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NECESSARY REFORMS AT THE 

UNITED NATIONS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, it is time for Amer-
ica to wake up. The United Nations is 
a mess, riddled with scandals. In fact, 
the U.N. itself is a scandal. The Oil-for-
Food scheme and the sex trafficking by 
U.N. officials in Bosnia and the Congo 
are only two in a long list of egregious 
acts. 

The Oil-for-Food program began as a 
humanitarian plan to soften the sanc-
tions against Saddam Hussein’s Iraq. 
The U.N. would allow Iraq to sell a pre-
determined amount of oil each year, 
provided that the Iraqi government 
used the profits to buy food, medicine 
and other necessities for its citizens. 
Instead, Saddam and his cronies twist-
ed this program. These villains got rich 
while the people of Iraq suffered. U.N. 
Secretary General Kofi Annan’s own 
son benefited from the Oil-for-Food 
program. 

Only after extreme international 
pressure did Secretary Annan appoint 
former Federal Reserve Chairman Paul 
Volcker to investigate the scandal rid-
den program. Volcker’s report found 
grave conflicts of interest in the pro-
gram. 

The real question is, should the U.N. 
be above the law? It is blatantly obvi-
ous that the U.N. considers itself above 
the law of nations and answers to abso-
lutely no one. Secretary Annan has 
said that he will waive diplomatic im-
munity for any U.N. official who has 
done wrong. However, his promise car-
ries little meaning, because which gov-
ernment would prosecute the guilty 
U.N. officials? The officials are not 
U.S. citizens, their offenses did not 
take place on U.S. soil and none of the 
documents in question were required to 
follow U.S. law. There is no vote for 
U.N. leaders and no international ref-
erendum on its policies. The U.N. sets 
its own shabby standards for conduct. 

These are some of the very reasons 
why so many of our constituents op-
pose U.S. membership in the U.N., and 
it is why many fear U.N. efforts to have 
the power to tax, field an army or cre-
ate a court system. Possessing these 
powers would transform the U.N. into a 
global governing body. America must 
draw a line. 

The United States provides large 
sums of money to the U.N. so that 
‘‘business as usual’’ can continue. 
America must no longer blindly follow 
every policy, scheme, international 
conference and peacekeeping mission 
that the U.N. peddles. 

The United Nations’ greatest fear is 
that average Americans will no longer 
tolerate these international scandals 
and demand that America withdraw 
from the international organization. If 
this ever occurred, the U.N.’s thin veil 
of relevance would be completely 
ripped away. 

Let us face it, the U.N. has failed. It 
has failed in its mission to promote 
world peace. While the U.N. claims to 
provide a forum where nations can air 
their differences and avoid the battle-
field, more dictators have terrorized 
nations and more generations have 
been lost to genocide. Instead of re-
moving threats to peace, the U.N. has 
encouraged, actually even nurtured, re-
gimes that wage violence on their 
neighbors and oppress and torture their 
own people. 

Instead of a peaceful, prosperous, sta-
ble trading partner, the U.N. condones 
brutal, murdering dictatorships that 
starve and torture their own people, 
while once-great powers tremble and 
use diplomatic double-talk to ignore 
their responsibilities. Most of these 
international thugs have two things in 
common: Each has a voice and a vote 
in the United Nations. 

The United Nations has come under 
the control of outlaw nations and self-
serving special interest groups. Each 
promotes an agenda to line their pock-
ets with the world’s wealth as they di-
minish the power of the United States 
and enslave the citizens of their Third 
World countries. How else could ter-
rorist states like Libya and Syria have 
served on the U.N.’s Human Rights 
Commission, while Israel is condemned 
time after time? Why else would the 
U.N. refuse membership to a pros-
perous Nation like Taiwan, and give vi-
cious brutes like Zimbabwe’s Robert 
Mugabe a prominent voice at U.N. con-
ferences? 

The U.N. scandals are not isolated in-
cidents. The scandals are ingrained in 
the very structure of the United Na-
tions. The idea that a U.N. Secretary 
General can act as a global representa-
tive or that the U.N. staff can function 
as an honest and effective inter-
national servant is preposterous. 

While the time has come for America 
to wake up, it is also time for Congress 
to act. That is why just today we ap-
proved the United Nations Reform Act 
of 2005. Now it is up to the U.S. Senate 
to follow our lead and demand reforms. 

I applaud the gentleman from Illinois 
(Chairman HYDE) for his hard work to 
finally bring accountability and integ-
rity to the U.N. However, reform in the 
United Nations has been long overdue 
and action must come soon. 

Secretary Annan’s task is clear: 
Bring in the era of integrity and ac-
countability you were charged with, or 
you will lose the United Nations’ single 
largest contributor, the United States.

f 

REEXAMINING THE WAR IN IRAQ 

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, a large 
majority of Members of the United 
States House of Representatives voted 
on October 14, 2002, to allow the Presi-
dent to wage war, probably an extra-
constitutional delegation of authority. 

