate.

The parepte e =g

Parintii si alve no-ov o ot

anropiate.

103,
Jung Jon,medical retired,very ill.

Jung Elisabetha his wife.

Address:

1981 Glarmata Str.Carol Nr.684,ludet Timis.

The sons ¢i*h their oo
monbers ane al?
They bave no ntative:

[CEE R BN
redarues,

e Yooania,

Fii cu familiile lor Jiva i osopars
cu fariliile 'or of

1o Roania ei nural o~ v

T e sriteobe
nispent,

YO&,

Sz2alapski Andreas

Szalapski Elisabeth,born Ouaiser,very {11,medi-
cal cetired.

Ouafser Terezia,retired

Address.

Satul Jonel No.178,Comuna Ulvar.Judet Timis.

The son with hig famiiy b N

c'ose relatives. "oy have
no relatives wn doaanga,
Fiul si familia 'ui arecum si

alte numermase ruae caanigte,
In romania sumai gu oo o

aoroplat.

i

105,

Cering Josefi1927)

Cering Katharina(1926)

Address:

1981 Clarmata No.524,dudet Timis.

The father from Kathar'
in Californien-Los
san and his family
fhey have no retatisee

SN
M s, e
T L A SN
t BRI

ot . U
a, frov e o Yoo
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éc:i.ndler 1ona barn 1907, retired,nidca and her
son:

Schindler Juliu Eduard

Schindler Ecaterina and their children

Schidlar Korina (2%, an.1970)

The daughter with ter 7 :rily,
and many close celatives.
They have no relatives in Romania.

Fitca cu fomilia si alte rude

Jc\iﬂ" r Fiveriu (04, }an.1¥72) apropiate.In Rozania ~.-al pe
58 nineni. .
1725 Bocsa 1,5tr.T.Viagimirescu 1A, Judet
Caras-Scverin,

107.

Ferch Adam . Tha caughter with ter family

Ferch Josefina and their son and many close relatives. They

Ferch Eaald. have no relatives {n 2 -ania.

Ardress: . ) o

18] Cilatmata,Str.toua No.28,dudet Timis. Fiica cu fanilia si alte -ute
aproplate.In Rorania numai au pe
nimeni.

108, L

B.cher Cunther _ The parents.brother and sisters

Bucher Christine and the{ child withtheir family and many close

B.cher Xal-Uve(l1979) relatfves.They have no relatives

Address: in Romania.

1900 Tinisoara,Calea Bogdanestilor

No.3l,Judet Timis. Parint!{,surori,frati cu familiile

lor.In Romania numai au alte rude
apropiate.

109.
Schneider Sebastian The daughter with her family and
Scnneider Anna,both very fll,retired. many close relatives.They have
Schneider Barbara,widow and her two sonsT® Felatives in Romania.

1 Y

alter a.Erich Fiica cu familja si alte rude

Addres: apropiate.In Rconanta n {
Ciarmata.Str.Villor Nr.598,Judet Timis. *Propiate. crania numa
au pe nimenf.

110.
Griesel Peter Jeetired Flica cu familia ei,sora cu familia
QSAFESLJ‘””“ * ) ef si alte rude apropiate.
1956 Bulgarus Nr.264,Judet Timis, The daughter with her family

and their son and other close relatives.They
Griesel Ewald have no relatives in Romanfa.

Griesel Margareta

and thelir two children:

Cernot-Uwe and Artur-Sven.

Address:

1200 Timisoara,Str.lidia Nr.3.Judet Timis.

111.
Schikula Anna born Rauch,widow. Daughter with her femily, sister,
and her mother brother with their fumily a.nary

Rauch Magdalena born 1916 close relatives. A
\edress: Flica cu familia,frati,surori .

2915 Comuna Tudor Vladimirescu,Str.Progresului Si alte "‘de spropiate.

Y. ...
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112.

Maria Theresia Staudt,widow.retired
and her son

Josef Staudt,unmarried.

Address:

1947 Johannisfeld No.391,Judet Timis,

and her daughter;
Annemarie Ricser born Staudt marricd with
Nikolaus Rieser
They have two children
Brigitte a.Karin
Address:
1937 Peciul Nou No.47},Judet Timis,

The sister with v emily ang
many close relatives. Thoy have
no celatives in &0 g

Sora cu familia si v,te oo

rude.In Romania rutai au lte
rude apropiote.

113,

Resch Anna-Maria

Resch Friedrich Eugen

and their son

Resch Manfred Sebastian

Address:

1900 Timisoara,Str.Cezar Boliac Nr.19.A,
Judet Timis.

The motner.brothner ,sisticer
with theoir family a.mnany

close relatives.Thoy hiave

no relatives in Romanig

Mama,frati.surori si a)t.
numernase rude. s Taavn
aumai du pe niment.

114,
Efchinaer Johann,born 1908, retired.
Eihinger Elisabeth,born 1912.

They have a son:
Eichinger Johann tr.married with
Eichinger Valentina, and their children:
Juliana, Helmuth and Johann Eihinger.

AddreSS:
1981 Ciarmata,Str.Morii 820,Judet Timis.

The daughter with ner ©anily,
sisters and brotner: “heb
family and many cione retatives,

115,
Schuller Susanna,born 1911,widow,retired
and her daughter
fFeller Eva born Schuller, married with
Feller Sebastian, very {ll (cancer)
and their daughter:
Tittel Adelheit born Feller married with
Tittel-Feller Oskar.
Address:
1982 Pischia Nr.288,Judet Timis.

The daughter with her ©onily,
brothers,siters with laar
family and other close relatives.

Filca cu familia.frati.surori
cu familifle si alte numeroase
rude.

116.
Helidenfelder Theresa-Anna bora Achs
Heldenfeder Michael
and their son:
Heldenfelder Arthur
Address:
1900 Timisoara,Calea Sagulul Nr.24,Ap.30,
Ety.vll,Judet Timis.

The parents from Michael Heidenfelder:
Heldenfelder Michael sr.(1911)
Heldenfelder Ellsabeth,(1915)

The parents.brother.<inters,
with their family il other
numerous relatives 1 W . Gevoamy .,
They have relatises in USA 1o,

Parinti.freati snror] noicr i
precum si alte rude . vrepiote
in USA, ’



32

Senator DANFORTH. This hearing will come to order. This hearing
is on the most-favored-nation status for Hungary, Romania, China,
and Afghanistan. I would like to say to the witnesses and to the
audience today that we have a long list of witnesses. This is a sub-
ject about which people feel very, very strongly. In prior years,
there have been some outbreaks in the audience at this hearing.
Members of the audience are guests of the Finance Committee, and
your demonstrations will do your cause no good whatever, and I
am going to insist on order during this hearing. We are pleased to
begin today’s proceedings with two Members of the Senate, Senator
Humphrey and Senator D’Amato. Gentlemen, it is good to have
you with us. I don’t know who would like to start. Senator Hum-
phrey, your name is first on the list.

Senator HUMPHREY. May I begin, Mr. Chairman?

Senator DANFORTH. Certainly.

STATEMENT OF HON. GORDON J. HUMPHREY, U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

Senator HuMpPHREY. I have a statement which I would like in-
cluded in full. With your permission, I will abbreviate my remarks.
Mr. Chairman and Senator Heinz and members, thank you for in-
viting me to testify today.

The bill which I have introduced, S. 925, would deny most-fa-
vored-nation status of Afghanistan and make that country ineligi-
ble for any form of credit, credit guarantees, or investment guaran-
tees. S. 925 currently has 29 cosponsors in the Senate, including 5
who sit on this committee. In consultation between my staff and
the State Department, many changes in the bill have been made in
order to preserve the executive branch’s traditional prerogative in
the field of trade relations.

Mr. Chairman, this hearing is an appropriate forum for a discus-
sion of the situation in Afghanistan, for what we are talking about
here is the queston of what role trade and favorable trade relations
should play in the conduct of foreign policf'. In Afghanistan, I
think the situation has deteriorated so conclusively into Govern-
ment-sponsored horror as to warrant a long overdue assessment of
the American commercial presence in that country. At the same
time, one of the advantages derived from this hearing on most-fa-
vored-nation status in Afghanistan is the attention that it will
focus on the wretched, gruesome, and unconscionable state of af-
fairs to which the Afghan people have been subjected since the
Soviet invasion and the subsequent setting up of a puppet govern-
ment was uncovered.

The situation for the Afghans has not been improved. The Soviet
troops in that country, numbering more than 115,000, just recently
completed a devastating attack on the strategic Kunar Valley.
Soviet jet aircraft, deployed behind the facade of an indigenous
Afghan Air Force, now regularly conduct deadly sorties across the
Paiistani border. Inside Afghanistan, the plight of her people gets
worse on a daily basis. In the winter and spring of this year, Kurt
Lohbeck, a respected freelance journalist, did a series of pieces
from within Afghanistan for network television. He reported visit-
ing valleys once well populated, now completely deserted. He saw
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farms and villages abandoned for miles and miles at a stretch as a
result of the policies of the death and destruction mapped out by .
the Soviet invaders and their Afghan quislings. Disease, already a
problem in an undeveloped nation such as Afghanistan, has
become rampant. The incidence of malaria has increased threefold
between 1982 and 1984, and malnutrition in many parts of the
- country has made it near impossible to control the widespread out-
break of disease. The fragile agricultural system has been deliber-
ately destroyed—crops burned and irrigation networks ruined.
Widespread food shortages may well lead to famine on a large
scale. Mr. Chairman, Louis DuPree, the distinguished academic,
has described the Soviet policy and that of their puppet govern-
ment as ‘“migratory genocide’’ or the rubbleization of that country,
the intentional destruction of the countryside not controlled by the
Soviets and the murder or forced exodus of the people. That
exodus, by the way, numbers well over 4 million in refugee camps
in Pakistan and Iran—the largest refuge population in the world.

Mr. Chairman, what does all of this mean in the context of the
hearing on most-favored-nation status of Afghanistan? The tragedy
recounted above serves to remind us that the Afghan Government,
whose complicity in the annihilation of that country and its people
calls into question the very legitimacy of that Government, has no
claim upon the good graces of the United States nor upon any fa-
vorable treatment, in trade or otherwise, by the U.S. Government.
The Congressional Research Service has estimated that the denial
of most-favored-nation status will not have adverse ramifications
for the Afghan people themselves. Consequently, by passing this
legislation, we can put our sentiments condemning the Soviet occu-
pation of Afghanistan into action, without making life more diffi-
cult for the Afghan people who continue their struggle for survival.

Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of any controversy over this bill.
It is supported by the State Department, even more so since we
made some minor changes to their liking. I not only thank the
committee for entertaining it but urge that it be rapidly reported
to the floor if, in your judgment that is due. Thank you.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you, Senator Humphrey. Senator
D’Amato.

Senator HUMPHREY. And excuse me.

Senator DANFORTH. Are you leaving?

Senator HUMPHREY. If I may. Did you have questions?

Senator DANFORTH. I was going to ask you a question or two.

es. .
Senator D’AMmATo. I will make my statement very short, Mr.

Chairman. -
Senator DANFORTH. Thank you very much.
[The prepared statement of Senator Humphrey follows:]

STATEMENT OF SENATOR GORDON J. HUMPHRRY

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank you and the other members of the Subcom-
mittee on International Trade for inviting me to testify today on behalf of legisla-
tion to revoke most-favored-nation status enjoyed by Afghanistan. It is indeed com-
mendable that, in conjunction with your regular hearing on the most-favored-nation
status of China, Romania and Hungary, you have decided to investigate more fully
the issue of Afghan-American trade relations.
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The bill which I have introduced, S. 925, would deny most-favored-nation status to
Afghanistan and make that country ineligible for any form of credit, credit guaran-
tees or investment guarantees. S. 925 currently has 29 cosponsors in the Senate, in-
cluding four who sit on this subcommittee.

In April of this year, the Acting Assistant Secretary of State for Legislative Af-
fairs, J. Edward Fox, informed me in writing that the administration supported leg-
islation to discontinue most-favored-nation status in Afghanistan. More recently, in
consultation between my staff and the State Department, minor changes in the bill
have been made in order to preserve the executive branch’s traditional prerogative
in the field of trade relations. Whereas S. 925 in its original form would explicitly
revoke MFN status, the bill as revised would grant the President authority to deny
that treatment. It would, however, require that he report to the Congress if he has
not revoked most-favored-nation within 40 days of enactment. The revised version
would also give the President the flexibility to restore MFN status if conditions in
that country were to change dramatically. All in all, the bill in its revised form rep-
resents a very satisfactory compromise as well as an effective piece of legislation,
one which I believe the administration can fully support.

Mr. Chairman, this hearing is an appropriate forum for a discussion of the situa-
tion in Afghanistan. For what we are talking about here is the question of what role
trade and favorable trade relations should play in the conduct of foreign policy. In
Afghanistan, I think the situation has deteriorated so conclusively into Government-
sponsored horror as to warrant a long-overdue assessment of the American commer-
cial presence in that country. At the same time one of the advantages derived from
this hearing on most-favored-nation status in Afghanistan is the attention that it
will focus on the wretched, gruesome, unconscionable state of affairs to which the
Afghan people have been subjected since the Soviet invasion and subsequent setting
up of a puppet government in Kabul. :

Since the beginning of this 99th Congress, I have attempted to bring to the atten-
. tion of the Senate and the public at large the horrible situation in Afghanistan, as

well as the brutality of the Soviet invaders and their puppet government hosts.
Indeed, several of our colleagues, including the Senator from New York, Mr.
D’'Amato, and members of this subcommittee, have been involved in focusing atten-
tion on this dramatic occupation.

While there is no need to reiterate in gory detail all of the particulars about the

in Afghanistan and the suffering of her people, it is important to point out that
the situation for the Afghans has not improved. The Soviet troops in that country,
numbering more than 115,000 men, just recently completed a devastating attack on
the strategic Kunar Valley. Soviet jet aircraft, deployed behind the facade of an in-
digenous Afghan Air Force, now larly conduct deadly sorties across the Paki-
stani border. It is unclear whether they are piloted by Soviets or Soviet-trained Af-
ghar_\:é(ll)ut the strategy—to intimidate Pakistan into quiescence—is certainly Soviet-
inspired.

