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Barbara divided her time between there and
Washington, D.C., after her father was
elected to the House of Representatives.
She attended the Stone Ridge Country Day
School inBethesda, Maryland, and Manhat-
tanville College of the Sacred Heart inPur-
chase, New York.

Prior to becoming a candidate for the U.S.
Senate from New Jersey, Mrs. Sigmund
served on the Princeton Borough Council,
then in 1976 she was elected to the Mercer
County Board of Freeholders, serving as
president in 1979-80. She was elected presi-
dent of the New Jersey Association of Coun-
ties in 1981. She has been a delegate to the
last two Democratic national conventions.
She has already decided to run in the
mayorality election of Princeton, N.J.

Barbara is the wife of Paul Sigmund, a
Princeton University professor, the mother
of three children. Mrs. Sigmund is an active
volunteer for the Society's New Jersey divi-
sion.

Barbara may have lost an eye and lost
that primary in New Jersey, but we know
that withher courage she is destined to win
many honors. By her example she has won
over many of us. Hubert is applauding up
there inheaven as Ipresent this award with
much love and affection to Barbara Boggs
Sigmund.*

A LETTER TO THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES

HON. BRUCE A. MORRISON
OF CONNECTICUT

INTHE HOUSE OFREPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 11, 1983•Mr. MORRISON of Connecticut.

Mr. Speaker, on June 1, 1983, the
State Department released a guidance
statement to the press reiterating its
opposition to granting extended volun-
tary departure status to Salvadoran
refugees. In response to this state-
ment, Ihave written a letter to the
President asking him to order the
State Department to reverse its posi-
tion. The letter reads as follows:

House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C., June 30, 1983.

Hon. Ronald Reagan,
The White House,
Washington, D.C.
Dear Mr. President: Iam writing in re-

sponse to the State Department's June Ist
Guidance Statement reiterating its opposi-
tion to Extended Voluntary Departure
Status (EVDS) for Salvadoran refugees. The
Administration's position is based on the as-
sumption that EVDS would encourage ille-
gal immigration and that Salvadoran na-
tionals pass through other countries where
they may take refuge. Ibelieve both as-
sumptions are incorrect and misleading in
this context. Iencourage you to review the
State Department's position and order the
Department to issue a revised Guidance
Statement which adopts a policy of EVDS
for Salvadoran refugees.

Under this Administration, asylum has
been denied to most of the Salvadoran na-
tionals. Between October 1982 and January
1983, out of1,139 applicants for asylum, the
Immigration and Naturalization Service
(INS) District Directors granted only 61 re-
quests. The remaining 1,078 were deported.
Upon their return to El Salvador, many of

these refugees met with calamities ranging
from simple custody to torture and murder.

El Salvador is in the midst of a civil war.
Its populace is experiencing much violence
and hardship. Deportees are particularly en-
dangered by the ongoing violence. In the
words of a former career military officer in
the Salvadoran Army, "the dangers faced by
all... in El Salvador is greatly enhanced
for those who are returned to El Salvador
after being deported." The latest statistics
show that approximately one out of every

five deportees are killedupon their return
to ElSalvador.
Ifa policy of EVDS is adopted, one may

assume that those El Salvadorans currently
in the U.S. will seek to perhaps avoid re-
turning to ElSalvador inthe near future—a
decision they can hardly be blamed for and
perhaps should be encouraged to make.

That does not mean there would be an in-
crease in the number of Salvadorans re-
questing to enter the U.S. For the most
part, Salvadorans have been hesitant to
uproot themselves and leave their country.
The adoption of EVDS willnot significantly
increase the number of Salvadorans wishing
to migrate to the U.S., but only increase the
chances ofsurvival for those Salvadorans al-
ready here. Furthermore, by granting
EVDS, the Administration willencourage El
Salvadorans now residing here to come for-
ward and make their presence known to the
Immigration and Naturalization Service.
Clear and complete records of Salvadorans
in the U.S. willact as a deterrent to and aid
against illegalimmigration.

The assumption that Salvadorans can
take refuge inother countries is both debat-
able and irrelevant. Inmost of the refugee
camps in Mexico, Honduras, Guatemala,
Belize, and Nicaragua there are no jobs or
sanitation, health conditions are poor, and
externally-induced violence is common. The
press has reported numerous incidents
showing a large security risk for the refu-
gees in these camps, including those located
in Honduras where there is a large interna-
tional presence. This issue is largely irrele-
vant, however, since EVDS only affects the
Salvadoran refugees already in the U.S.

