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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ROS-LEHTINEN 

   Ms. Ros-Lehtinen. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

   The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will designate the amendment. 

   The text of the amendment is as follows: 

   Amendment offered by Ms. Ros-Lehtinen: 

    At the end of the bill (before the short title), insert the following: 

    Sec. __. None of the funds made available in this Act may be used by the Department of State as a contribution for the United Nations Human Rights Council. 

   The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the order of the House of Wednesday, June 20, 2007 the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros-Lehtinen) and a Member opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

   The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Florida. 

   Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to begin by thanking the gentlelady from New York, the chair of the subcommittee, Ms. LOWEY, and my dear friend from Virginia, Mr. Wolf, for agreeing to accept this amendment and for their support and their leadership on this and other human rights issues. 

   I also want to recognize my good friends, my esteemed colleagues who joined me in offering this amendment: Mr. Rohrabacher, Mr. Stearns, Mr. McCaul, and Judge POE. 

   This amendment makes clear that the United States will not spend millions of U.S. taxpayer dollars to support the travesty of the U.N. Human Rights Council, more appropriately named the Human Wrongs Council. It does not cut off U.S. contributions to the U.N. regular budget, but actually prohibits them from being used to support the Council in any way. 

   Two days ago the so-called U.N. Human Rights Council celebrated its first birthday by giving gifts to repressive dictators and Islamic radicals, by halting unfinished investigations into human rights conditions in Cuba and Belarus, and creating a permanent agenda item relating to Israel. 

   The actions against Israel took place as news reports documented the horrific actions by Hamas against innocent Palestinians, including those in Gaza clamoring to enter Israel. The Council has been fatally flawed from its inception in the year 2006, and has proven even more problematic than the already discredited U.N. Human Rights Commission that it was designated to replace. 

       Instead of becoming part of the solution, Mr. Chairman, the United Nations Human Rights Council continues to perpetuate intolerance, serving as a forum for hateful attacks against Israel by some of the worst violators of human rights. 

   To cite just one of many examples, the Iranian representative to the Human Rights Council stated on December 12 of last year: ``There is an Israeli holocaust against Palestinian people here on a daily basis for more than 60 years, which was already noted by three special sessions.'' This is a human rights activist? 

   In contrast, the Council has failed to condemn the genocide in Darfur, has failed to condemn the sprawling gulag in North Korea, has failed to condemn the political and human rights daily abuses in China and the bloody repression in Burma and Zimbabwe. 

   Simply put, the U.N. Human Rights Council is a failure. We were right to refuse to dignify this poisonous talk-shop with our membership, and we must refuse to support it with our tax dollars. 

   Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield the balance of my time to my colleague from Florida (Mr. Stearns), who has taken for many years a leadership substance on this issue. 

   (Mr. STEARNS asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.) 

   Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, let me thank my distinguished colleague for yielding. 

   And I think her comment about the ``human wrong commission'' is appropriate, and I think that is a very apt way to explain it. When you talk about all the work they did, and she mentioned Darfur, that the Human Rights Council of the U.N. was unable to even pass a simple resolution dealing with it, that is unbelievable. 

   But where did they spend most of their time? That is a good question we could ask. Do you know where they spent most of their time? Condemning Israel. The Council's sole country-specific resolution censured Israel and adopted a decision to discuss human rights violations committed by Israel in the Palestinian territories permanently and in all the Council's meetings. Every Council meeting would discuss Israel's alleged abuses against Palestinians, without mentioning Palestinian provocations or their aggression. It is just unbelievable. In fact, the Council adopted a resolution that strongly condemned Israel for ``violations of human rights and breaches of international humanitarian law in Lebanon.'' In Lebanon, without reference to provocations by Hezbollah. Talk about a ``human wrong commission.'' This is it. 

   So I am so gratified that this amendment has been accepted. I have a bill, H.R. 225, that outlines this amendment. I had an amendment last year on this subject in this appropriations process. We got 163 votes. But we lost. And I think a lot of people said, well, the U.N. is starting reforms in house. Let's give it a chance with its Human Rights Council. So we said, okay, we'll give it a chance. But, by all assessment it failed. In fact, the words of Peggy Hicks, the global advocacy director of Human Rights Watch, sums it up when she said: ``The new Human Rights Council must be more than the dysfunctional old commission by another name.'' 

   So from that, to the comment of the Miami Herald when they wrote, ``Why should these wolves guard the hen house?'' 

   I ask that we pass this amendment, and I thank my colleagues. 