Inside Afghanistan, the plight of her people gets worse on a daily basis. These Af-
ghans know nothing of, nor do they care about international politics and the tidy
euphemisms which are occasionally used to rationalize the Soviet invasion. They are
simply victims, pawns caught up in a brutal Soviet land grab. In the winter and
spring of this year, Kurt Lohbeck, a respected freelance journalist, did a series of
pieces from within Afghanistan for network television. He reported visiting valleys
once well-populated, now completely deserted. He saw farms and villages abandoned
for miles and miles at a stretch as a result of the policies of death and destruction
mapped out by the Soviet invaders and their Afghan quislings.

Disease, already a problem in an underdeveloped country such as Afghanistan,
has become rampant. The incidence of malaria increased three-fold between 1982
and 1984, and malnutrition in many parts of the country has made it near imlpossi-

-ble to control the widespread outbreak of infectious disease. The fragile agricultural
system has been deliberately destroyed, crops burned and irrigation networks
ruined. Widespread food shortages may lead to famine. Unlike Africa, however,
where climate has played a role, there can be no denying the deliberate, determined
nature of the famine conditions in Afghanistan.

Mr. Chairman, I can best generalize the picture of what is happening in Afghani-
stan through the descriptions of others who have written on the subject. In a recent
article entitled “Boiling the Sea: Soviet Terror in Afghanistan,” authors Peter Col-
lier and David Horowitz note that “Soviet strategy in Afghanistan is based on a
brutal re{oinder to MAO’s poetic notion of guerrillas swimming in a sea of popular
support. If that is true, Russian generals answer, then we shall boil that sea and
ultimately drain it, leaving the fish exposed and gasping on barren land.”
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Louis Dupree, the distinguished academic, has described the Soviet policy as “mi-
gratory genocide,” or rubbleization—the intentional destruction of the countryside
not controlled by the Soviéts and the murder or forced exodus of the people. That
exodus, by the way, numbers well over 4 million in refugee camps in Pakistan and
Iran—the largest refugee population in the world.

What does all of this mean in the context of a hearing on most-favored-natien
status for Afghanistan? The tragedy recounted above serves to remind us that the
Afghan Government, whose complicity in the annihilation of that country calls into
question its very legitimacy as a governimf body, has no claim upon the good graces
of the United States nor upon any favorable treatment, in trade or otherwise, by the
United States Government.

Since World War 1I, the extension of favorable trade terms, including most-fa-
vored-nation status, by the United States to other countries has involved a decided

litical component, exclusive of the economic gains which might be derived.
ndeed, the very reason for today’s hearing on most-favored-nation status in Roma-
nia, Hungary and China is founded in the Jackson-Vanik human rights amendment
to the Trade Act of 1974. Trade of any kind whatsoever between the United States
and several Communist countries is banned for political reasons. Most Soviet -bloc
countries do not enjoy most-favored-nation status because they have not fulfilled
Jackson-Vanik’s stipulations on emigration, nor has the President requested a
waiver on political gounds. The Congress just recently passed legislation that would
ultimately deny MFN status to South Africa, a long-time ally, on political and
human rights grounds.

It is a clear and accepted fact that international politics, particularly human
rights, has become a criterion—at times explicit, at times implied—of American
trade policy. There is nothing at all misguided or incorrect in linking the one to the
other. How in good conscience can we offer favorable trade treatment to govern-
ments which mercilessly repress or otherwise brutalize their own people? If we are
serious about championing the cause of human rights abroad, then how can we
overlook human rights when conducting trade policy? The recent decision to expand
commercial contact with the U.S.SR., as we approach the 10th anniversary of the
Helsinki Accords, is a case in point. I have several times asked officials in this ad-
ministration what the Soviets have done, either in the international arena or with
respect to their own people, that we should reward them with renewed trade and
agricultural arrangements. Certainly the moral imperative argues that we cannot
conduct the one while ignoring the other—"business as usual’’ and all that. -

Mr. Chairman, if this political component is to be a criterion in the determination
of most-favored-nation status—as it has been in the past and as it will syrely be in
the future--then consistency, morality and logic make it incumbent ugon us to give
the President the authority to deny most-favored-nation status to Afghanistan. Cer-
tainly there can be no debating the deplorable state of human rights conditions in
that country. To the extent that the Karmal Government is in fact a legitimate gov-
ernment, then its genocidal treatment of her own people justifies the revocation of
MFN status at the very least. And to the extent that the Karmal regime is merely a
puppet facade for the Soviet occupation, Afghanistan should receive no better trade
treatment than the Soviets themsalves.

Perhaps the only justification for preserving that status would be if its removal
would hurt the very people we are trying to help, in this case the Afghan people. It
was for this reason that I voted against South African sanctions—because they are
likely to hurt the blacks more than they contribute to the abolition of Apartheid.
However, in this case, the Congressional Research Service has estimated that the
denial of most-favored-nation status will not have adverse ramifications for the
Afghan people. Consequently, by passing this legislation we can put our sentiments
condemning the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan into action without making life
more difficult for the Afghan people who continue their struggle for survival.

I would be happy to answer any questions the committee may have at this time.

STATEMENT OF HON. ALFONSE M. D’AMATO, U.S. SENATOR FROM
THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Senator D’AMATO. Let me commend the senior Senator from
New Hampshire for his outstanding leadership in this endeavor,
and I am supportive of it. I would ask that my entire statement be
entered into the record as if read in its entirety to save the com-
mittee some time. Let me commend you, first, for holding these
hearings. Second, I think that S. 925 is the very least that we could
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undertake. I believe that in terms of our moral commitment to the
freedom fighters of Afghanistan that it is absolutely essential that
we undertake revocation of most-favored-nation status. We are
talking about $20 million in trade. That does not seem like a terri-
bly significant amount, but the fact of the matter is that, if we are
going to be lending our moral support to these freedom fighters,
then 1 think the very least that we can do is to adopt S. 925. I
think that then puts us on the line and shows that we have more
than just rhetoric. I think that our colleagues in the Congress—in
the House—should be commended for having passed an effort that
will make $15 million in aid available for humanitarian aid to the
freedom fighters. I think that this would give very little heart and
very little meaning to those who sacrificed their lives who have
seen 4 million of their people forced to flee Afghanistan and cer-
tainly would send the right kind of signal for those people who
stand up to the oppression that the Soviets have brought to Af-
ghanistan. So, I am pleased and privileged to be here with the
senior Senator from New Hampshire and to say that I am delight-
ed to be a cosponsor. And I would hope that this legislative effort
on his part would result in this committee’s favorable action.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Senator DANFORTH. Thank you very much.
[The prepared written statement of Senator D’Amato follows:]

STATEMENT BY SENATOR D'AMATO

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me this opportunity to testify on behalf of
legislation, S. 925, to rescind Most-Favored-Nation trading status for Afghanistan. I
want to commend my good friend and colleague, the senior Senator from New
Hampehire, for introducing this bill, and for the fine work he has accomplished as
Chairman of the Task Force on Afghanistan.

Withdrawing Most-Favored-Nation status for the illegal government of Afghani-
stan will demonstrate the U.S. commitment to the 'gal ant Freedom Fighters who
are seeking the removal of the Karmal government. It would be inconsistant to con-
tinue to support the efforts of the Freedom Fighters while allowing MFN status for
the Soviet ‘pely)get regime in Kabul.

The Uni tates imported $13 million in goods from, and exported over $7 mil-
lion in goods to, the nation of Afghanistan during 1984. Although trade between our
nations is not significant, suspending MFN would be im?ortant as a signal, not only
to the Soviet Union, but to the Freedom Fighters as well that the United States has
a firm policy against Moscow’s brutal adventurism in Afghanistan.

The selective awarding of' Most-Favored-Nation status is a deliberate attempt to
hold Communist nations accountable for their discriminatory emigration practices.
Some may argue that Afghanistan should retain MFN status because it does not
follow such discriminatory emigration policies. In fact, Afghanistan, with the help of
the Soviet Army, has forced the emigration of 3 million Afghans to Pakistan and 1
million to Iran. These Afghans, representing one-fourth of that war-torn nation’s
pre-invasion total population," were compelled to flee in a new version of warfare
called migratory genocide. .

The point is that the Soviet Union, whose army occupies the major trading cen-
ters in Afghanistan and which is Afghanistan’s largest trading partner, does follow
a policy of discriminatory emigration. We cannot allow any advantages of MFN
with Afghanistan, no matter how small, to benefit the Soviet Union.

Not unlike other nations under Moscow's domination, the Soviet-backed Afghan

overnment is consciously aiding Moscow's attempt to terrorize and obliterate the

fghan people. The war in Afghanistan, now in its sixth year, primarily has been
fought by the Soviet Army. 115,000 Soviet Soldiers are stationed within Afghanistan
and another 35,000 are positioned just across the Soviet border. The U.S.S.R. has
embarked on a campa'{gln of terror, but the courageous peggle of Afghanistan have
refused to capitulate. Those Afghans who have defied the odds and remained in Af-
ghanistan must endure Soviet-sponsored chemical warfare, a scorched earth policy,
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indiscriminate bombings, and relentless Soviet offensives that achieve little except
the senseless destruction of life and property.

The might and brutality of the Army, however, has not prevailed over the
Afghan om Fighters. Moscow’s hope for a quick annexation of Afghanistan
was dashed by the resolve of the Freedom Fighters. In the five and one-half years of
devastation, Moscow's armies have only securely occupied approximately ten per-
cent of the nation.

Recent reports indicate that Pakistan and the Soviet-backed government of Af-
hanistan were making progress in negotiations to resolve the conflict. There is no
oubt that rpnogrem on these talks has only been possible through the resilience and

fortitude of the Freedom Fighters, coupled with strong U.S. support for their efforts.

Without MFN trading status, trade between the United States and Afghanistan
may become more difficult, but it will not end. Currently, the United States has
complete trade embargoes with several Communist countries, such us Cuba, North
Korea, Vietnam, and Nicaragua. Such nations are active clients of the Soviet Union
who depend heavily upon Moscow’s assistance. It is consistent with our policy that
we do not aid these nations with our trade.

Bg' adopting legislation to rescind Moset-Favored-Nation status for Afghanistan, we
send a signal that their standing in the community of nations is deplorable. S. 925 is
the proper step for a rational glg toward Afghanistan. I believe that after imple-
menting the provisions of S. 925, also should closely review the possibility
of cutting off trade completely with Afghanistan.

Continued pressure must be applied to the puppet government in Kabul, as well
as on the Soviet Union. I commend my colleagues in Congress who have approved,
for the first time, overt aid to assist the Freedom Fighters. Although the amount to
be sent, $5 million, will not end the food and medical care shortages they are experi-
encing, such aid will be a boost to the morale of the resistance in Afghanistan. The

y e of S. 925 will send a similar message of our support to the Afghan Freedom
ighters.
urge this distinguished panel to quickly approve S. 925 and to work for its pas-
sage on the floor of the Senate. Thank you, aga?n. Mr. Chairman, for this opportuni-
ty to speak on behalf of this legislation.

Senator DANFORTH. My one question is this: Do you think that
this bill, if enacted, would have any effect on either Soviet policy or
Afghan policy?

nator D’AMATO. Mr. Chairman, are you directing that toward
me? I think it would have an effect.

Senator DANFORTH. Do you think it would change their policies?

Senator D'’AMAaTO. No; but I think it would begin to put some
substance behind the rhetoric that they have grown accustomed to
hearing, that others throughout the world have viewed us as the
paper tiger who makes pronouncements. Then, even in spite of
what is going on, sees fit to turn his head and to engage in trade.
How can we do that—on one hand, saying that we are appalled by
that which is taking place—the genocide of the Afghan peo‘lﬂe—
and then by the same token, not even begin to invoke the mildest
of sanctions. So, I think that it is at least keeping faith with what
we should be about. :

Senator HumMpHREY. Mr. Chairman, may I respond to that be-
cause I think it is an important question? m my view, the con-
tinued extension of most-favored-nation status to the Government
of Afghanistan—the puppet government—Ilends to that government
an element of credibility to which it is by no means deserved. And
we should withdraw that element of credibility. Will that change
Soviet policy, by and of itself, no. But it seems to me that we in the
West and in the Third World are missing important opportunities
to orchestrate every possible element of pressure against the Soviet
Union to encourage that country and to make it in the interest of
that country to withdraw, not only support in the sense of the free-
dom fighters, but marshaling every diplomatic and every political
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and every economic means at our disposal toward that end. And
this is but one element and one effort in that regard.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Heinz.

Senator HEiNz. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions, but I have
some testimony that I would like to submit on the subject of Hun-
garian and Romanian MFN, but I will wait until there are others
who have questions to finish.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Armstron%.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions, but I
would like to congratulate my colleague. I did not have an opportu-
nity to review all of the testimony, but I did review the testimony
submitted by Mr. Humphrey, and I appreciate what you are doing
in submitting the bill.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Symms.

Senator Symms: No questions right now, Mr. Chairman. I apolo-
gize that I missed the testimony of our two colleagues, but I will
review it. And then, at the proper time, I do have a statement that
I would like to make.

Senator DANFORTH. All right. Gentlemen, thank you very much.

Senator HEiNz. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to note that Sen-
ator D'Amato appears here for the first time as Chairman of the
U.S. Helsinki Commission. He has not previously appeared in that
role, although he has once or twice spoken very moderately on
such subjects as industrial development bonds. But in this connec-
tion, he wears a new hat and he wears it well.

Senator D’AMATO0. Thank you veﬁy much, my distinguished col-
league from Pennsylvania. I am delighted again to be able to
appear here with Senator Humphrey. I commended him on his ini-
tiatives. It has the support, by the way, of the State Degartment. I
find that intriguing. I won'’t say anything further. [Laughter.]

So, I wonder about that. I think it is interesting, and I think'it is
most appropriate that we really undertake this rather modest
effort. I think it is a modest effort in attempting to give some aid to
those who are most in need of it.

Senator DANFORTH. When the State Department speaks out on
, inte]rnational trade, the Finance Committee should listen. [Laugh-

ter.

