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When one of our warriors dies,
Madam Speaker, for our country, they
become a casualty of war; but the
worst casualty of war is to be forgot-
ten. So I hope we would build that me-
morial on the Mall. But now let’s pass
this bill to commemorate them and
honor them with this commission.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
this important legislation. H.R. 6364 es-
tablishes a commission to ensure that
there is suitable observation of the
centennial of World War I. This bill is
a fitting tribute to all servicemembers
who valiantly fought in all theaters of
World War 1.

The commission the bill establishes
leaves ample time for appropriate com-
memorative works, events, and a trib-
ute before the 100th anniversary of the
war in 2014.

I would like to thank my colleagues,
but especially Representative TED POE,
who has been singularly focused on this
bill and who has worked with me and
with others until this day, and I cer-
tainly pledge to work with him next
year as he continues on this very laud-
able mission. I thank also my friend,
EMANUEL CLEAVER of Missouri, ROB
BISHOP of Utah, and RAUL GRIJALVA of
Arizona for working with me to pre-
serve the District of Columbia World
War I memorial in particular.
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Earlier this year, in his search for a
suitable memorial for World War I,
Representative TED POE introduced
H.R. 938, which would have national-
ized the D.C. memorial by redesig-
nating it as the District of Columbia
and National World War I Memorial.
He made clear, however, that he was
not necessarily focused on the D.C. me-
morial, but that his goal was a World
War I memorial here.

While I very much support com-
memorating all the servicemen and
-women who fought in World War I, I
had to oppose altering the integrity of
the D.C. memorial. The D.C. memorial
was built with the blood and treasure
of D.C. residents only, including funds
from schoolchildren. Of the more than
26,000 D.C. residents who served in
World War I, the 499 who died, more
than the number from three States,
have their names engraved on the me-
morial. Our memorial is deeply sym-
bolic of the historic and continuing
concerns of District residents, particu-
larly our veterans who continue to
serve without equal congressional rep-
resentation, equal rights as citizens,
and equal local government control.

In the spirit of cooperation among
Members of both parties, the House-
passed version of H.R. 6364 would have
protected the D.C. War Memorial, and
H.R. 6364 as amended by the Senate
similarly will have no effect on the
D.C. War Memorial. In fact, all of the
provisions regarding memorials have
been removed from the bill. Instead, it
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establishes a commission to observe
World War I across the country as we
approach the centennial of the start of
the war. I believe that the reason that
this has been done reflects nothing
more than the fact that the commis-
sion’s approach to two important com-
memorations has been the usual ap-
proach almost always to important
commemorations, and World War I had
enormous effects on those who fought,
on the Nation and on the world.

More than 4 million men and women
from the United States served in uni-
form during World War I. Among them,
two future Presidents: Harry S. Tru-
man and Dwight D. Eisenhower. Two
million men and women from the
United States served overseas during
World War I. The United States suf-
fered 375,000 casualties during that war,
including 116,516 deaths.

The national commission will plan,
develop, and execute programs,
projects, and activities to commemo-
rate the centennial of World War I
throughout the United States. Impor-
tantly, not only here, but throughout
the United States, people are anxious
to learn more about the history of this
war, to become involved in its com-
memoration, especially considering the
effects of this war on the 20th century
until today. We very much look for-
ward to the commission’s efforts to
honor the participation and sacrifices
of the United States and its citizens in
the war effort.

And once again, I want to thank Rep-
resentative POE for the extraordinary
effort and energy he has put into this
bill and the way he has worked coop-
eratively with all of us on both sides of
the aisle.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I
have no additional speakers, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, 1
would like to again thank Representa-
tive POE from the State of Texas for in-
troducing this legislation and his tena-
cious pursuit of making this happen.

The bill is bipartisan in its approach.
It creates a means for properly com-
memorating the centennial of the
Great War in honoring those who gal-
lantly fought. I would encourage my
colleagues to vote in concurrence with
the Senate amendment to H.R. 6364 and
remind people that no taxpayer dollars
will be used to carry out this act.

I encourage my colleagues to vote in
favor of this, and I yield back the bal-
ance my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from TUtah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 6364.

The question was taken.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

CONDEMNING NORTH KOREAN
MISSILE LAUNCH

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 145) calling for universal con-
demnation of the North Korean missile
launch of December 12, 2012, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 145

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1695, unanimously adopted on
July 15, 2006, following a series of North Ko-
rean missile firings on July 5, 2006, specifi-
cally condemned the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea’s (North Korea) recent
test-firing of a series of missiles, and de-
manded that the North-East Asian country
suspend all ballistic missile related activity
and reinstate its moratorium on missile
launches;

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1695 also required all Member
States, in accordance with their national
legal authorities and legislation and con-
sistent with international law, to exercise
vigilance and prevent missile and missile-re-
lated items, materials, goods, and tech-
nology being transferred to North Korea’'s
missile or weapons of mass destruction
(WMD) programmes, and to prevent the pro-
curement of missiles or missile related-
items, materials, goods, and technology from
North Korea, and the transfer of any finan-
cial resources in relation to North Korea’s
missile or WMD programmes;