There is no question that existing condi-
tions inEl Salvador meet the requirements
of the INS and the State Department for es-
tablishing a policy of EVDS. In the past,
under similar conditions, citizens of Leba-
non, Ethiopia, Poland, Uganda, and Nicara-
gua were temporarily allowed to remain in
the United States. There is no reason for
the State Department to take a different
position in this case. The INS operation in-
structions state that refugees faced withex-
treme danger from either natural disaster
or, as in this case, civil strife upon their
return home can be allowed to extend their
departure from the U.S. In addition, the
State Department's Foreign Affairs manual
implicitlyrecognizes the need for extending
the period of voluntary departure incondi-
tions of civilstrife.

Based on the foregoing, Iask that you
order the Department toreverse its position
and allow Salvadorans livingin the U.S. to
remain here until it is safe for them to
return home.

Sincerely,
Bruce A.Morrison.»

A NATIONALHOLIDAYFOR
MARTINLUTHER KING

HON. THOMAS J. DOWNEY
OF NEW YORK

INTHE HOUSE OFREPRESENTATIVES

Monday, July 11, 1983•Mr. DOWNEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, Irise in support of national
recognition of the birthdate of Martin
Luther King. Our recognition will
demonstrate an unwavering commit-
ment to continue his struggle versus
hatred, oppression, prejudice, and in-
justice. Martin Luther King had a
dream; a national holiday willensure
that his dream and the spirit he per-
sonified willremain instilled in the na-
tional conscience.

In 1955, the Nation's attention was
drawn to Montgomery, Ala., as this
unknown black preacher startled us
with his leadership and courage in a
citywide boycott against policies of
segregation. In the many efforts to
come, XK4~»g demonstrated his dedica-
tion to a struggle of and for peace;
methods of nonviolence that demand-
ed attention against a backdrop of
world violence. His speech in August
1963 remains as moving as any words
delivered in modern times. "Ihave a
dream," he explained and pleaded. "It
is a dream deeply rooted in the Ameri-
can dream. From every mountain let
freedom ring." It was this dream and
the path he had chosen to achieve it
that earned him the Nobel Peace Prize
in 1964. King was the youngest indi-
vidual and only the third black man to
receive this honor. His assassination in
1968 left us shocked and questioning
our ownpossibility of true humanity.

But King's vision of democracy, lib-
erty, and freedom for all men and
women continued in the lives of all his
spirit touched. He delivered us a hope
and reminded us that each man isheir
to a legacy of worthiness. While
today's civil rights achievements are
rooted in Martin Luther King's ef-
forts, his dream continues to remind
us of how far we stillhave to go in the
struggle for equality. Our struggle
must remain devoted to nonviolence.
For, as King would remind us, it is
only through moral means that one
can achieve moral ends.

Fifteen years later, Ibelieve it is es-
sential that Martin Luther King's be-
liefs and achievements be remem-
bered. The Nation should be encour-
aged to reflect on the man and his
principles, which ring as true today as
ever. His statement that there is no
longer a question of violence or non-
violence but of nonviolence or nonexis-
tence could not be more pertinent in
this age of nuclear debate and world-
wide struggles for human rights. Mr.
Speaker, Iurge my colleagues to join
me in support of a national commemo-
ration of Martin Luther King. We
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should encourage the Nation to reflect
on his ideals, and we must do no less
than recognize the greatness of this
individualwho has changed the course
ofhistory.•

THE CONFUCIAN CONNECTION

HOtt NORMANO. SHUMWAY
OP CALIFORNIA

INTHE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 11, 1983• Mr. SHUMWAY. Mr. Speaker, the

current popularity of industrial policy
as the solution to our economic prob-
lems is based on the belief that it is
successfully applied by other nations—
particularly Japan— to compete more
effectively than the United States in
the international marketplace. Be-
cause of industrial policy, it is often
argued, Japan and other East Asian
nations have developed vital, dynamic
economies that insure ever rising
standards of living for their own citi-
zens, while at the same time causing
the unemployment of thousands of
U.S. steel, auto, and electronics work-
ers. To counter such competition,
many now propose that the Federal
Government must more directly inter-
vene inthe American economy.

While it is undoubtedly true that
the relationship between government,
business, and labor in Japan is quite
different from that in the United
States, the degree to which the Japa-
nese Government directly intervenes
is the subject of intense debate, as is
the degree to which industrial policy,
modeled after Japan, is applicable in
this country.