Senator D'AMATO. Mr. Chairman, somebody said this is a new
Senator D’Amato in this session.

b lSlems\bor HEeiNz. You are supposed to be testifying in favor of the
ill—— 4

Senator D’AMATO. I am testifying in favor of the bill. I am just
saying that generally we have found them on the other side of
these things. Maybe our good friend, Edward Derwinski, was able
to bring some—you know, I would like to see us exercise more than
just empty rhetoric, and I think this bill begins to move us in that
direction. So, I am pleasantly surprised at the State Department
for supporting it. )

Senator DANFORTH. Maybe foreign policy and trade policy are
the same in the view of the State Department. What do you think?
[Laughter.] _

Senator D'AMATO. I am not going to get into those troubled
waters, Mr. Chairman. I am going to let you, who have been deal-
ing in that area, continue to lead us.
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Senator DANFORTH. Thank you both very much. Senator Heinz,
do you have a statement?

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN HEINZ, U.S. SENATOR FROM THE
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

Senator HEINz. Mr. Chairman, I debated for a long time whether
I should iioin Senator D’'Amato and Senator Humphrey at the table
because I am testifying, but I decided that I could assure myself of
easier treatment from my colleagues if I hid among them up here.
Mr. Chairman, I am pleased once again to address the subcommit-
tee on the subject of most-favored-nation status for Hungary and
Romania. I am speaking today as a member of both the Finance
Committee and the Helsinki Commission. Like the Helsinki review
process, the annual most-favored-nation review mechanism in sec-
tion 402 of the Trade Act, otherwise known as the Jackson-Vanik
amendment, is an important tool of human rights diplomacy. Over
the past decade, Jackson-Vanik has eased a lot of tens of thousands
who have appealed to the United States for humanitarian assist-
ance. Let me begin by assuring everyone here today that the Hel-
sinki Commission’s new leadership will play and continue to play a
vigorous role in the promotion and preservation of the MFN proc-
ess. As we have seen, Senator Alfonse D’Amato, the Senator from
New York, and also Cochairman Steny Hoyer, the Congressman
from Maryland, have pledged that our Commission’s committed,
concerted, and compassionate attention to human rights concerns
in Hungary and Romania will continue year around. The Helsinki
Commission takes this occasion to emphasize how seriously we
regard the MFN review. Every year we take a fresh look at each
new country under review, and make a new determination on
MFN extension based on human rights performance, and not prom-
ises; on deeds, not words. While we do not expect to see overnight
transformations, we do expect to see steady improvements in
human rights conditions to be made over time.

Taking the above considerations into account, I will now com-
ment on the two Helsinki signatory countries to which Jackson-
Vanik is applicable, Hungary and Romania. I think we have heard
from Senator D'Amato and Senator Humphrey on the subject of
Afghanistan.

rning to Hungary, the Commission is pleased to note that
family reunification cases between our two countries have contin-
ued to be resolved without difficulty. Therefore, the Commission
supports the renewal of Hungary’s MFN status for another year.
At the same time, however, it must be remembered that Hungary
continues to have emigration laws which are restrictive, even as
compared to other East bloc countries. Thus, while the current sit-
uation is favorable, the laws on the books may discourage some
Hungarian citizens from applying to emigrate. The laws also in-
crease the possibility that problem cases between the United States
and- Hungar‘y may arise in the future. With respect to human
rights, it is rguently reported that Hun?ary’s practices are good
when compared to those of other East bloc countries. While the
Commission would not argue this point, we would nevertheless
point out that Hungarian performance over the past few years has
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worsened. Hungarian citizens who, in conformity with the Helsinki
Final Act and the Madrid Concluding Document, speak out for
human rights and express their independent views on other sensi-
tive issues are harassed. While these actions are perhaps mild rela-
tive to practices in countries neighboring Hungary, they neverthe-
less have been successful in forcing Hungarian dissident intellectu-
als to carry on their activities in a much less open manner.

With respect to Romania, let me stress at the outset that the
Commission is under no illusions whatsoever about the human
rights situation in that country. Despite Romania’s independent
stance on some foreign policy issues, internal conditions are grim.
Within that difficult context, however, we can identify some areas
where light has been shed and where, as a consequence, improve-
ments have been made. But Romania still has highly restrictive
emigration laws, regulations, and practices. Yet, despite strong offi-
cial opposition to any kind of emigration, record numbers of Roma-
nian citizens have n able to secure exit permission. In 1984,
emigration from Romania—respectively to the United States, 4,545,
and to the Federal Republic of Germany, 14,831—was the highest
ever. Monthly totals for the United States and the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany for the first half of 1985 are well within satisfactory
limits. In 1984, Romanian Jewish emigration to Israel was 1,908
and was greater than in 1983. However, the Jewish emigration
total for the first 6 months of 1985 was a disturbing one-half of
that recorded for the same 6-month period of 1984. The Commis-
sion therefore urges the Romanian Government substantially to
improve its performance on Jewish emigration. At least four times
~ a year, the Commission presents lengthy caselists to Romanian offi-
cials. I am gratified to report progress in the resolution of Commis-
sion cases over the past year. The Commission’s July 1984 list con-
tained 328 cases, rough 3/ representing 1,200 individuals. After 1
year, 99, that is to say 30 percent, of the cases have been resolved;
that is, the people left Romania; and 64, or 19.5 percent, more have
received approval from the Romanian Government to depart. The
resolution and approval rates of cases on the Commission lists have
been slightly larger than in the past.

Mr. Chairman, numbers alone do not tell the whole Romanian
emigration story. Year after year, we have decried the economic
and procedural barriers emigrants must overcome and the myriad
forms of harassment which emigrants must endure before leaving
Romania. Therefore, the Commission places heavy weight on the
news communicated to us by the State Department that an agree-
ment in principle recently has been reached concerning im%'oved
Romanian procedures for emigration to the United States. Under
the new procedures, emigrants destined for this country will no
longer be subjected to the hardships previously inflicted on 825&
port holders awaiting entry visas for the United States. The Com-
mission is aware that the results of the new understanding cannot
have been felt in time for this hearing. Therefore, we want to make
it clear to the Romanian Government that we regard the agree-
ment as a declaration of serious intent and firm commitment.

The broader human rights problems in Romania continue to gen-
erate substantial congressional and public concern. Accordingly,
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during the past year, the Commission repeatedly has raised the fol-
lowing issues with Romanian officials, among other things.

First, the house arrest of Father Gheorghe Calciu since his re-
lease from prison in August 1984. A decision on the part of the Ro-
manian authorities to permit he and his family to emigrate would
be greatly welcomed here in the United States.

Second, continued stringent restrictions on religious liberty and
the harsh treatment of activist Christians, particularly dissenting
Baptist pastors.

hird, inhumane treatment of arrested or confined prisoners.

Fourth, the Romanian Government’s insentitivity to and inad-
equate provision for the cultural and educational needs of Roma-
nia's extensive Hungarian and other minority populations and the
persecution of minority rights activists.

Fifth, in contravention of the Madrid Concluding Document pro-
visions, the restriction of access by Romanian citizens to the B.S.
Embassy in Bucharest.

Sixth, restrictions on the free flow of information contrary to
Helsinki information provisions.

Also, although regarded as a sensitive issue by the Romanian
Government, the reunification of the Fodor family remains a
matter of humanitarian concern to the Commission.

Taking all of the above into consideration and giving particular
weight to Romania’s new agreement in principle on emigration
procedures for United States bound emigrants, the Commission
does not-think there is any useful advantage to be gained by oppos-
ing renewal of Romania’s status this time around. However, Roma-
nia must clearly understand that our agreement to MFN renewal
in 1985 is not to be regarded as an unqualified seal of United
States approval. To the contrary. The Commission makes an impor-
tant distinction between any diplomatic gestures that Romania
may make and actual human rights improvements which Romania
substantively must demonstrate. Mr. Chairman, I have a much
lengthier full statement. I would ask unanimous consent that it be
included in the record in full. I appreciate the interest of the Chair
and members in the Romanian and Hungarian situations and hope
that the committee will take the testimony of the Commission into
account in its deliberations.

Senator DANFORTH. All right. Without objection. And all of your
statements will be included in the record automatically, so the wit-
nesses don’t have to ask for that permission. Next, we are happy to
have Congressman Crane and Congressman Siljander.

Senator Symms. Mr. Chairman, could I make a brief opening
statement? \

Senator DANFORTH. Yes, Senator Symms. i

Senator Symms. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and I will
be as brief as ible here. There are two countries that currently
receive most-favored-nation status whose internal situation and
policies toward the United States I want to briefly comment on. Af-
ghanistan, from what I can view only as an incredible oversight,
continues to enjoy MFN privileges from the United States. Al-
though the trade is small between our two countries, the symbol-
ism of MFN status with the Soviet puppet government is a major
concern. There is no need for me to elaborate on the appalling
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human rights situation inside Afghanistan or the political views of
the Afghan Government. We have covered that topic extensively in
the Afghan Task Force hearing in the ad hoc bipartisan committee,
which Senator Humphrey chairs, and of which I am a member. I
do wish that everyone at this hearing had the opportunity to sit
through some of the sessions the task force has held because they
would be shocked at the enormity of the Soviet offenses against in-
nocent people of Afghanistan. Afghanistan deserves MFN status, in
my opinion, as much as the Soviet Union does—in other words, not
at all. I see no justification whatever for continuing MFN status
with Afghanistan, and I am pleased that the State Department has
taken this view.

Mr. Chairman, in my view, Senator Jackson wisely conceived the
Jackson-Vanik amendment, which properly ties since 1974 human
rights matters to privileged trade status for Communist countries.
In other words, Jackson-Vanik is a carrot and stick approach to the
Communist nations. If they allow emigration, they may receive
MFN status. Mr. Chairman, in the case of Romania, the case of de-
nying MFN is very clear. Romania has not been complying with
Jackson-Vanik. An article from the June 12 Wall Street Journal by
the program director for International League of Human Rights
argues that human rights are taking a beating in Romania. Ne dis-
sent group is allowed; no independent labor union, citizens’ group,
scientific or legal or other professional associations can function.
Not even an underground press has survived. The regime controls
virtually all aspects of life, intruding deeply into the personal,
family and religious matters. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I am
going too far in saying that the United States has had a bad repu-
tation for villifying our friends and ignoring the greater vices of
gur enemies. In my view, Romania is no friend of the United

tates.

Mr. Chairman, I have another meeting which I am going to have
to attend. I hope to be back, and I apologize to some of the wit-
nesses that I will not be here to hear, but if I am not back, I would
hope that Ambassador Funderburk would answer the following
questions. No. 1, is there evidence of Romania transferring technol-
ogy to the Soviets from the United States? No. 2, what is Roma-
nia’s involvement in military arms exports and terrorism? No. 3, is
there evidence of Romania’s complicity in the death of the Catholic
priest, Father Joseph Halif and of the demolition of various
churches and jailing of the church leaders on trumped-up charges?
And question No. 4, how much does the Romanian Government
benefit in money from MFN and what dproducl:,ss are dumped on the
United States market as a result and produced by virtual slave
labor? Mr. Chairman, in order to save the committee’s time, I
would ask unanimous consent that my entire statement be commit-
ted to the record as if stated.

Senator DANFORTH. Without objection.

Senator SymMms. And I welcome my dear friend and colleague,
Congressman Crane, who will testify before this committee today,
and [ will yield my time so that you may go ahead.

Seﬁ'tator DANFORTH. Congressman Crane, we are delighted you
are here.
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STATEMENT OF HON. PHILIP M. CRANE, U.S. REPRESENTATIVE
FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Mr. CraNE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and it is a privilege to
appear and testify today. And I thank my distinguished colleague—
former colleague from the House—Senator Steve Symms for his
welcoming remarks, but I think I get the hint: As soon as he yield-
ed to me, he indicated that he is leaving. I am not sure whether
there is a message there or not. [Laughter.)

I would ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that my entire
statement be entered in the record.

Senator DANFORTH. You don’t even have to ask for it.

Mr. CRANE. Thank you, sir. I will be brief. There are two bills
that I have introduced and that is in response to the President’s
waiver on the question of most-favored-nation status for Romania.
One bill, which is potentially subject to a challenge, would simply
overrule the decision the President made. The other, I think, goes
to the heart of the problem, and that is giving, as we did in 1974
with Jackson-Vanik, the right of the President to personally exer-
cise unilaterally the power of determinih% what nations—which
might not otherwise have qualified for MFN—are eligible to re-
ceive it. In this case, it applies to Hungary and it applies to Roma-
- nia and it applies to the People’s Republic of China. What my ob-
jective is is to reassert congressional responsibility, which I thought

asically we did. We established guidelines for most-favored-nation
status with the Jackson-Vanik amendment, and I feel it is a good
guideline. All we asked these countries to do—these nonmarket
economies—was to observe some pretty fundamental human rights.
The right of emigration without fear of reprisal or punishment, if
one seeks to emigrate. And if in fact they lived up to that minimal
standard, then they would enjoy certain trade concessions that we
have conferred upon the market economies in the world. There are
18 that we do not grant MFN to, running from Albania to the
Soviet Union; but as I say, in these three cases we, through execu-
tive authority or exercise of that waiver authority, have given
them MFN status and yet there is no evidence whatsoever that
giving them that kind of a break has resulted in a liberalization of
their emigration policies nor punishments and abuses, violations of”
. human rights against their own people. There are, it seems to me,
some economic considerations aside from the human righis consid-
erations. And Ambassador Funderburk, I think, when he testifies
can elaborate more fully on this, that we have a significant world-
wide trade imbalance. It is no more vividly demonstrated than in
the imbalance of trade we have with Romania. Moreover, the Ro-
manians have been guilty of dumping products on our markets. We
are, in the Trade Subcommittee over on the House side, now debat-
ing some legislation that moves in the area of protectionism on tex-
tiles. The Romanians have dumped textiles in our markets in viola-
tion, in fact, of agreements; and then they come to plead their case
in security sessions, so, they are not even abiding by trade agree-
ments that we presumably have with them. These outrages are bad
enough, but it seems to me that the real outrages you will hear
from others who will testify before the committee, including Rever-
end Havadtoy, on the obscenity of the Romanian Government per-
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mitting 20,000 Bibles to be shipped ostensibly to get into the hands
of Romanian citizens, and the Bibles never arrived. It was subse-
quently uncovered that the Bibles have been converted to toilet
paper. It is this sorry, dismal record that, it seems to me, warrants
action on the part of Congress to reassert the principles of Jackson-
Vanik, at a bare minimum; and in addition to that, to recognize
that Romania is a friend of the United States if you are talking
about the people. But that Government clearly is not a friend of
the United States or its people; and this action, therefore, Mr.
Chairman, is called for. Thank you.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you. Congressman Siljander.