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1718, adopted on October 14, 2006,
decided that North Korea shall suspend all
activities related to its ballistic missile pro-
gramme and in this context re-establish its
pre-existing commitments to a moratorium
on missile launching;

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1718 also imposed a ban on the
sales of military equipment and luxury goods
to North Korea as well as a ban on tech-
nology transfers;

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1718 further required Member
States to prevent the travel of North Korean
officials connected to the ballistic missile or
nuclear programs, the inspection of cargo
from North Korea to assure it was not mis-
sile, WMD, or nuclear-related, and the imme-
diate freezing of funds, other financial as-
sets, and economic resources that support
these illicit North Korean activities;

Whereas United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1874, adopted on June 12, 2009,
called upon Member States to inspect, seize,
and dispose of proscribed illicit North Korea
items related to its missile, nuclear, and
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WMD programmes and to prevent the provi-
sion of financial services or the transfer to,
through, or from their territory of any finan-
cial or other assets or resources that could
contribute to North Korea’s nuclear-related,
ballistic missile-related, or other WMD-re-
lated programmes or activities, and by deny-
ing fuel or supplies to service the vessels car-
rying them;

Whereas, on December 12, 2012, in flagrant
defiance of past United Nations Security
Council resolutions, the international com-
munity, and its Six-Party partners, North
Korea launched a three-stage, long-range
missile, which overflew Japanese territory
near Okinawa and dropped debris into the
Yellow Sea, the East China Sea, and waters
adjacent to the Philippines;

Whereas North Korea’'s latest provocative
and defiant action represents a direct threat
to the United States Armed Forces in the
Asia/Pacific region and regional allies and
friends, including Australia, Japan, the Phil-
ippines, the Republic of Korea, Singapore,
and Taiwan and is a potential future threat
to the United States and its people, includ-
ing those residing in Guam, Hawaii, Alaska,
and the west coast of the United States
mainland; and

Whereas there has been extensive coopera-
tion on missile development and military co-
operation between the Governments of North
Korea and Iran that dates back to the 1980s:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that—

(1) the North Korean missile launch of De-
cember 12, 2012, represents a flagrant viola-
tion of United Nations Security Council res-
olutions 825 (1993), 1540 (2004), 1695 (2006), 1718
(2006), and 1874 (2009), that North Korea con-
tinues to defy the United Nations, its Six-
Party partners, and the international com-
munity, and that the Member States should
immediately impose sanctions covered by
these resolutions and censure North Korea;

(2) all current restrictions against the Gov-
ernment of North Korea, including sanctions
that ban the importation into the United
States of North Korean products and goods,
should remain in effect until the Govern-
ment of North Korea no longer engages in
activities that threaten United States inter-
ests and global peace and stability;

(3) the Government of China should cooper-
ate with the United States in pursuit of a
new round of United Nations Security Coun-
cil sanctions, to pressure its North Korean
partner, redouble its efforts to prevent Chi-
nese companies from transferring military
and dual-use technologies to North Korea,
and to crack down on transshipments
through China that relate to North Korean
military, missile, and nuclear programs and
proliferation activities; and

(4) North Korea should abandon and dis-
mantle its provocative missile and nuclear
weapons programs, cease its proliferation ac-
tivities, and come into immediate compli-
ance with all relevant international agree-
ments and United Nations Security Council
resolutions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE
of Texas). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERMAN) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
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include extraneous material in the
RECORD on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

I rise to support this strongly bipar-
tisan measure which condemns the lat-
est provocation by North Korea.
Pyongyang has once again flagrantly
violated past United Nations Security
Council resolutions and the assurances
given to Six-Party partners.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity, Mr. Speaker, to sincerely con-
gratulate President-elect Park for her
victory in South Korea’s hard-fought
presidential election.

The Republic of Korea is one of our
Nation’s closest friends in Asia. Ours is
a steadfast alliance forged in the cru-
cible of war. Two decades ago, with all
eyes on Europe, the United States pre-
maturely celebrated victory over com-
munism and an end to the Cold War.
But in 1989, the same year the Berlin
Wall fell, tanks rolled into Tiananmen
Square, crushing, in a bloody massacre,
the democracy movement of the Chi-
nese people. So while communism fell
in Europe, it was revitalized in the
world’s most populous nation and pre-
served in North Korea and in my native
homeland of Cuba.

Pyongyang’s recent missile launch
awakens America to the fact that the
shadow of communism still casts a
long shadow over Asia. North Korea’s
expanding nuclear and missile pro-
liferation threaten not only our allies
in the Pacific, but potentially our own
people as well. In Asia, the Cold War
never ended, and the United States and
South Korean forces stand guard to-
gether on this last frontier.