There are, inmy opinion, very basic
social, cultural, and historical factors
responsible for Japan's economic
structure and success; factors which
do not apply in the United States. In
our consideration of industrial policy,
then, we must avoid the temptation of
ascribing exclusively to it the success-
es of foreign nations; we must not view
it as a panacea which can solve our
many complex economic problems.
Icommend to the attention of our

colleagues a recent editorialby Joseph
Kraft which elaborates on the unique
socioeconomic makeup of Japan and
other East Asian nations.

The Confucian Connection
(By Joseph Kraft)

Hong Kong.—The showpiece of capital-
ism—what Britain was to the 19th century
and the United States to the first three-
quarters of the 20th—has moved across the
Pacific. Except for the Communist coun-
tries, the Japanese miracle has been reca-
pitulated ailover East Asia.

But how come? What force has generated
rapid growth, low inflation and a political
framework remarkable for stability, ifnot
democracy?

The answer seems to be cultural. Itlies, I
am persuaded by Derek Davies of the Par
Eastern Economic Review, in the Confucian
component

The economic success of non-Communist
Asia brooks no argument. In the halcyon
days between 1950 and 1973, the industrial-
ized countries of North America and West-
ern Europe averaged annual per capita
growth of 3.8 percent. The Asian countries
nearly doubled that figure. Moreover, while
the pace fell offin the industrialized coun-
tries after 1973, the Asian nations kept right
on going despite the oilshock.

During the last three years, the recession,
which practically flattened Western Europe
and North America, made much less dent in
this part of world. Anticipated growth rates
for this year are as follows: South Korea,
7.5 percent; Taiwan and Thailand, 5.5 per-
cent; Malaysia, 5 percent; Hong Kong and
Singapore, 4 percent; Japan, Indonesia and
the Philippines, from 3.5 to 3 percent,
Except for Indonesia and the Philippines,
every country on the list has brought infla-
tion below 5 percent annually.

The political features are just as distinc-
tive. While none of the countries makes the
short list of worst cases among authoritari-
an regimes, neither does any pass the acid
test of democracy. Not one has a cohesive
opposition with a real chance for taking
power soon.

In Japan, the Liberal Democratic Party
has ruled, with one very brief exception, for
38 years. Quasi-military regimes run Indone-
sia, Thailand and South Korea. Hong Kong
is one of the last colonies left in the world.
The families of Ferdinand Marcos and the
late Chiang Kai-shek rule the Philippines
and Taiwan respectively. In Malaysia, a
single broad-based party holds sway. Prime
Minister Lee Kuan Yu, one of the world's
most remarkable leaders, dominates Singa-
pore to the point where the opposition
holds only one seat in a parliament of 75
members.

The Confucian connection with all this
has been traced by Davies in a series of arti-
cles and lectures. He gave me the gist of the
argument here:

Confucianism sets out the basic rules of
social order. Harmony requires a leader of
character, discipline and education, with a
strong sense of responsibility for fostering
peace and prosperity.

The sense of obligation at the top finds its
counterpart in a sense of duty down below.
Loyalty to the leader is enjoined as much as
fidelity to the family. "The people," Davies
put it in a lecture at the University of
Hawaii, "owe the just, benevolent leader
total acceptance ofhis authority."

Leaders applying those values to the
modern world devise policies for industrial
development that yield rapid growth. The
loyalty feltby the workers finds expression
inproducts of quality and low rates of infla-
tion. Hence the brilliant economic perform-
ance.

As to the politics, the Confucian mode, in
Davies' words, "envisaged either total ac-
ceptance of the ruler—or total rejection.
There was no halfway house; no such con-
cept, as in the West, of a 'loyal opposition.'

"

Thus many Asian countries— notably Indo-
nesia and the Philippines— now face diffi-
cult political transitions. These may well be
resolved, as in South Korea, by passage

from one strong man toanother.
Ifthat view is sound, there is littlepoint

in the various Western efforts to copy
Japan. While some lessons can be learned,
the cultural gap is too wide, the political dif-
ferences too great, for direct assimilation.

Still,elements of the Confucian model can
be abstracted and integrated into Western
society. Clearly the United States and other

Western countries need some method for re-
straining wages and prices while promoting
growth—an incomes policy to go along with
budgetary and monetary policies.