[The prepared statement of Congressman Crane follows:)

ReMARKS ofF Hon. PHiLiP M. CRANE, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, ON MoST FAVORED
NATION TRADE TREATMENT

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee, it is indeed a pleasure to have
the opportunity to testify before this Subcommittee on the granting of Most Favored
Nation status to non-market (communist) countries. Reforms in the existing system
are Jong overdue, and hopefully this hearing will conclusively reveal those short-
comings and loopholes that allow repressive governments to repeatedly receive
MFN trade status from the United States.

In an effort to establish some prerequisites that the granting of MFN trade status
would be contingent upon, in 1974 the Congress incorporated a provision that would
require communist countries to comply with the basic tenets of the Jackson-Vanik
amendment in order to receive MFN status. The Jackson-Vanik provisions were
made a part of the Trade Act of 1974 in an effort to improve the respect for basic
human rights in communist countries. As the amendment itself states, its purpose is
“to assure the continued dedication of the United States to fundamental human
rights. . . ."” This is accomplished by denying MFN status to the non-market (com-
munist) countries that have failed to comply with the amendment’'s provisions re-
garding the right to emigrate.

In addition, the law also contains a provision which allows the President to ask
for a waiver in cases where the non-market country does not comﬁly with the emi-
gration requirements of Jackson-Vanik. Unfortunately, the last three Administra-
tions have invoked this waiver authority for several communist countries which do
not even comply with the minimal emigration requirement of Jackson-Vanik. It is
incomprehensible to me that we should grant MFN status to a country that does not
even comply with the simple requirement of *allowing citizens the right or opportu-
nity to emigrate.” The only other requirement in Jackson-Vanik is that the govern-
ment not “impose more than a nominal tax, levy, fine, or other charge on any citi-
zen as a consequence of the desire of such citizen to emigrate.”

These dual requirements are anything but onerous or excessive, and yet we have
not insisted that they be respected. Year after year successive presidents have elect-
ed to waive compliance with Jackson-Vanik. Meanwhile, mere X expressing a desire
to emigrate from within these communist countries could lead to the loss of one's
ration cards (without which they cannot buy food), demotions or terminations at the
place of their employment, harassment of spouse and children, detainment and im-

risonment, and even death. We would all agree that this is most severe treatment
or expressing a wish to leave a country.

Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to discuss for a few moments the specific
case of MFN with Romania.

For a decade now, every successive President has continued to renew the MFN
status to the Socialist Republic of Romania. Over that same period of time both the
Senate Finance and House Ways and Means Committee have been hearing reports
of emigration taxes, of religious persecution and of the systematic repression of all
those who criticize the government. Yet surprisingly, no President has ever denied
MFN status to Romania.

I bring up the example of Romania because Romania is supposed to be one of our
success stories, a country against which we supposedly have used the “leverage” of
MFN to move the Romanians away from the Soviet Union and reduce the number
of human rights violations. However, our former Ambassador to Romania, David
Funderburk, tells a very different story, a story you will hear later in this hearing.
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A simple glance at the map of Eastern Europe will tell us how much “leverage”
we actually have in encouraging independence from the Soviet Union. The geo-stra-
tegic reality is that this country has no open access to the West. It is completely
surrounded by the Soviet Union, Bulgaria, Hungary, and Yugoslavia; ‘countries
which have absolutely no tolerance of actions contrary to the wishes of Moscow.

A basic review of the governmental structure of that country will also reveal how
much “leverage” we actually have in reducing the overall emigration problem, the
overall religious persecution, and_the systematic repression of critics of the govern-
ment. The political reality is thdt the government of this country is a totalitarian
dictatorship run by the communist regime of Nicolae Ceausescu. This man has per-
sonally ordered the assassination of critics of his regime, has allowed bibles to be
turned into toilet paper, and runs a police state where cars are randomly stopped
and trunks inspected, armed military personnel thoroughly search anyone coming
in to or going out of the country, and citizens are required by law to report to the
police any contact they have had with foreigners within 24 hours. Just open your
ears to the testimony of Juliana Pilon of the Heritage Foundation, Reverend Jeff
Collins of Christian Response International, and Ambassador Funderburk to hear
how unsuccessful the leverage of MFN has been.-

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, while you may know of a few Ro-
manian citizens whose problems with their government have been solved soon after
the flag of MFN was waved about their cases, you must remember that there are 22
million people in that country. A half dozen individuals do not constitute leverage.
Instead, they constitute a facade which blinds Americans from the political assassi-
nation, the torture and murder of outspoken priests, the treatment of emigration
applicants as traitors to their country, and the flow of U.S. technology to the Soviet

nion.

Romania is supposed to be making progress in human rights, thanks to our gener-
ous trade policy. However, Mr. Chairman, a regime that bulldozes churches, mur-
ders clergymen, and incarcerates individuals who are discovered transporting bibles
in the trunk of a car is not making progress in human rights.

Romania is not the only undeserving nation that is currently reaping the benefits
of free and open access to our economy. The administration, by requesting a waiver
for Hungary and the People’s Republic of China, has apparently elected to overlook
the abysmal human rights records of these communist countries as well. The argu-
ment in favor of leverage doesn’t hold up any better for Hungary or the PRC than it
does for Romania. Why is it that the Congress continues to allow the President to
waive the review of human rights conditions and grant the advantages of American
trade to these offenders of personal freedoms?

Today I am introducing two pieces of legislation that seek to address the short-
comings of the current process of granting MFN trade status to non-market coun-
tries. One is a resolution of disapproval of the President’s decision to waive the
Jackson-Vanik provisions and grant MFN status to Romania. The other would
eliminate the President’s waiver authority over non-market countries as established
in the Trade Act of 1974. If Romania, Hungary, and the PRC want to continue to
receive the benefits of trade with the U.S,, they will have to prove that their human
rights conditions are in compliance with the standards as established under Jack-
son-Vanik. The president will no longer have the unilateral power to waive this
compliance.

I believe that the time has come for us to let these non-market countries know
that in order to get MFN trade status they must deserve it. We owe it to the people
of communist countries to exercise our congressional authority over trade and
remove from the President the ability to grant trade status without even consider-
ing human rights conditions. In this way, no future administration, or Congress for
that matter, can disregard human rights in according MFN status to non-market
countries. .

In closing I would like to thank the distinguished Chairman for holding these
hearings. Perhaps the eyewitness accounts of those scheduled to testify will finally
motivate the Congress into legislating a permanent change in the procedure for
granting MFN trade status to communist countries. By strictly appl{in% Jackson-
Vanik to those communist countries currently enjoying the benefits of MFN status,
maybe then a dramatic improvement in the overall human rights situation will fi-
nal{y occur. Until that time, the United States will continue to subsidize the repres-
sion and brutality that characterizes the regimes in Romania, Hungary, and the
People's Republic of China.
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STATEMENT OF HON. MARK D. SILJANDER, U.S.
REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

Mr. SiLJANDER. Yes. I would like to thank the committee for
having the courage to hold hearings. I only wish our side was cou-
rageous enough to do so as well. As I sit here with Congressman
Phil Crane, who has been a leader in this area, I am in support of
all his comments. I just want to say, Mr. Chairman and others,
that I recently visited Romania for a short time. My clear, distinct
impression based on that visit, after talking to so many officials
and citizens there, is that there is a definite doublemindedness.
There is always another side of the coin as one talks with the
people and with the administrative officials. For example, there are
plenty of Bibles, we are told, for all those who want them, but we
were not told that they had distributed as many Bibles as the Gov-
ernment feels is necessary for the people—not what the people feel
is necessary for themselves.

And 20,000 Bibles, for example, that were shipped to Romania
for distribution ,under an agreement with the Government have
been turned into toilet paper, to show the kind of indiscriminate
disconcern for religion by the Government of Romania. And we
have samples of that toilet paper. We have held news conferences
where some of the Bible was still in print on that toilet paper.

Let me also mention that they said they had built 34 church
buildings in the last 5 years, but they haven’t told you they have
torn down 36. And the ones that they have replaced are in such
inconvenient locations that the old, the elderly—many of those
without automobiles or convenient transportation—can no longer
attend a church because it is so far out of their reachable area. I
visited a church that was under construction with a local official.
The local church leader is smiling, saying, ‘“Yes, we have no prob-
lems with construction materials. The Government has been very
cooperative.” And out around the building, with the local official in
front and out of ear’s distance, he said a small word: “Please help
us.” So, while the officials are intimidating enough to censor, there
is a secondary reality always.

Emigration is another obvious issue. When the most-favored-
nation trade status hearings begin, there is a flood of emigration;
but unfortunately at other times between the hearings, we find the
government flooding emigration lines with those they know are in-
eligible and will never be OK’d. As a result, a backlog of immigra-
tion lines in the United States has been blamed as opposed to Ro-
mania.

I saw the rubble of a church that had been bulldozed in Dstrice,
Romania, and shared the hearts and concerns of many local people-
there in the middle of wintertime. I just want to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that the faith of the people in that country, both of the Chris-
tians and the Jewish people, is remarkable, despite the intimida-
tion that they have to go through. They have been watching the
Government tear down so much of what theg paid so much for in
their own personal blood, sweat, tears, and finances to build. It is
quite a disaster.

Oh, yes, they have issued permits to build churches, the Govern-
ment will tell you. What they don’t tell you, Mr. Chairman, is that
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it is impossible to obtain building supplies to build the churches,
because the 5-year plan under the Marxist government of Romania
will not allow for the construction of churches. There are only so
many nails, so many square foot of carpeting, so much w al-
lowed in the 5-year plan for the country. And people who might
sell building materials to the churches—those people are often
fired from their jobs or are mysteriously missing not too many
months later. So, in every single case—I wish there were more
time to go into more cases at this hearing—I wanted to share with
you my own personal experience and my own study of the situa-
tion. There is definitely a doublemindedness that is more than ap-
parent upon visiting that country and hearing the hearts of the
people ‘there. So, I do sincerely thank you for holding these hear-
ings. I feel at the bare minimum we should ask that the Jackson-
Vanik language be included. I have a bill in the House to do this—
including cultural, religious, and ethnic rights along with the
rights of emigration, before we so freely hand out a special trade
status to a country that engages in such tyranny and intimidation
of their people. And I thank you for the chance to testify.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you, sir.

[The prepared written statement of Congressman Siljander fol-

lows:)

TESTIMONY OF REPRESENTATIVE MARK D. SiLJANDER BEFORE THE SENATE FINANCE
CoMMITTEE HEARING ON MOST-FAVORED-NATION STATUS FOR ROMANIA

Mr. Chairman: Thank you for inviting me to testify before your committee. These
hearings are a timely and important expression of Confressional Concern for the
welfare of people struggling against communist tyranny. I hope the House of Repre-
sentatives will have the same courage that the Senate has.

I join Congressman Phil Crane here today in support of his motion to disapprove
the granting of Most-Favored Nation Status to Romania. The irresponsible decision
lav the Shuiltz State Department is another signal to the rest of the world that the

nited States is a paper tiger that punishes its friends, rewards its enemies and is
impotent in the face of those who would kill our citizens. It is indeed an embarrass-
ment to reflect that he is a member of a Republican Administration.

The Communist country of Romania has increasingly violated the human rights -
of its citizens. This heinous crime is not restricted to one particular group, and both
Christians and Jews alike are constantly under extreme pressure an rsecution in
Romania. Plesse let me take the time to inform you of just a few of the many vari-
ous actions that the government of Romania has taken to deny its citizens and
others of their human rights.

Although the Romanian authorities go out of their way to convince the West that
there is no violation of its inhabitants’ human rights, there is an extremely large
volume of reports of severe restrictions on freedom of speech, the right to peaceful
association, freedom of religion, and the right to emigrate. These charges are not
merely allegations, but all are clearly documented and are alarming to any person
who values individual liberties. We cannot overlook this, nor can we overlook the
thousands of arbitrary searches and detentions, the denial of due process, and the
pehychological and physical intimidation leveled at those seeking to emigrate. Ro-
mania is, indeed, still in the Soviet shadow, and, despite the reports that it often
pursues an independent course, these policies are indicative of the increasing ties
t};at she sllnares with the Soviet Union, another blatant violator of the human rights
of its e.

Hergegge some more specific examples of the shocking conduct of the Romanian
dictatorship. ond using its pervasive control over every facet of community life
and its monopo{ over every kind of organized activity, Romania has, in recent
years, increasingly resorted to sheer terror tactics, such as arrests, savage beatings,
imprisonment, <interrogations, mysterious disappearances, exile and peychiatric
treatment, in order to intimidate an increasingly resentful minority population. Re-
cently, such occurrences have sharply intensified, especially for religious and intel-
lectual leaders of minorities such as Hungarians. This also includes the continued
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discrimination against Hungarians in the Romanian educational system and the
stirring of ethnic animosities and chauvinistic sentiments by the Romanian govern-
ment. In keeping with the tradition of tyrannies which feed the people on national-
ism in order to divert their attencion from immediate hardships, Romania’s deepen-
ing economic crisis has brought on an ever more virulent appeal to the basest kind
of national chauvirism and to sentiments of hatred against the “barbarian intrud-
ers,” Hungarian and other minorities who wish to practice freedom. This results in
beatings, impriscnment, disappearances, and murders of minority individuals.