There was no direct declaration of war, 
yet it was authorized under the War 
Powers Act by this body, so a great 
deal of the responsibility lies here. 

The rationale at the time that was 
frequently mentioned in the weeks 
leading up to the vote was the poten-
tial for mushroom clouds, as men-
tioned by Ms. Rice, Mr. CHENEY, Presi-
dent Bush and others very prominently 
just before the vote in the House, just 
before an election, when Members felt 
great pressure. There was a lot of talk 
about the delivery system of Saddam 
Hussein for his widely believed-to-be-
extensive arsenal of chemical and bio-
logical weapons and links to al Qaeda. 

Now, I attended the briefings, saw 
the thin gruel that was presented to 
Members, and I certainly was not con-
vinced, but I am sure many others 
were, particularly with a picture of a 
UAV, which looked like something 
that could not fly. It had aluminum 
patches riveted on it and it clearly 
could not carry anything. It seemed 
the Air Force guy giving the briefing 
did not think much of it either. Be that 
as it may, a large majority of this 
House bought into that rationale and 
authorized the President to go to war. 

Subsequent to that, revelations 
about ‘‘yellow cake’’ and Niger and 
uranium and the potential for nuclear 
threat was totally dispelled shortly, 
well, actually internally in the admin-
istration before the President used it 
in the State of the Union, but publicly 
after that. 

So much had been dispelled that on 
February 5, 2003, I introduced a resolu-
tion suggesting that Members of Con-
gress had been misled, had not had 
good information, and should recon-
sider this extraordinary delegation of 
war-making authority to the Presi-
dent.

b 1545 

The Congress failed to act, and we 
know what proceeded from then. 

But now, I would believe that a ma-
jority of the Members, not just those of 
us who opposed the war or some who 
now feel that they should not have sup-
ported the war, but a large majority, 
would want to have a full investigation 
of how this happened. How did this all 
happen? Was it the result of a massive 
failure of intelligence? If so, then why 
did the President pin the highest civil-
ian honor, the Medal of Honor, on 
George Tenet, the head of the CIA who 
is now an expensive consultant and liv-
ing in luxury. If he was responsible, 
then maybe he should suffer some con-
sequences. 

Well, that did not happen, but they 
want to blame the intelligence agen-
cies. Now, is it all the intelligence 
agencies? Is it one intelligence agency? 
Is it because of total misinterpretation 
and incompetence by the administra-
tion, or was it selective use, cherry-
picking of intelligence, or was it some-
thing even worse, deliberate manipula-
tion? We do not know. We simply do 
not know. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 00:55 Jun 18, 2005 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00055 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K17JN7.124 H17PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4712 June 17, 2005
The Senate held one set of hearings 

on the failure of intelligence. They 
promised that after the election they 
would hold yet another set and reveal a 
report on the use of the intelligence. 
They are now refusing to do that with 
an emboldened and enlarged Repub-
lican membership. So we do not know. 
The American people do not know. 
Something that is costing $1 billion a 
day, almost 1,800 American lives, more 
than 10,000 wounded, and we do not 
know exactly why this administration 
took us to war and under what auspices 
they took us to war. 

Now we have a memo, the so-called 
secret Downing Street Memo from 
British intelligence, saying that as 
early as July 2002 that many of these 
facts were known. 

Now, a number of us were disturbed 
by that and we wrote to the President 
on May 5. Mr. Speaker, 122 Members 
have now signed that letter. The Presi-
dent has not even acknowledged the 
letter from 122 duly elected representa-
tives of the United States House of 
Representatives. He should answer that 
letter. 

But, better still, the majority should 
stop stonewalling an investigation. If 
this was all very innocent or if it was 
just the incompetence of the intel-
ligence agencies, then let us find those 
who were responsible. If it is something 
else, let us find those who were respon-
sible. You should not stonewall this 
important information, so that we can 
learn from our mistakes and move for-
ward with more confidence in the Con-
gress and the administration when it 
might come to future threats against 
the United States of America. 

Now, yesterday, we were sent to the 
basement, led by the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), because we 
were told there were no rooms avail-
able to hold a hearing on this memo 
and these issues. Unfortunately, it 
turned out that all of the rooms in that 
vicinity, which were much larger, were 
vacant, as were many other hearing 
rooms. 

This Republican leadership should 
have a full and fair and nonpartisan in-
vestigation of how America was led to 
war.

f 

STATE DEPARTMENT REC-
OMMENDS AND GRANTS AGREE-
MENT ON QUESTIONABLE BOS-
NIAN AMBASSADOR APPOINT-
MENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARCHANT). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FRANKS) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, in April of this year, my office ex-
pressed a deep and sincere concern to 
the State Department over agreeing to 
the designation of Bisera Turkovic as 
the new Bosnian Ambassador to the 
United States. At that time, State was 
postured to recommend an agreement 
on this appointment. 