· [Begin Insert] 

   Take the so-called reforms to the membership of the council. The original proposal by the former Secretary General Annan (AH-NON) was to reduce membership to enable the council to be smaller and more agile in acting against human rights offenses. Indeed, the UN did reduce the number of members--from 53 down to 47. These 47 UN members are elected to three-year terms on the UNHRC. The new geographic quota system ensures a majority of membership slots for the world's least democratic regions. The African and Asian regional groups control a 55% majority--even more than they did on the former commission. Governments that routinely violate fundamental freedoms in their own countries shouldn't be setting the standards for anyone else. 

   Under the new council, a country can be suspended from council membership due to continuing human rights abuses only if two-thirds of the members of the General Assembly agree to do so. That is the only protection against human rights abusers being elected to the council. However, in practice this provision is useless. Less than half of the General Assembly agreed that Sudan is guilty of any human rights violations. If the General Assembly cannot agree on such a blatantly clear cut case of human rights abuse, how can we expect them to agree on suspending membership of countries that are human rights? The answer is, we can't. Known abusers like Russia, China, Azerbaijan, Cuba, and Algeria were all elected members this last session. 

   Finally, let us look at their actions. Under a General Assembly resolution, the Council has responsibility for ``promoting universal respect for the protection of all human rights and fundamental freedoms for all, without distinction of any kind and in a fair and equal manner'' and it must ``address situations of violations of human rights, including gross and systematic violations, and make recommendations thereon.'' There have been several opportunities for the Council to act with numerous cases of human rights abuses around the world. In Darfur, there are 2.5 million people displaced by the violence, 385,000 people in immediate risk of starvation, and over two million dead in the 22 years of violence. But the Human Rights Council was unable to pass a resolution on Darfur. Neither did it act regarding the lack of civil and political rights across China, the 13 million women in Saudi Arabia who live in fear of beatings if they go anywhere alone, or the dire human-rights conditions of 23 million people in North Korea. It also failed to address the Iranian President's incitement to genocide or the fact that his country's legal system includes crucifixion, stoning and amputation as viable punishments. 

   Ambassador Bolton stated at the creation of the new council, ``We want a butterfly. We're not going to put lipstick on a caterpillar and declare it a success.'' As a result, the Administration announced that it would not seek a seat on the council in 2006 but would continue financial support, and may seek membership in 2007 if the Council proves effective. 

· [End Insert] 

   Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of this amendment. 

   I agree with the intention of the amendment and thank my friend for raising this very important issue. 

   I want to reiterate my support for the United Nations. I strongly believe in the mission of the United Nations. That plays an indispensable role in the world today. In fact, it has often been said that if the United Nations did not already exist, we would surely need to invent it. 

   The U.N. plays an important role in maintaining international peace and security, promoting economic and social development, alleviating hunger, championing human rights, and supporting efforts to address humanitarian crises. 

   However, the U.N. is by no means perfect. It is often too slow to act in times of crisis, and too often the U.N. is a reflection of the lowest common denominator, rather than the best and the brightest. 

   A perfect example of the problems with the U.N. is the Human Rights Council. My friend and I agree that there are problems, and I want to assure my friend that as we move toward conference that we will ensure that none of the funds in the CIO account will go toward paying the costs of the United Nations Human Rights Council. 

   And, again, I thank my friend. 

   Mr. Chairman, I am very pleased to yield to my friend (Ms. Berkley). 

   Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to particularly thank our subcommittee chairman, NITA LOWEY. I think she has done a remarkable job throughout the day and during her entire service in the United States Congress. 

   And to my good friend ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, I want to thank her for her leadership on this issue. 

   Mr. Chairman, the time has come to put an end to the shenanigans at the United Nations. While murderous and dictatorial regimes in North Korea, Zimbabwe, and Sudan have starved and burned and raped and killed hundreds of thousands of their own countrymen, the United Nations Human Rights Council focuses its attention on the only democratic country in the Middle East: Israel. Israel, with a free press, a country with free elections, a vibrant economy, and an open society; a nation that has to defend itself from terrorists and terrorism, terrorists who would wipe it from the face of the Earth if they had half a chance. Now that is a human rights issue worth looking into. 

   Mr. Chairman, the United Nations' Orwellian hypocrisy on human rights is so well known it has become a cliche. This body must take a stand against this mockery of a Human Rights Council. Let us cut off funding for this shameful and outrageous organization. 

   Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

   The Acting CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros-Lehtinen). 

   The amendment was agreed to. 