In view of the already discussed decline in minority educational opportunities and
the denationalization of Hungaries communities, it is hardly surprising that the
same policy of curtailment and elimination permeates minority cultural life as well.
The following are the words that appeared on flyers posted in Transylvania by the
Romanian government which openly incite Romanians against Hungarians: “Roma-
nian brothers! The Hungarians are traitors, they want to give Transylvania away.
Stop them! Beat them! Tear them asunder! Romanian brothers! Rid the country of
the Hungarian Parasites so that we can be its true possessors.”” Furthermore, edi-
tors of leading Hungarian-language periodicals are being fired from their jobs on a
continual basis. New threats of job dismissal are aimed against Romania’s minority
intellectual community. There is a prohibition of ceremonies and publications mark-
ing the centennial of the birth of Karoly Kos, a leading twentieth century cultural
and spiritual figure of Transylvanian Hungarians. There is also a prohibition of
ceremonies and publications commemorating the two-hundredth anniversary of the
birth of Sandor Korosi Csoma, the Transylvania-Hungarian scholar, traveler, and
author of the first Tibetan-English dictionary. Romania has made efforts to further
limit contacts between Transylvanian Hungarians and their ethnic kin from Hunga-
ry, and there are great restrictions on the use of the Hungarian language. This is,
however, just the tip of the iceberg.

In Romania, the secret police are ubiquitous, busy suppressing political dissent. In
March 1983, the state required that all typewriters and calculators be registered, so
their use would be denied ®¥persons who “present a danger to the public order or
state security.” Even lending or leasing such machines is forbidden. While other
Soviet bloc nations may monitor the possessions of such items, Romania actively
tries to limit their ownership by confiscating them.

Religious persecution is another of Romania’s most blatant violations of human
rights. Propaganda and smear tactics are used to promote atheism and discredit re-
ligion, and religious leaders are used by Romanian authorities. Unauthorized demo-
lition of churches is a favorite activity of the Romanian government, and as a
result, many church congregations are forced to meet in small tents in the bitter
cold. There is a need for church buildings, and appeals for authorization forms to
build them gain no results. Pastors are under constant surveillance, pressure, and
harassment, and the personnel structure and salary scale set by the Romanian gov-
ernment severely limits pastoral ministry. There are limits on the number of semi-
nary students allowed, and church activities bring job discrimination. Recent orders
issued by the Romanian government have stated. that people who engage in reli-
gious activities or who attend church are to be purged out of all administrative jobs,
and instructions for its implementation were given. Certain fields of study are off
limits to Christian students, and Christians are imprisoned on pretexts unrelated to
Christian activities. As a rule, when the Communist authorities want to put a Chris-
tian in prison for practicing his/her religion, they find a charge that has nothing to
do with that person’s Christian activity. This way, they can pretend that Christian
faith or activity is not the reason for imj-risonment.

Elena and Traian Bogdan were involved in evanfelism and in getting news of reli-

ious persecution to the West. Elena, risking her life, escaped to the United States.

owever, her husband Traian was found hanged, after four unsuccessful attempts
to cross over the Romanian border. Romanian Secret Police are using sophisticated
torture techniques against those caught distributing Bibles. The crackdown seems
aimed at the growth of the evangelical churches in Romania. Police powers have
recently been extended to increase their chances of finding Bible distributors. The
are now allowed to stop any car traveling on the road and demand that the trun
be opened, ostensibly to check if the driver has a spare tire, but actually to see
whether forbidden literature is being transported. Police have the power to confis-
cate the car if they find Bibles. The Reformed Church of Romania is under great
gressure. and the pressures are threefold—1) pressure of the militant/atheist state,

) suppression of a national minority, and 3) the presence of the Romanian Ortho-
dox Sﬁurch, which is not a church at all, but merely another agent of Communist,
pro-Romanian propaganda. In Romania, every nationality and religious denomina-
tion was compelled to hand over its archives, and more than eleven million books,
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written in the language of the minorities were taken from the communities, schools,
towns, and central libraries of Transylvania, Banat, and Partium. This is still con-
tinuing in many Romanian commynities. Romania does not allow the importation of
any foreign publications, except a few expressly technical magazines or periodicals.
Part of the intellectual and material destruction in Romania is the demolition of
426 monuments and historic memorials, which belonged to the Hungarian, German,
and Jewish nationalities as their cultural heritage.

The government of Romania actively discourages emigration. Emigrants often
wait for years and experience harassment or other difficulties before being permit-
ted to leave Romania, and the government also exercises close supervision over reli-
gious and international expressions. Many thousands of Romanians have been
denied the right to emigrate, including those seeking medical treatment abroad or
family reunification. Merely requesting exit permission triggers such reprisals as
employment demotion or dismissal, eviction, and denial of essential goods and serv-
ices.

Despite a full range of constitutional eguarantees. all liberties may be exercised
on!f within the narrow limits established by the party and state. Political dissent
and deviation from the party's policies are not tolerated. The use of intimidation,
and, to a lesser extent, physical pressure to discourage such activities persists. The
population is convinced of the omnipotence, capriciousness, and relentlessness of the
government's extensive security apparatus. Conditions have been deteriorating
alarmingly and rapidly. With the media under direct Fovernment control, the Ro-
manian government has tried increasingly to rid itself of Radio Free Europe. In
1984, West Germany uncovered a Romanian bombing plot against Radio Free
Europe, the only independent source of broadcast news about Romania in Romania.

It is evident that Romania is, in fact, one of the most flagrant violators of human
rights. The United States cannot just be an innocent bystander to this egregious
felony. A wise man once said, “All that is necessary for the survival of evil, is that
Evood men do nothing.” This is precisely what is occurring in the case of Romania.

e cannot simply watch on as human lives are imprisoned, and the United States
must react before more human lives are wasted away. Immediate action must be
taken in dealing with Romania before it becomes too late. I hope that you will give
this important matter very serious thought and careful consideration, as this is a
ve{)y delicate and pressing situation. Indeed, this urgent situation cannot be ignored.

nce again, thank you for the opportunity to testify before your committee. I wish
you well in your deliberations.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Armstrong.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Solzhenitzyn pointed out that the only re-
deeming feature of human nature is our willingness to avoid look-
ing at any kind of unpleasant situation—even an evil situation—if,
by doing so, we think we can ;’)rolong our own well being or even
the illusion of well-being. I don’t know much about Romania, but I
would have to say to my colleagues from the House that I think
they really do a service, not only for the Congress, but particularly
for people in that country who would have no other voice if it
weren’t for them and a handful of others expressing these con-
cerns. | am somewhat familiar with analogous situations within
the Soviet Union and elsewhere, and it appears to me that the very
fact that there is even a handful in the West who are willing to
champion the cause of religious freedom and freedom of ethnic ob-
servance, freedom of emigration, and other—what Congressman
Crane characterized as “fundamental freedoms’’—are really afford-
ing a degree of protection to these people, which isn’t much; but it
is the best we can do and it is a lot better than nothing. So, Mr.
Chairman, I don’t have any questions, but I just wanted to express
my admiration for the testimony that has n presented. I also
want to say that I hope the members of the committee and our col-
leagues in the Senate, as they look at this issue, will be inspired to
re:ﬂ;' be serious about what is happening in Romania and in Af-
ghanistan and in other nations around the world; and not only, let
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me say, in the Communist nations, although they are the ones that
are frequently overlooked, where abuses «f human rights have just
become a repetitious story and where, regrettably, the official posi-
tion of the United States in many cases has been one of sweeping it
under the rug, hoping it will go away, and somehow—as Solzhenit-
zyn pointed out—by ignoring the situation we can prolong our own
sense of well being. So, I thank our colleagues for coming to be
with us today.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Moynihan.

Senator MoyNIHAN. Mr. Chairman, I welcome my colleagues as
well, and I am in general in support of Senator Armstrong’s re-
marks. The behavior of the Romanian Government in a whole
range of areas has been despicable. The routinization and bureauc-
ratization of tyranny is almost normal behavior. We have statutes
that address this problem, and we ought to use them. And I just
want to again thank our colleagues.

Mr. CRANE. Thank you. And if I may add just one thing, Senator
Moynihan, that is I wonder if the Romanian Government is sitting
andy laughing at the United States because the more generous we
become to their Government the more obnoxious they become in
the treatment of their own people. We are making not just a laugh-
ing stock of ourselves but it has to be horribly depressing to the
Romanian citizens who are living under that tyranny to see the
United States, in effect, rewarding a tyranny for the oppression in-
flicted upon them. Again, I thank you for this opportunity to
appear.

nator DANFORTH. Gentlemen, thank you very much.

Mr. SiLJANDER. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I could ask unanimous
consent that my full testimony could be entered in the record?

Senator DANFORTH. You don’t even have to ask. It will automati-
cally be put in.

Mr. SiLJANDER. All right. Thank you.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you. The next witness is the Honora-
ble Edward Derwinski, Counselor of the Department of State.

STATEMENT OF HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI, COUNSELOR OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, DC

Mr. Derwinski. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. May I ask that my
statement in full be entered in the record?

Senator DANFORTH. Absolutely. You cannot only ask, but I assure
you it will be done. {Laughter.] .

Mr. Derwinski. In the interest of time, I will concentrate pri-
marily on the issue of Romania since the other two countries in-
volved—Hungary and China—do not seem to be the center of as
much attention at this point. Mr. Chairman, the continuation of
specific waivers permitting most-favored-nation tariff treatment for
Romania, Hungary, and China are before you at this point; and my
testimony, as I indicated, will primarily concentrate on Romania.
But I would make the point, and I might also make a personal ob-
servation—having worked in the House version of Jackson-Vanik
at the time—that the intent was to establish a relationship be-
tween trade and immigration. That has been the consistent inter-
pretation and the emphasis over the years. The administration’s
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position is that the extension of MFN treatment to these three
countries for an additional year is of fundamental importance to
our policies toward Eastern Europe, the Soviet Union, and, of
course, East Asia. These policies have been reaffirmed by all
United States administrations since 1975 for Romania, since 1978
for Hungary, and since 1981 for China.

MFN treatment for Htmgar and Romania is an important man-
ifestation of the President’s differentiation policy toward Eastern
Europe and the Soviet Union. This policy takes account of the con-
siderable diversity existing within Eastern Europe and provides
U.S. support for the foreign policy and internal policy dif?erences
which have evolved in many of those countries. Romania has estab-
lished, for over 20 years, a record of comparative independence
from the Soviets on forei‘gn and defense policy issues. The limits
Romania places on its Warsaw Pact military participation are
unique in Eastern Europe. Romania has, in fact, in specific in-
stances, exercised restraint on hard-line Soviet decisions. I think it
would be helpful, Mr. Chairman, if I could make a point about
most-favored-nation status, especially in view of the arguments by
my former colleagues in the House. I think we have to keep in
mind that most-favored-nation status is not a subsidy or an aid pro-
gram. As a matter of fact, there are 140 countries that have MFN;
only 14 do not. So, MFN is really part of a normal trade relation-
ship, rather than a special subsid);' or procedure. The application of
Jackson-Vanik applies to emigration procedures: it does not consti-
tute U.S. endorsement of internal developments or U.S. satisfaction
with the internal situation in countries which have MFN status.

On the contrary, extension and continuation of MFN, with
annual review, creates important opportunities for us to work suc-
cessfully for improvements in these countries’ emigration and
human rights performances. The administration is aware of the
considerable public and congressional concern over the human
rights situation in Romania. We share that concern. We believe
that the continuation of MFN status gives us effective influence to
seek improvements in Romania’s respect for human rights and to
secure further improvements in Romania’s emigration perform-
ance, in a general sense as well as in specific cases.

We have worked out in recent months a practical series of im-
rovements on emigration with the Government of Romania. In
act, I was in Bucharest just 6 weeks ago to hammer out the final
agreement. We will issue letters of eligibility through our Embassy
in Bucharest to prospective Romanian emigrants who appear to
meet our criteria for early admission to the United States. Roma-
nian authorities will issue emigration passports only to persons to
whom we have issued an eligibility letter. The point is, there will
no longer be a backlog of Romanians with passports for emigration
to the United States who do not meet our admissions criteria. The
policies of the Romanian Government regarding passport issuance
will jibe with our admissions regulations and procedures to ensure
an orderly flow.

I might also add, Mr. Chairman, that the cooperation of the
House and Senate Judiciary Committees have been helpful to us.
Following consultation with those committees, we have made avail-
able 750 additional fiscal year 1985 refugee numbers for Roma-
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r-ans. All Romanian passport holders who are currently eligible
for our Romanian refugee program will shortly be able to depart.
During my visit to Bucharest last month, we presented the Roma-
nian Government with a list of 23 specific emigration and marriage
cases. As of this moment, 11 of the 23 cases have been approved,
and we expect approvals of others very shortly.

One specific case, which Senator Heinz directed your attention
to, is Gheorghe Calciu and his family. We have been advised that
they will be permitted to leave Romania. Our latest information is
that they are now concluding their procedures for passport issu-
ance. Mr. Dorin Tudoran, who is a dissident literary critic is an-
other Romanian who has been of great concern to us. Our delega-
tion to the Ottawa Human Rights Experts meeting mentioned him
in their presentation this spring. He has received his passport and,
to the best of my knowledge, will leave Romania shortly. These are
two examples of specific cases we have been able to work out.

I should also :nention—and 1 am saying this not to gloss over
charges regarding the handling of religion in Romania; the infa-
mous toilet paper episode, for example, is something that no one,
under any conditions could justify—that there have been active,

direct contacts between American and Romanian religious commu- -

nities.

For example, one of the latest positive developments is that the
Romanian Government has completed arrangements for the Rever-
end Billy Graham to hold a crusade in Romania in September. As I
understand it, Reverend Graham will address church audiences of
several denominations in Bucharest and six other major population
centers. His meetings will be transmitted to church audiences by
closed circuit television, and the Romanian Government has given
assurances that there will be no interference with Reverand Gra-
ham’s audiences. This is another positive development which we
think that our annual review of Romania’s MFN status has hel
produce. Mr. Chairman, there is a positive situation with regard to
free(_io]m to emigrate from Hungary. I don’t believe that is contro-
versial.