Lastly, it makes sense for the United
States to plug into the dynamism of the
Asian economies. That means a steady
thickening in the network of ties, an in-
crease in the exchange of goods and services
to the point where there eventually be-
comes feasible a Pacific Basin Economic
Community.*

MORE ON SPY DONALD MAC-
LEANAND THE KOREAN WAR

HON. LARRY McDONALD
OF GEORGIA

INTHE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 11, 1983•Mr. McDONALD.Mr.Speaker, June

29, Iplaced in the Record an item on
Donald Maclean of Great Britain, and
the role he played in compromising
U.S. policy on the Korean war.
Strangely enough, another version of
this story appeared in the Washington
Post of Sunday, June 19, 1983, written
by the Soviet dissident, Roy Medve-
dev. His version is in more detail and
adds some information from the scene
inMoscow, whichIfeel my colleagues
will find to be of interest. The item
follows:

Requiem for a Traitor: A Spy's Lonely
Loyalty toOld, Betrayed Ideals

(By Roy Medvedev)

Moscow.— Several weeks ago some friends
of Donald Maclean gathered at a private
apartment in Moscow to honor his memory
on the ninth day after his death, as is the
Russian custom. Among them were several
scholars and specialists on international re-
lations, two former members of the Comin-
tern and myself. Maclean's circle of friends
in Moscow was not large, but those who
knew him best respected him and consid-
ered him a sincere person whose fate was
not only unusual, but tragic.

Only a few of the people who worked with
Donald knew the details of his biography.
The short obituary in Izvestia paid tribute
to him as a scholar, the author of a number
of studies of England's foreign policy, a
doctor of science and a prominent member
of the Institute of World Economics and
International Relations.

But that does not explain why leading
newspapers in England and the United
States devoted major articles to the death
of a scholar who was never very wellknown
in the U.S.S.R.

A Scotsman, Donald Maclean was born to
a wealthy, aristocratic family,and dozens of
influential relatives congratulated his
father (who later became a member of the
British Cabinet) on the birth of a son. But
when, at the age of70, Donald Maclean died
inMoscow in total isolation, none ofhis rel-
atives had been with him during illness and
none was present at his funeral.

For inBritain he was a spy, a traitor to his
country and class, condemned in absentia to
30 years of imprisonment. For the U.S.S.R.,
he was one of the best spies who ever
worked for Soviet intelligence.

For 20 years the Soviet media have been
singing the praises ofSoviet spies and mem-
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A NATIONAL HOLIDAY FOR
MARTINLUTHER KING, JR. 1

]

HON. GILUS W. LONG
OF LOUISIANA

INTHE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ]

Thursday, July 14, 1983•Mr.LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Speak- ;
er, it has been 15 years since Dr. ,
Martin Luther King,Jr., was martyred
as he led a courageous, nonviolent
struggle for racial and economic jus-

tice in America. As the years pass by,

the failure of Congress to properly
honor Dr. King's momentous achieve-
ments is deeply disappointing to me,
and, Ibelieve, to millions of Ameri-
cans.
Irise today to urge the House to cor-

rect this glaring omission by support-
ing H.R. 800, a bill that designates
January 15, Dr. King's birthday, a na-
tional holiday.

Acentury ago, Mr. Speaker, Thomas
Carlyle lamented the lack of reverence
for the great men of his day. He ob-
served, "No sadder proof can be given
by a man of his own littleness than
disbelief ingreat men."

And we belittle ourselves if we failto
recognize Dr. King for his breadth of
vision, his courage, and his ability to
inspire us to create a better society.
Today his eloquent words— the impas-
sioned oratory that awakened a na-
tion's conscience— ring as true and as
fullof moral force and clarity as when
he firstspoke them.

AndDr. King's words measure for us
the distance that we still must travel
before we reach fulfillment of his
dream of human rights and human
dignity for all.
It was under Dr. King's brilliant

leadership that the civilrights move-
ment was infused with moral purpose
and grew strong. He helped dramatize
the evils of segregation in ways that
made its downfall inevitable. Dr. King
enlisted an entire generation of Ameri-
cans in the fight for equality and
social justice, and won Congress and
Presidents to his side. His message of
hope and peace crossed national
boundaries and touched ordinary
people throughout the world.

In1964, Dr. King became the young-
est recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize.
Four years later, still young at 39, he
was struck down by an assassin's
bullet, a victim of the same unreason-
ing prejudice he had sought to over-
come.

Mr.Speaker, it is particularly impor-
tant, in this troubled and turbulent
world, that we acclaim Dr. King's de-
votion to the gospel of "unarmed
truth and unconditional love." He ap-
pealed always to what Lincoln called
"the better angels of our nature." Not
once did Dr. King succumb to the
temptation to repay scorn with scorn,
hatred with hatred, or violence with
violence.