After several discussions, the State 
Department asked me not to go public 
with my concerns because there was a 
pending deal with the Bosnian govern-
ment to send Bosnian troops to Iraq in 
July. In good faith, Mr. Speaker, my 
office agreed not to publicly raise our 
very grave and sincere concerns. 

But, Mr. Speaker, our office was sur-
prised and profoundly disappointed 
when we learned this past Wednesday, 
after literally months, that the State 
Department had granted agreement on 
this outrageous appointment without 
contacting us or informing us in any 
way. 

Mr. Speaker, President Bush has re-
peatedly and strongly stated that in 
this fight against terrorism, that you 
are ‘‘either with us or you are against 
us.’’ Yet, I am beginning to wonder if 
our own State Department is with us. 

Bisera Turkovic is one of the found-
ers of the radical Islamist Muslim SDA 
Party in Bosnia, a party that has had, 
since its foundation, strong links with 
al Qaeda, numerous other terrorist or-
ganizations, and even the intelligence 
mechanisms of Iran. 

In 1939, Bisera Turkovic’s father, 
Alija Izetbegovic, started a group 
called the Young Muslims. After World 
War II, they were prosecuted as Nazi 
war criminals and spent time in prison 
together. Over the years, Dr. Turkovic 
was promoted by Izetbegovic and then 
founded the SDA Party in 1990. 

Alija Izetbegovic was a close con-
fidante of Iran’s Ayatollah Khomeini. 
And when he became President 
Izetbegovic, he recirculated his 1970 Is-
lamic Declaration and openly espoused 
his view that ‘‘there can be no peace or 
coexistence between Islamic faith and 
non-Islamic faith.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, soon after the begin-
ning of the Bosnian civil war in 1992, 
Dr. Turkovic was accredited as Bosnian 
ambassador to Zagreb. It was this post, 
coordinating with others, that was con-
stantly used by the SDA and their 
leadership to provide Bosnian pass-
ports, visas, humanitarian worker sta-
tus, and logistical support to radical 
Islamist mujahideen coming into Bos-
nia to fight their own jihad there. Indi-
viduals such as Anwar Sha’ban, the 
spiritual leader of al Qaeda in Bosnia 
and the cousin of Osama bin Laden, 
Abu al-Madani, who was killed fighting 
soldiers in Sarajevo, and even Osama 
bin Laden himself entered Bosnia 
through Zagreb. 

In violation of a U.S. embargo, the 
SDA also organized a massive flow of 
weapons from Iran through Croatia 
during Bisera Turkovic’s time as am-
bassador. 

When my office raised these con-
cerns, Mr. Speaker, we were told that 
the actions during the war were Bos-
nian government policy at that time 
and that it was a long time ago. But, 
Mr. Speaker, can it possibly be the po-
sition of our State Department that de-
spite the fact that we know that Ira-
nian weapons were smuggled into Bos-
nia in contradiction to a U.N. embargo, 

and that foreign mujahideen were 
given documentation to enter Bosnia 
to fight a jihad, often fronting as hu-
manitarian workers, that that is not 
enough evidence to deny diplomatic 
status to someone who was centrally 
involved and who remains a senior 
level official for the party that insti-
tuted these very policies? 

My office has also raised issues of 
concern with regard to Bisera 
Turkovic’s ethical fitness, Mr. Speak-
er; and the State Department has said 
that ‘‘we can’t deny appointees on the 
basis of being corrupt.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, these actions on the 
part of our State Department are a dis-
service to our President, they are a dis-
grace to the United States of America, 
and they are a betrayal to the cause of 
human freedom. It is past time that 
the State Department start acting like 
it represents the interests of America 
and the citizens of this Nation. The 
people of this Nation deserve better 
than to be served by a State Depart-
ment that aids our enemies and then 
lies to cover its actions.

f 

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
once again, it is a pleasure to address 
the House, and I would like to thank 
the Democratic leader for allowing the 
30-something Working Group, once 
again, to come to the floor to not only 
address the Members, but also make 
sure that we continue our commitment 
of sharing information as we get it on 
various issues that are facing 30-some-
things throughout the United States of 
America; also to be able to address the 
issues that are facing everyday Ameri-
cans, whether they be young or old, 
school age, or those that are yet un-
born. 

It is very, very important for us to 
come to the floor, especially in this de-
mocracy that we celebrate, and talk 
about some of these issues that are 
taking place, some that we are taking 
action on, others that we have had very 
little action on, and some that we are 
not acting upon at all. 

The focus of the 30-something Work-
ing Group is to make sure that on 
issues that are ongoing, such as Social 
Security, an ever-growing Federal 
debt, a deficit that is in the trillions of 
dollars that will keep future genera-
tions and even the present generation 
indebted to this Federal Government, 
and also issues that are facing our 
young people as it relates to education, 
making sure that they are able to not 
only go to college, but when they leave 
college, that they do not find them-
selves in debt. 

Just for a moment, Mr. Speaker, I 
think it is important to point out the 
issue of Social Security. I do, Mr. 
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