Regarding the Republic of China, we believe that MFN has
served the economic and political interests of the United States as
well as the People’s Republic of China. They have given top priori-
ty to imgrovement in the area of foreign trade and investment.
Many U.S. businesses are taking advantage of these investment op-
portunities. There seems to be a positive prospect for U.S. invest-
ments, and we think it would be consistent with our relations with
China to maintain the practical relationship that MFN provides. I
should also add that there are over 60,000 Chinese with appruved
visa petitions waiting for their turn to emigrate to the United
States. Most of them already have family members living here, and
this is a natural process that will work itself out. I also should add,
Mr. Chairman, that the administration fully supports legislation
which would authorize but not mandate the President to discontin-
ue MFN treatment for Afghanistan. We stand ready to assist in
any way the passage of such legislation. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

genator DaNrorRTH. Thank you.

[The prepared written statement of Mr. Derwinski follows:]
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STATEMENT OF HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI, COUNSELOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
STATE

Mr. Chairman, I welcome this opportunity to testify for the Administration con-
cerning the extension of the President’s waiver authority under Section 402 of the
Trade Act of 1974 and continuation of the specific waivers permitting Most Favored
Nation (MFN) tariff treatment for Romania, Hungary, and China. My colleagues
from Commerce, Treasury, and USTR are submitting written testimony. I will dis-
cuss the specific waiver for each country in detail. My testimony re%arding Romania
will be somewhat more detailed than for Hungary or China, since I went to Bucha-
rest last month to discuss emigration procedures and human rights issues. I saw the
Forei(fn Minister and met with President Ceausescu for more than three hours, and
would like to report on significant developments from my visit. I would first like to
make a few general remarks.

Section 402 of the Trade Act of 1974, the Jackson-Vanik amendment, establishes a
relationship between trade and emigration. But the consec‘uences of continuing
MFN treatment for Romania, Hungary, and China extend well beyond trade or emi-

ation. The extension of MFN treatment to these countries for an additional year

as fundamental importance to the Administration's policies toward Eastern
Europe, the Soviet Union, and East Asia. These policies have been reaffirmed by
U.S. Administrations since 1975 for Romania, since 1978 for Hungary, and since
1981 for China.

MFN treatment for Hungary and Romania is an important manifestation of the
President’s differentiation policy toward Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union. This
policy takes account of the considerable diversity existing within Eastern Europe
and provides U.S. support for the foreign policy and internal policy differences
which have evolved and which continue to develop between the various Eastern Eu-
ropean countries and the Soviet Union. Hunﬁary has taken important steps toward
market economy mechanisms, which in turn have stimulated need for worker incen-
tives, access to consumer goods, and improved respect for human rights. Romania
has established, over 20 years, a record of comparative independence from the Sovi-
ets on foreign and defense policy issues. The limits Romania places on its Warsaw
Pact military participation are unique in Eastern Europe. At times Romania has
exercised restraint on hard-line Soviet decisions; its dissents from Soviet foreign

licy and arms control positions have stimulated questioning by other countries in

tern Europe. Alone among the East European countries, Romania has main-
tained good reiations with Israel.

In res to China, development of strong, stable, and enduring relations has
been a foreign policy objective of four consecutive U.S. Administrations. President
Reagan has reiterated that “such a relationshi%g: vital to our long-term national
security interests and contributes to stability in t Asia.” The visit to Washington
this week of PRC President Li Ziannian underscores the importance of this relation-
ship and reciprocates President an's April 1984 visit to China.

I would like to make clear what Most Favored Nation status is not. First, it is not
a subsidy or foreign aid program. It does provide for admission of a country’'s prod-
ucts to the U.S. market on a competitive tariff basis, and over 140 of the world’s
countries have MFN. Second, extension or continuation of Most Favored Nation
status to certain countries does not constitute U.S. endorsement of internal develop-
ment or satisfaction with the internal situation in those countries. On the contrary,
extension and continuation of MFN status, with annual review, creates important
opportunities for us to work successfully for improvements in the countries’ emigra-
tion and human rights pe-formance.

ROMANIA

The Administration is aware of the considerable public and Congressional concern
over the human rights situation in Romania. We share the concern. We believe that
continuance of MFN status gives the U.S. effective influence to seek improvements
in Romania's respect for human nﬁhts. and to secure further improvements in Ro-
mania’s emigration performance. MFN was originally accorded to Romania on the
understanding that there would be significant improvements in that country’s emi-

ation performance. Over the years, there has been very considerable improvement

th in overall emigration numbers and alleviation of some of the adverse effects of
Romanian emigration procedures. )

Mr. Chairman, we have energetically used the leverage which Romania’s MFN
status affords us and we are getting results. Last year more than 21,000 Romanians
. departed legally for the U.S., West Germany, and Israel, accounting for more than

haYF of the legal emigration from all the countries of Eastern Europe. Ten times
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more Romanians went to the U.S. last year than in 1974, before Romania had MFN.
Romanian emigration to the FRG declined in the first quarter of this year, but re-
turned to earlier high levels in the second quarter. Emigration to the U.S. remains
high, although monthly statistics have in recent years been distorted by the season-
al availability of U.S. refugee processing numbers for Romanian passport-holders
qualified for our Romanian program. There have been recent important positive de-
velopments in respect to procedures for Romanian emigration to the U.S.

On the other hand, denial of MFN to Romania would severely limit our influence,
and inevitably hold back family reunifications involving Romanians with relatives
in the U.S, ethnic Germans seeking to leave for West Germany, and Romanian
Jews seeking to go to Israel.

Romanian Jewish emigration to Israel in 1984 was the highest since 1976. There
has been a substantial falloff during the first six months of this year: 543 Romanian
Jews arrived in Israel during January-June, as opposed to 1,000 visas issued by the
Israeli Embassy in Bucharest in the?l'rst half of last year. The President said in his
report that we will continue closely to monitor Romanian Jewish emigration to
Israel, and we hope that the current unsatisfactory trend will be reversed. Based on
its anticipation that Romanian Jewish emigration will increase, the Israeli Govern-
ment has assured us that it favors continuation of Romanian MFN status from the
United States, and has authorized us to disclose that view.

I would like to speak for a moment about the hardships experienced by some Ro-
manians during the emigration process. These have long been of concern to us. We
are close to finalizing with the Romanian authorities details of an agreement which
will make the process of Romanian emigration to the U.S. considerably smoother
and less burdensome for the emigrants. Up to now, Romanian citizens have forfeited
jobs, access to social services, and sometimes housing after receiving their emigra-
tion passports. Some of these individuals obtained emigration passports before ascer-
taining whether they were even eligible for admission to the U.S., or, if eligible,
whether they could be accommodated under statutory quotas and admission ceilings
in the near future. If we could not accommodate them, would-be emigrants became
“trapped’ between Romanian emigration law and procedures and U.S. immigration
and refugee law. As I said, their situation has been of great humanitarian concern
to us. -

During my visit to Bucharest June 17-18, we informally worked out the basic ele-
ments of a procedure which will prevent this from happening in the future. The Ro-
manian authorities agreed, in future, to limit the issuance of passports with exit
visas for the U.S. to those individuals whom we are rromptly able to accert for US.
immigration processing. We will identify those people through issuance of letters of
eligibility sent by the American Embassy in Bucharest. The Romanian authorities
will in turn issue certificates to individuals stating that their passport applications
have been approved, and that the individuals may obtain their passports on produc-
ing a letter o eleigibility from our Embassy.

Once concluded, this agreement will be one of the most important and positive
developments in the area of Romanian emigration procedures in many years. Re-
ceipt of a certificate of passport approval will not involve loss of citizenship, jobs,
access to social services, or other hardships hitherto experienced by passport holders
awaiting U.S. visas. The new agreement should also help to raise the passport ap-
proval rate for individuals in whom we are most directly interested.

In these hearings last year, concern was expressed about the situation of Roma-
nian passport-holders qualified for our Romanian refugee processing program, but
whom we could not process for want of numbers. Following consultation with Con-

, we have made available 750 additional FY 85 refugee numbers available for
manians, and all Romanian passport-holders who are currently eligible for our
Romanian refugee program will shortly be able to depart.

During my visit to Bucharest, we presented to the Romanian Government a list of
28 emigration and marriage cases, and cases of dual nationals seeking to leave Ro-
mania, many of which had been pending for years, in which substantial Congres-
sional interested was evident. The Romanian Government is considering this list
sympathetically: up to now, 11 of the 23 cases have been approved, and more ap-
provals are expected shortly.

With regard to specific human rights cases of interest to the U.S,, I was advised
by Romanian officials last month and can now publicly confirm that Father
G};leorghe Calciu and his family will shortly depart for the West.

Dorin Tudoran, a dissident literary critic whose situation was also a focus of U.S.
concern at the Ottawa Human Rights Experts meeting this spring, has received his
passport and will leave Romania tomorrow.
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Mr. Chairman, we remain greatly concerned by the suppression of religious ex-
pression in Romania. We consider access to Bibles and other religious materials, the
right to practice religion freely, and free flow of information among co-religionists
to be among the most fundamental of human rights. Events such as the reported
conviction this week of Constantin Sfatcu are deeply troubling to all of us who share
that belief. We have made clear to the Romanian Government that we seek to main-
tain and enhance the dialogue that exists between religious groups in Romania and
their American counterparts, as well as an undertaking from the Romanian Govern-
ment to allow legal importation and distribution of Bibles and religious materials.

We also actively encourage direct contacts between American and Romanian reli-
gious communities. For example, we welcome as a positive development the Roma-
nian Government's agreement on arrangements for the Reverend Billy Graham to
hold a crusade in Romania in September. The Reverend Graham will address
church audiences of several denominations in Bucharest and six other major cen-
ters. His meetings will be transmitted to other church audiences in the respective
cities by closed-circuit television or sound relays; the Romanian Government has
siven assurances that there will be no interference with the Reverend Graham's au-

iences.

Mr. Chairman, the resolutions of the Calciu and Tudoran cases and the Romanian
Government’s undertakings to Reverend Graham are welcome and we believe they
are significant. Like the current level of Romanian emigration, they would not have
been possible without the continuation of MFN. Some have suggested that suspen-
sion of MFN this year might induce more rapid improvement in the Romanian
human rights situation. We do not agree. Whatever other steps Romanian govern-
ment might take in reaction to such a move by us, the immediate effect would
almost certainly be a precipitous decline in emigration, and the people most affected
would be those least able to defend themselves—the emigrants themselves. The Ad-
ministration remains deeply concerned about the human rights situation in Roma-
nia, which we have described in the Department’s most recent report on human
rights and in remarks by the Head of the U.S. Delegation to the CSCE Human
Rights Expert Meeting in Ottawa. We will continue to bring our concerns to the
attention of the Romanian Government on a regular basis. The recent improve-
ments I have described, however, demonstrate that annual consideration of MFN
rgréewal for Romania has created an effective framework in which our concerns are
addressed.

HUNGARY

Despite differences in national interests and international responsibilities, we con-
tinue to enjoy a frank yet cordial and useful bilateral dialogue with Hungary.

Hungary has continued to take a relatively positive and constructive approach to
emigration matters. Hungarian law permits departure rights only to individuals
over 5% years of age. However, in general practice, the government has granted the
majority of the applications to emigrate from people under that age ceiling. The
number of Hungarian citizens who apply to leave Hungary remains small. No sanc-
tions are imposed on those who seek to emigrate, nor do emigration procedures
appear excessive. Although two new emigration cases involving divided families
were recorded during the past year, both of them are on the way to being resolved.

“Trade is an integral part of our relations with Hungary and has yielded mutual
benefits. MFN treatment was first extended to Hungary in 1978 and has been an
important factor in the growth of trade between the United States and Hungary. By
the end of 1984, Hungary had eliminated the import restrictions on products from
hard currency countries imposed in 1982 in response to balance of payments con-
straints.

On April 29 of this year, Hungary joined two of the World Bank affiliates: The
International Finance Corporation and the International Development Association.
Membership in such international organizations, as well as the extension of MFN
treatment, further the important objective of bringing Hungary more fully into the
world trading and financial system. Hungary continues to adhere to the rules and
responsibilities of that system.

MFN has served the economic and political interests of the United States as well
as Hungary. We believe that the continuation of MFN treatment toward Hungary is
fully justified by our national interest and by Hungary’s performance under the cri-
teria relevant to this procedure.
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CHINA

Economic development has become China’s top priority, and China has improved
the environment for foreign trade and investment. Accordingly, our bilateral eco-
nomic relationship has moved to the forefront of our developing ties with China. As
this relationship has grown, disagreements have naturally arisen in some areas. We
can expect other problems will come up in a trading relationship which is dynamic
and which involves two very different trade and legal systems. Nevertheless, we be-
lieve the prospects are good for further growth of our economic ties.

Bilateral trade has increased dramatically in recent years. Overall, China is our
19th largest trading partner, while we rank as China’s third largest trading partner.
Last year, two-way trade reached a record $6.4 billion, a six-fold increase over 1978,
the year before relations were normalized. We ran a small trade deficit with China
last year ($377 million), only the second deficit since 1977. Since 1982, the share of
agricultural products in our exports to China has declined from more than 50% to
just 20% last g'ear. as China’s growing domestic production has dampened import
demand. The decline in agricultural sales, however, has been more than offset by
the growing volume of manufactured products exported to China. Sales of non-sensi-
tive "high-tech” products—especially computers and scientific instruments—have
been especially fast-paced. Last year, the dollar value of export licenses approved for
high-technology goods reached a record $2 billion, while the value of actual ship-
ments of high-tech products probably exceeded $300 million.

American business has not hesitated to take advantage of the opportunities for
investment in China. US direct equity investment now exceeds $150 million, distrib-
uted among some 60 joint ventures. Twelve US oil companies have spent about $600
million on oil exploration off China’s coast. The prospects are excellent that invest-
ment and trade opportunities for US firms will continue to expand as China seeks
‘f:{eign help in modernizing existing industries and in developing new ones, in a

de variety of fields such as telecommunications, electronics, transportation, and
‘electric power generation.

Government-to-government economic agreements that we have concluded and will
conclude with China are enhancing the opportunities for trade and investment with
the People's Republic. Agreements on trade, civil aviation, textiles, and claims and
assets, among others, provide a framework for our economic relationship. Work pro-
grams under our Science and Technology ment and our Industrial and Tech-
nological Cooperation Accord contribute to China’s development and create opw-
nities for American business. We hope that a tax treaty signed during the i-
dent’s vigit to China last year will be acted on by the Senate during this session.