Public holidays should be estab- s
lished only for persons or events of (

rare significance in our Nation's histo- i
ry. Martin Luther King, Jr., who i
taught us to recognize and despise op- \
pression, is indeed one of those rare <

figures who merits such a distinction, j
By bestowing this high honor on Dr. «
King, Congress can demonstrate our i

country's commitment to the princi- ¡
pies he fought for: freedom, brother- ,
hood, and equal justice under the law.

And we can thus honor a great

American leader who called his fellow
citizens to their moral and constitu-
tional duty. Unlike many of his foes,
Dr. King took seriously the covenants
and principles embodied in the Decla-
ration of Independence and the Con-
stitution. He asked not for special
favors or privileges, but only that we
live up to the high ideals of liberty

and equality on which this country

was founded.
Thus, Martin Luther King, Jr., is not

only a hero for millions of black Amer-
icans, for whom he sought freedom
and dignity, but for all Americans.
Iurge my colleagues to join me in

supporting a public holiday in honor
of Dr. King. Let January 15 be a day
to reflect on the devotion, skill, and
bravery withwhich he sought to make
his famous dream a reality.*

PROCESS PATENT REFORM

HON. CARLOS J. MOORHEAD
OF CALIFORNIA

INTHE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 14, 1983• Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to bring to the attention of
my colleagues a billIam introducing
today that, if enacted, willbe of con-
siderable benefit to our country be-
cause it willclose a damaging loophole
inU.S. patent law.

Under existing conditions, a patent
is infringed only if the patented prod-
uct or process is used, made, or sold in
the United States. This is sufficient in
the case of a product patent because
any item produced overseas and sold
in the United States effectively in-
fringes on the patent holder's rights.
However, in the case of a process
patent there is no effective way by
which a patentee can prevent a firm
from duplicating and using the pro-
tected process overseas and then sell-
ing the product of that process in the
United States.

You can understand how such a cir-
cumvention of normal patent rights
can be extremely damaging to the
American firm which has invested, re-
searched, and invented a new process
that makes new products. If a firm's
investment is undercut in such a
manner, it has two unreliable options
available to protect its patented proc-
ess from abuse overseas. First, it can

seek to obtain a patent in as many for-
eign countries as possible and then sue
for infringement of its foreign patents

in foreign courts when that process is

used to make products which are then
sold in the United States. This option

is very inadequate because it is expen-
sive and it is impossible to obtain ef-

fective protection in all of the coun-
tries in which the process might be
used. The other option open to the
patentee is to seek relief from the
International Trade Commission.
While damages are not available to a
patentee under the relevant section of

the United States Code, a patentee can
seek a cease and desist order against a
particular firm.Such an order may be
issued by the Commission if it finds
that the firmis violating or believed to
be violating the pertinent section of
the Code. The patentee can also seek
an exclusion order that would bar the
importation of products made by his
patented process if the Commission
finds violation, again, of the relevant
Code provisions.

However, these options are virtually

worthless in providing the patent
holder with adequate and fair protec-
tion because to obtain a cease and
desist order or an exclusion order, a
patentee must show not only the im-
portation of a product made by his
patented process, but also that the
effect or tendency of such importation
is to destroy or substantially injure a
U.S. industry. Moreover, cease and
desist orders against particular firms
may not be effective where importa-
tion of offending products can easily
find alternative channels. Finally, en-
forcement of exclusion orders by cus-'
toms officals is complicated by the dif-

ficulty of identifying which products
were made by patented processes and

[ which were not. Thus, it is very diffi-
cult for a process patentee to obtain
effective protection under current law
where his patented invention is prac-

"

ticed overseas and the resulting prod-
uct sold in the United States.

a My intentions are simply to amend
J relevent patent law to allow holders of

U.S. process patents to realize the full. benefits of their inventions. The cre-
g ation of new and more efficient meth-
y ods of production is becoming increas-
a ingly important as successful innova-
(. tion depends on adequate protection
[. of the intellectual property rights
c flowing from research investment. Im-

portation and sale in the United States•- of products produced by patented
s processes severely undercuts the value
c of such patents, and should be pre-
j- vented.
is Mybillwillaccomplish this desirable
s end by giving the injured company a
a fair and reasonable opportunity to
ls protect the local market from unfair
> foreign competition. The people of the
n United States deserve the right to
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