China’s decision to speed up the pace of develogment by ter reliance on for-
eign goods and technology has been accompanied by some liberalization in the area
of emigration. Travel rest-ictions have been relaxed and simplified for both immi-
grants and short-term trav:lers. There are approximatel{ 15,000 Chinese students
and scholars in this countlx'. In addition, last year over 11,500 business visas were
issued to Chinese citizens. At the some time, our China posts issued over 12,500 im-
migrant visas. There are over 60,000 Chinese with approved visa petitions waiting
for their turn to immigrate to the US, most of whom have close family members
already. living here.

China’s commitment to more liberal emigration practices is reflected in the bilat-
eral U.S.-China Consular Convention, which has been in effect for three years. In
diplomatic notes accompanying the Convention, both sides agreed to facilitate travel
for the purpose of family reunification and, also, to facilitate travel between the two
aqntries of persons with simultaneous claims to the nationality of the US and of

ina.

+ In tune with its increasing openness to the outside world, China has liberalized
regulations governing foreign study by Chinese university students. Until early this
ear Chinese authorities required that students complete their education and work
iYor two years rrior to studying abroad. The Chinese also discouraged independent
overseas travel by students not supported by the government. The authorities re-
cently dropped these restrictions in favor of a new, more lenient policy that allows
any student with an assured scholarship or private support from abroad to arply for
permission to study abroad. Such students may travel abroad regardless of school
record, age, or length of employment.

This is not to say that emigration from China is entirely problem-free. Local work
units may be slow to approve departure, and officials are sometimes reluctant to
issue passports and exit permits to persons whose emigration might create gaps in
modernization efforts. The principal obstacle to emigration from China remains the
limited ability or willingness of other countries to receive the large numbers of
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people able and willing fo emigrate. In the case of the US, our numerical limitations
on immigrants from each country cannot keep up with the Chinese demand. For
example, applications for fifth preference immigration (siblings of U.S. citizens)
stretch back to 1979, implging at least a five year wait for applicants in this catego-
ry. There is no evidence, howevet, of any policy aimed at inhibiting the emigration
of those with legitimate ties abroad, although many encounter bureaucratic delays
in obtaining passports and exit permits.

Trade is a fundamental component of China’s modernization effort and an avenue
for China’s further integration into the community of nations. China’s advancement
toward greater modernization and integration is clearly in the American interest,
and MFN treatment contributes to this. The Administration strongly believes that
the continuation of MFN status for China is vital to our foreign policy interests.

AFGHANISTAN

Finally, Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to make clear our view that maintaining
MFN treatment for Afghanistan is inconsistent with our policy toward that country,
and that it sends the wrong signals to our adversaries as well as our friends. \Ve
have expressed our support for legislation that would authorize, but not mandate,
the President to discontinue MFN treatment for Afghanistan. We stand ready to
assist in any way to facilitate the passage of such legislation.

Senator DANFORTH. What is the status of the Fodor family, and
what is the administration doing about the case?

Mr. DErwinsKI. Let's see. The Fodor family is one of the families
that we are hoping to reunite. Mr. Fodor was the Romanian com-
mercial counselor. He defected in 1982. We are trying now to
obtain the Romanians’ permission for his wife and son to join him.
This matter has been raised, Mr. Chairman, by every high-ranking
official who has visited Romania in recent years. It was on the list
that I presented. Secretary Baldrige rai it personally with the
Romanian Minister of Trade. Ken Dam, who was until recentl
Deputy Secretary of State, raised the issue. And we are hoging, al-
though I can’t give you any concrete information yet, that this
matter will be resolved. I have to tell you quite frankly that that is
one of our tougher cases.

Senator DANFORTH. Now, to the backlog of cases. I understand
that U.S. immigration quotas have not kept pace with Romanian
emigration approvals. What is the cause of that, and what is being
done to resolve that at this time?

Mr. DErwinskI. That has been completely resolved. As a matter
of fact, just last week we worked out the final procedures with the
Government of Romania. What happened in many cases was that
individuals applied for Romanian passports to emigrate to the
United States without first finding out whether they were eligible
for early admission to the United States under our laws and regu-
lations. Under Romanian law, certain of these persons, when they
received their emigration passports, at that point had their emnploy-
ment terminated and in many ways were restricted from social
services. These people then, in a legal and personal way, were in
limbo, if I may use that term. What we have tried to do for years is
to get a balance between our legal ability to absorb not just refu-
gees but normal immigrants from Romania and the rate of issu-
ance of passports to Romanians who wanted to leave the country.
And that is the agreement that we worked out with the Romanians
just last month when I was there. Mr. Nicholas Lang of the Depart-
ment of State, who is here with me, was also with me in Romania
when we hammered out that agreement. Basically what that
does—and let me make the point once more—is that, pending a
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prospective Romanian emigrant’s_departure for the United States
he will no longer face the possibility of losing his citizenship rights,
including employment and access to social services, or encounter
any of the other hardships he might have previously.

nator DANFORTH. That has been agreed to by the Government
of Romania?

Mr. DErwiNnsKI. Totally.

Senator DANFORTH. Totally?

Mr. Derwinskl. Yes; and as far as I know, it is now standard pro-
cedure. As I say, just a couple of weeks ago it became official. We
reached agreement with them about 6 weeks ago.

Senator DANFORTH. And you have no doubt that that is being im-
plemented?

Mr. Derwinskl. 1 have no doubt, no doubt about it. And also, I
have no doubt that when we hammered out the agreement that
they understood that it was something that they couldn’t renege
on. We think within a short time it will clear up the backlog.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you. Senator Heinz.

Senator HEeiNz. Mr. Chairman, thank you. Is it your view, Mr.
Derwinski, that the Romanian Government is, with respect to
human rights, skating on very thin ice?

Mr. DErwINSKI. Yes.

Senator HEINz. And do you believe that there is a risk to them
that unless they do still more than you have successfully negotiat-
ed with them, that there is a very real risk that either you will
recommend or we will, on our own initiative, cause them to fall
through the ice?

Mr. DerwinsKI. I think they understand that there is a direct re-
lationship between their human rights practices and the problems
the administration will have justifying MFN to the Congress. They
understand that very clearly; and to the degree their system allows
it, I believe they are trying to adjust to the facts of life in that
area.

Senator HEINz. Did the administration have a difficult time in
coming to the conclusion that MFN should continue for 1 more
year, to be extended to Romania? Would you say it was a fairly
close call?

Mr. Derwinski. I wouldn't call it a difficult time in the sense
that what we were looking at primarily was the issue of trade and
emigration; and on overall emi%‘ration, in recent years, we think
that they have met the goals that we hoped they would. Where
they have fallen down is in the areas that really aren’t covered by
the act, which is their handling of individual churchmen and
churches within Romania. The statistics on Romanian emigration
not just to the United States but to Germany and Israel as well,
hold up very well under review. So, in that sense, they have been
complying with Jackson-Vanik.

Senator HEINz. Senator Symms, when he was here, indicated
that he had concerns about Romania’s transfer of technology to the
Soviet Union, about arms exports, and support of terrorism. And
he also wanted to have quantified in some way what kind of bene-
fit Romania was getting from the MFN, and also whether there
was any evidence of the dumping of Romanian products in the
United States market. Could you address those issues?
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Mr. Derwinski. Yes; I can. The Commerce, Treasury, and the
Trade Representative’s testimony go into more detail on specific
trade issues, but to my knowledge, there are no pending dumping
or dumping-related charges against Romania. I am not aware—and
I stand to be corrected by my State Department associates—that
Romania has been linked to any terrorist activities. All of the
countries of Eastern Europe have products that show up in unusu-
al places in the world—Nicaragua, for example, and a few other
countries—and [ am not here to tell you that we are dealing with a
bunch of angels. What I am saying, though, is that by comparison
with the other countries of Eastern Europe, Romania has been
uniquely independent in foreign policy. And they have been
uniquely independent in the way that they have selected to cooper-
ate or not cooperate with Warsaw Pact activities. We recognize
that as very positive and constructive.

Senator HEINz. Is there any evidence of Romania’s transferring
U.S. technology illegally or violating the provisions of section 5 of
the Export Administration Act?

Mr. DErwinskI. I don't believe there is any such evidence. I am
not aware that there have been any substantiated charges of their
participating in illicit technology transfers.

Sen;vtor Heinz. Have there been serious allegations in that
regard’

r. DErwiNnskI. Not that I am aware of. However, for the record,
Senator, Under Secretary of State Bill Schneider is the man with
specific authority in that area. I would be pleased to get additional
information on that from Secretary Schneider.

Senator HEiNz. Thank you very much, Counselor.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Armstrong.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Derwinski,
you mentioned that the violations of rights which occurred.in Ro-
mania tended to be those which were not covered bf the act. If I
understood you correctly, you pointed out that violations of the
rights of persons with respect to their religious observances are not
covered by the act. A natural question to ask, it seems to me, is:
Wouldn't it be a good idea to amend the act to cover those? And
that is, in fact, as I understand it, what the Siljander bill does. It
has been introduced in the House. I haven’t heard that it has been
introduced in the Senate. In fact, I am thinking of doing so. But
from what you said earlier, I judge that that would be a good idea.

Mr. Derwinskl. I don’t believe so, Senator. First of all, I think it
would be almost impossible to administer. And if you had a strict
application, I imagine you would get to the “roint where very few
countries in the world, outside of perhaps Western Europe and a
few countries in this hemisphere, might qualify. For example, a
country that is a part Islamic may be in violation of such an act.
That comes to mind. The point that I was making is that Jackson-
Vanik, as Senator Jackson and Congressman Vanik originally pro-
posed it—if I can recall from my participation in the debate, was
aimed primarily at the abuses the Soviets were then ;laerpetrating
against the emigration of Russian Jews. It was clearly aimed at
emigration. Logically, then, it was applied to the other countries of
Eastern Europe. Our statistics do show that there has been a sub-
stantial improvement in the number of Romanians emigrating to

52-704 O - 86 - 3
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the United States and other countries since Romania was granted
MFN. The Government of Israel, for example, is very satisfied.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Are these countries concerned about losing
their MFN status? In other words, you are saying that it has
worked?

Mr. DErwinsKI. It has worked. Yes.

Senator ARMSTRONG. It might be equally logical to suppose that
if we were to put a similar structure in the law with respect to reli-
gious observance that it would have the same effect.

Mr. Derwinskl. When you are talking about religious observ-
ance, remember that it could cut many ways. You are talking, for
example, about religious observance where certain countries have
applied Islamic law. I presume the application of such a law may
deny their citizens of non-Islamic faith some of their fundamental
religious freedoms, making the point that you would be moving
into an area where many, many other countries could therefore be
in violation if that law was passed.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Then, are you saying, in other words, that
in Islamic countries they are tearing down places of non-Islamic
worship? They are turning religious publications into toilet paper?

Mr. DErwiNsKI. I am talking about the application of the law
which, for example——

Senator ARMSTRONG. How about narrowing it down to Romania
since that it is the focus of our discussion? Would it be a good idea
then to apply this standard to Romania, as Congressman Siljan-
der’s bill seeks to do?

Mr. DErwINskI. No; I don’t think so. I think that the leverage we
are now able to exert can best contribute to improvements in Ro-
mania’s human rights practices.

Senator ARMSTRONG. If the principle works, why wouldn’t it

work equally well to encourage the Government of Romania“to- i

permit freer excercise of religious practices?

Mr. DErwiNnsKl. I believe there is only so much you can legislate
and then attempt to apply to foreign policy situations. That would
be very, very difficult. .

Senator ARMSTRONG. Mr. Derwinski, may I ask you about a relat-
ed matter? Are you familiar with the provisions of the Tariff Act of
1930 that forbid the importation of goods into this country by
forced labor?

Mr. DErwINsKI. Yes.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Did the State Department participate in the
recent administration decision not to enforce the provisions of that
act with respect to the Soviet Union?

v Mr. DErwiNski. The State Department was consulted, I am sure.
es.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Could you furnish us, either now or in writ-
ing, with some discussion of the nature and the extent of the par-
ticipation by the State Department, particularly the persons and
occasions of State Department participation and what the advice of
the State Department was?

Mr. Derwinskl. I will be pleased to do so, subject only to what
:inight. at this point be under some restrictions. I will be pleased to

o1it.
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Ser;ator ARMSTRONG. What do you mean—under some restric-
tions?

Mr. DERWINSKI. As l?'lou know, Senator, some of this information
may be classified. To the degree that that might im an immedi-
ate problem—I am not hiding anything. I will do the best I can to
give you the fullest possible information in answer to your ques-
tion.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, if I could have perhaps one
additional minute? Let me just say to Mr. Derwinski, who is a
friend of long standing, that the administration’s record on such
issues isn’t very iood am not referring to my friend from Illinois,
but in general, the attitude of the administration has been one of
indifference; and it has been at best an attitude of indifference. On
some occasions that have come to my attention, it gives every ap-

arance of deliberately avoiding the intent of statutes on the

ks. So, I would be very grateful if you would look into that. I.
would be glad to have a response for the committee; and if you find
that there are aspects of it that for some reason are under seal, I
would be grateful if you would just pick :1p the phone and call me,
and I will see if I can help get them unsealed.

Mr. DERwWINSKI. Yes.

Senator ARMSTRONG. I would just like to ask, Mr. Chairman, a
?uestion of Mr. Derwinski on an entirely different matter. Are you
amiliar with a book called “The Diplomats’’ by Martin Mayer?

Mr. Derwinskl. Offhand, no.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Thank ﬁ)u. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator DANFORTH. Senator Moynihan.

Senator MoyYNIHAN. Now, you are talking about a constituent.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Mr. Derwinski?

Senator MoyYNIHAN. No; Mr. Derwinski is a friend. Mr. Mayer is
a constituent and a friend.

Senator ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 1 wish to say that when I
mentioned this book, I meant it in a very complimentary way.

Senator MoyNiIHAN. Well, I am familiar with his book on banks.
May I say to Counselor Derwinski that we take this question of
forced labor seriously. Senator Armstrong and I are perhaps par-
ticularly interested in it. And we are not comfortable with what we
have learned. We will look forward to whatever information you
can furnish the committee.

Mr. DErRwINSKI. We will do the best we can for you. ‘

Senator MoYNIHAN. I know you will. On the other matter, I do
not comprehend the wishes to extend the Jackson-Vanik waiver
over the years with respect to Romania. I am not going to protest
the President’s judgment because it is his judgment, but I have to
say that it would not be mine.

r. DErRwiNskI. If I may comment on one thing, Senator, for the
record? Since you were in your younger days an Ambassador to the
United Nations, I am sure you appreciate the fact that we, of ne-
cessity, have found ourselves frustrated with the beating we take
there. We have recent—— )

Senator MoYNIHAN. We took some of it together, if you remem-
ber, when you and I were on the 1371 Delegation to the General
Assembly?

Mr. DErwiNsKI. Right. That was a banner year. [Laughter.]
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As you recall, Senator, under prodding from the Congress, we
have kept many records of the voting pattern of the members at
the United Nations, specifically the issue has often been used to
debate the legitimacy of aid recipients. Also, we have looked at the
countries of Eastern Europe. This is a breakdown of 10 key votes of
special interest to the United States during the 1984 U.N. General
Assembly. In these 10 votes, Romania voted with us once; they did
not vote against us; and 9 times refrained from voting. I mention
that only because that is the best record in all of Eastern Europe.

Senator MOYNIHAN. Let me say to you that I am glud you raised
that. I am glad you introduced that in evidence for your case. I
think that it is very important that those votes be noted in commit-
tees and that we record that. To vote with us once and abstain nine
times, that is a fact. And if rou were trying to get a majority in the
General Assembly, you would know that fact. And I thank you.

Mr. DErwINskI. Thank you.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you. Senator Bradley.

Senator BRaDLEY. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Can you
tell me what you think has changed between today and the last
time that renewal was up for most-favored-nation status?

Mr. Derwinskl. I think it would be accurate to say, Senator
Bradley, that we have been able to obtain cooperation from the Ro-
manian Government on a number of cases that have been of spe-
cial interest. I mentioned, I believe before you entered the room,
Father Calciu, who will very soon be leaving the country. His has
long been a case of special interest. I personally submitted to the
Romanian Government 23 cases for their consideration, 11 of which
have been favorably acted upon. May I add that we have worked
out a very good procedure whereby our Embassy at specific inter-
vals raises current lists of individual cases. I think overall we have
been coming along slowly but surely. The Romanian Government
has been more responsive on such cases in recent years.

Seqnator BrapLEY. Do they still charge education fees and emigra-
tion?

Mr. Derwinskl. Not to my knowledge. I believe that issue was
last raised about 3 years ago——

Senator BRADLEY. 1983.

Mr. Derwinskil. Right. They enacted a law which, as I under-
stand it, they do not enforce.

Senator BRADLEY. Can you tell me why there has been a rather
dramatic drop in their amount of emigration in the first 6 months
of 1985? »

Mr. DErwiNnskI. Part of that results from bureaucratic decisions
on our side with regard to the quarterly allocation of refugee ad-
mission numbers. “Fe expect the numbers, by the end of the year,
to be where they have been for the last few years. We keep records
for the United States, the Federal Republic of Germany, and Israel,
and the patterns have always varied from month to month. I be-
lieve by the end of the year they will pretty well be where they
have been historically.

Senator BRADLEY. We have documents that show that in the last
5 years the total emigration to the United States from the Republic
of Israel has been up; but that in the first 6 months of 1985, com-
pared to the first 6 months of 1984, it has dropped almost 40 per-
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cent. So, my question to you is: Why? Why would the Government
of Romania intentionally cut back on the amount of emigration,
when they know the count is being considered in determining the
most-favored-nation status?

Mr. DeErwinskl. I don'’t believe that that is actually what hap-
pened, Senator. .

Senator BRADLEY. Would you dispute the numbers?

Mr. DeErwiNskI. No. Just let me give you a couple of statistics. If
you look at the statistics which I have here for emigration from Ro-
mania to the United States since 1975—prior to 1975, the Roma-
nian numbers were running in the 400’s per year, in all programs.
In 1975, they reached 890. Last year, the total to the United States
was 4,545—a record number from Romania. This is roughly the
same as emigrated to Israel—1,908. That is the third largest
number that have emigrated to Israel in the last 10 years. To the
Federal Republic of Germany, there were 14,831--the largest——

Senator BRADLEY. No one disputes those numbers, and we each
have the same table, but it has dropped off dramatically in the first
6 months of 1985.

Mr. Derwinskl. There is also a table we have here which shows
the pattern by month. For example, in October and November you
get the greatest number year after year. In October and November,
early in our fiscal year, you get, owing to our bureaucratic deci-
sions, the greatest number of Romanians processed for admission
to the United States. And that will likely be the case this year also.
As I indicated to the committee, we are cleaning up the backlog of
Romanians with passports for emigration to the United States. The
agreement we worked out is now being implemented.

Senator BRADLEY. Mr. Chairman, I krow you want to move along
with the hearing, but may I ask just one more question?

Senator DANFORTH. Yes.

Senator BRADLEY. What can you tell me about the Romanian
Government's treatment of the Hungarian minority in the coun-
try? This has been a concern for many of us and it is one that I am
very concerned about. I see in your testimony where you make a
one-sentence reference to it. It surely warrants more than a sen-
tence.

Mr. DerwinskKI. I think it would be gccurate to say that the Hun-
garian minority in Romania is suffering primarily because the Ro-
manian economy is suffering. We have no hard evidence to show
that Hungarian Romanians are suffering any hardship that the
entire population of the country is not suffering given the economic
problems the country has faced in recent years. Now, I am very
well aware, Senator, as I know you are, of the long-standing prob-
lems between Romania and Hungary—the wars they have fought,
the differences in their cultures——

Senator BRADLEY. What about minority newspapers, or radio, or
what about the limits on theater? Those are signficant things. And
I would say, as one Senator that before you begin to come up and
ask for an extension of this, I would have to see some improve-
ment. I am not saying that it can’t be done, but I am sayirg that I
would like to see some improvement in these areas because there
are real concerns related to human rights, related to issues that
are important to this country. And from my perspective—unless
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someone can make a more accurate case on the drop-off—it trou-
bles me greatly.

Mr. DErwinskl. I am confident that we will have figures in a few
months that will show you a definite improvement in the flow.
That is one of the reasons we worked out this specific agreement.
That will balance our available numbers with the flow of Roma-
nians. I think it will result in the backlog being cleaned up and a
steadier flow of Romanians to the United States.

Senator BRADLEY. This kind of extension is not automatic. It is
related to what happens within the country in question.

Mr. DerwinsKl. | think it is also related to their willingness to
cooperate with us because of their MFN status.

Senator DANFORTH. Mr. Derwinski, thank you very much for
being with us.

Mr. DErwinski. Thank you, Senator.

Senator DANFORTH. Next, we have tt;(ranel consisting of the Hon-
orable Rudolph Aggrey, former United States Ambassador to Ro-
mania; Milton Rosenthal, former chairman and CEO at Engelhard
Minerals & Chemical Corp., and United States section chairman of
the Romanian-United States Economic Council; Jack J. Spitzer,
honorary president, B'nai B'rith International, on behalf of the
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations;
Rev. Don Kyer, director of Frontline Fellowship; and John Cross-
ley, Christian Rescue Effort for Emancipation of Dissidents. Gentle-
men, if it is all right with you, we will proceed in the order in
which your names appear on the witness list. Ambassador Aggrey.

STATEMENT OF HON. O. RUDOLPH AGGREY, FORMER UNITED
STATES AMBASSADOR TO ROMANIA

Ambassador AGGREY. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I a?]pear before
the subcommittee today to offer some observations on the desirabil-
ity of continuing most-favored-nation tariff treatment for Romania.
I am a former Foreign Service officer who retired last year, with 34
years credit. My perspective on the MFN question comes from 44
months as the American Ambassador to Romania. I served in Bu-
charest from November 1977 until July 1981. While my direct expe-
rience in Romania ended 4 years ago, my mission in Bucharest was
followed by 2 years as a State Department senior fellow at George-
town University’s Inustitute for the Study of Diplomacy.

My last regular State Department assignment was in the Office
of Research and Analysis for the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe.
In both poritions and subsequently, I expanded my consultations
and exchanges with East European specialists in the academic com-
munity. As American Ambassador to Romania, I traveled widely,
visiting every section of the country. Each year under my direction,
the Embassy in Bucharest coordinated several visits by senior
United States officials from the executive branch and by ranking
Members of the Senate and the House of Representatives. The
character of our relations made possible the frequent discussions I
had with a variety of Romanians: senior national, county, and local
government and party officials; educators, journalists, authors, fine
artists, scientists, military officers, and leaders of religious and
ethnic communities, among others. Other Embassy officers expand-
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ed our relations with official and nonofficial Romanians at other
levels. In my experience, the business of furthering United States
objectives in our relations with Romnania is highly complex and
always challenging. When effectual, it engages a range of often
interlocking elements. These include maintaining a broad and
often productive dialog—in which Romania’s particular geopolitical
situation is a major factor. This dialog spans East-West, North-
South, Middle Eastern, U.N., European security, and other major
international issues. Our mutual interests are also pursued
through trade and investment, through exchanges of persons and
ideas between our cultural and scientific communities, through
military to military contacts, through consular relations that pro-
tect U.S. citizen rights and interests, and notably through a con-
tinuing dialog on bilateral humanitarian issues in which our specif-
¢ human rights concerns are conveyed.

Other elements come into play in response to Romanian actions
and initiatives on critical issues, especially in trade, finance, and
multilateral diplomacy. Our relations are conditioned by the funda-
mental differences in the history, present nature, and performance
of our respective political and economic systems. They are also af-
fected by the fact that we are members of opposing military alli-
ances. A key question running through our consideration is that of
the potential for extending the limits of Romania’s relatively inde-
pendent foreign and defense policies. I believe that if we approach
our relations with Romania strictly on an issue-by-issue basis, we
limit our possibilities for protecting and expanding the consider-
able United States interests in that country.

I can cite from my tenure as Ambassador increases in emigra-
tion, the resolution of highly sensitive human rights and divided
family cases, Romanian consent for the first time to allow our Em-
bassy officers to attend court trials as observers, and the convening
in Bucharest of the first roundtable meeting on human rights be-
tween the United States and an East European country. Our access
to Romanian society was good in comparison to situations prevail-
ing in the Soviet Union and some of the other East European coun-
tries. Recently, it has been asserted that because Romania is a
member of the Warsaw Pact——

Senator DANFORTH. Could you summarize your conclusion, be-
cause you have already extended your comments beyond your allot-
ted time?

Ambassador AGGREY. Yes; I will summarize. My feeling is that, if
MFN were to be withdrawn, our relations would be considerably
less productive. I understand that, in 1984, the United States was
Romania’s second largest trading partner, after the Soviet Union.
Denial of MFN status would forfeit the political and other benefits
of that situation. In dealing with our real concern about human
rights violations and humanitarian problems in Romania, a
number of courses are open to us. I do not believe, at this point,
that we would act wisely or in our national interest by denying
continued MFN status to Romania, and I urge its continuation.

Senator DANFORTH. Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. Mr. Rosenthal.

[The prepared statement of Ambassador Aggrey follows:]
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STATEMENT BY HON. O. RupoLrPH AGGREY, FORMER AMERICAN AMBASSADOR TO
RoMANIA -

Mr. Chairman, I appear before the Subcommittee today to offer some observations
on the desirability of continuing Most Favored Nation tariff treatment for Romania.
1 am a former Senior Foreign Service Officer who retired last year with nearly 34
years' credit. My perspective on the MFN question comes from 44 months as Ameri-
can Ambassador to Romania. I served in Bucharest from November 1977 until July
1981. While my direct experience in Romania ended four years ago, my mission to
Bucharest was followed by two years as a State Department Senior Fellow at
Georgetown University’'s Institute for the Study of Diplomacy. My last regular State
Department assignment was in the Office of arch and Analysis for the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe. In both positions and subsequently I expanded my con-
sultations and exchanges with East European specialists in the academic communi-
ty.
As American Ambassador to Romania | traveled widely, visiting every section of
the country. Each year under my direction the Embassy in Bucharest coordinated
several visits by senior U.S. officials from the Executive Branch and by ranking
members of the Senate and the House of Representatives. The character of our rela-
tions made possible the frequent discussions I had with a variety of Romanians:
senior national, county, and local government and party officials; educators, journal-
ists, authors, fine artists, scientists, military officers, and leaders of religious and
ethnic communities, among others. Other Embassy officers expanded our relations
with official and non-official Romanians at other levels.
In my experience, the business of furthering U.S. objectives in our relations with
Romania is highly complex and always challenging. When effectual, it engages a
rt::ge of often interlocking elements. These include maintaining a broad and often
productive dialogue—in which Romania's particular ideotrolitical situation is a major
factor. This dialogue spans East-West, North-South, Middle Eastern, UN, European
Security and other major international issues. Our mutual interests are also pur-
sued through trade and investment; through exchanges of persons and ideas be-
tween our cultural and scientific communities; through military to military con-
tacts; through consular relations that protect U.S. citizen rights and interests; and
notably through a continuing dialogue on bilateral humanitarian issues in which
our specific human rights concerns are conveyed. Other elements come into play in
response to Romanian actions and initiatives on critical issues, especially in trade,
finance and multilateral diplomacy.
Our relations are conditioned by the fundamental differences in the history,
present nature, and performance of our respective political and economic systems.
They are also affected by the fact that we are members of opposing military alli-
ances. A key question running through our consideration is that of the potential for
extending the limits of Romania's relatively independent foreign and defense poli-
cies. I believe that if we approach our relations with Romania strictly on an issue-
by-issue basis, we limit our possibilities for protecting and expanding the consider-
aﬁle U.S. interests in that country. Certainly, we must continute to express our con-
“cerns about Romanian human rights violations and utilize the dialogue fostered by

our complex of bilateral relations to stimulate substantial change. A mutually bene-
--ficial and productive bilateral relationship makes it possible—despite the strictures
of the Romanian internal system—to obtain positive responses on human rights con-
cerns and other humanitarian objectives.

As evidence that this process work