Attempts to engage Pyongyang over
the past 4 years have been met with re-
peated provocations: the kidnapping of
two American journalists, repeated
missile launches, one more nuclear
test, the sinking of a South Korean
naval vessel with the loss of 46 lives,
and the shelling of a South Korean is-
land.
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How much more should we endure be-
fore we say, Enough is enough?

Sweet-talking Pyongyang only seems
to inspire further belligerence. Our ex-
tended hand is met not only with a
clenched fist but a fist grasping a
knife. Those who had hoped for open-
ness and reform from this new genera-
tion of the Kim dynasty saw their
dreams go up in smoke on a North Ko-
rean launch pad. The only answer ap-
pears to be a coordinated, firm, inter-
national strategy in which current
sanctions are reinforced and strength-
ened. This, of course, requires the co-
operation of Beijing, a U.N. Security
Council permanent member who decep-
tively seems to tell one thing to Wash-
ington and yet another to Pyongyang.

Press articles hailed the fact that
China, in anticipation of the recent
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launch, had begun inspecting cargo on
North Korean ships in search of contra-
band. The question this raises is: Why
has China not been inspecting North
Korean ships since 2006, as was first
called for in a U.N. resolution, which
was reinforced by another resolution in
the year 2009? If U.N. member states
would only enforce the sanctions cur-
rently on the books, North Korea
would be unable to ignore the inter-
national community and the civilized
world.

The time for coordinated inter-
national action is now. The time, in
fact, is long overdue.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 145, as
amended, and I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

I would like to thank the sponsor of
this legislation, the chairman of the
Foreign Affairs Committee, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, for her leadership on this
issue and for her work in addressing
the North Korean threat.

BEarlier this month, North Korea car-
ried out a missile launch using bal-
listic missile technology in direct defi-
ance of the international community.
This important resolution condemns
North Korea’s launch, and it calls on
the North to live up to its commit-
ments, to adhere to its international
obligations and to deal peacefully with
its neighbors.

North Korea’s missile launch is a bla-
tant violation of U.N. Security Council
resolutions 1718 and 1874, and we urge
the Security Council to take strong
and concerted action to demonstrate
that Pyongyang’s actions are com-
pletely unacceptable. In particular, we
call on China and Russia to work con-
structively with other members of the
Council to show that the international
community is united in condemning
North Korea’s provocative behavior.

North Korea is only further isolating
itself with its irresponsible action, and
the development of ballistic missiles
and nuclear weapons will never bring
the real security and acceptance by the
international community that the re-
gime so desperately wants. Instead of
pouring hundreds of millions of dollars
into its so-called space program, nu-
clear programs, and massive military,
North Korea should instead work to
feed its own citizens and improve its
dismal economy.

We must continue to remain vigilant
in the face of North Korean provo-
cations and fully committed to the se-
curity of our allies in the region, so I
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I would like to
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE), the chairman of the Foreign
Affairs Subcommittee on Terrorism,
Nonproliferation, and Trade and the
chairman-designate of the full com-
mittee in the next Congress. I thank
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him for his leadership on this and
many of the issues that are facing our
Foreign Affairs Committee.

Mr. ROYCE. Thank you very much,
Chairman, for yielding.

I rise in support of this resolution, of
which I am an original cosponsor.

I think Members are very rightly
concerned now, as the same technology
that’s used to put a satellite into space
is also used to launch a ballistic mis-
sile. This experiment by North Korea is
definitely an advance for them. It is
definitely a threat to the region. It is
definitely a threat to the United States
because what we’re talking about here
are three-stage ICBMs.

It is estimated that North Korea has
spent $3 billion since 1998 on that mis-
sile program, which is the amount of
money that would have bought enough
corn to feed that country over the last
3 years. I have been to North Korea,
and I've seen the malnutrition. Instead
of feeding its people, it continues to
plow billions of dollars into its mili-
tary. That’s the type of despicable re-
gime we’re dealing with—where $3 bil-
lion went into this project instead of
feeding the population. This is why the
House has passed legislation to pro-
hibit the United States from giving
food aid to North Korea. When we do
so, money is fungible, and we have
found in the past that that aid is both
used to feed the military and it’s sold
on the exchange for hard currency.

U.S. policy towards North Korea—
hoping that North Korea will give up
its weapons for aid—has been a failure.
It has been a bipartisan failure, frank-
ly, for decades, and it has gotten us
now to this point. The hope that North
Korea can be induced to abandon its
ambitions for nuclear weapons and
missiles distracts us, unfortunately. It
distracts us from pursuing the very
policies that might actually change the
behavior of the regime and support its
people.

In going forward, we need to move
away from an unimaginative policy
here to one with energy and creativity
and focus. Let’s tackle North Korea’s
illicit activities—its missile and drug
proliferation, its counterfeiting of U.S.
currency. This regime will do anything
for money. As many North Koreans
who have left will tell you, this is a
gangster regime. Let’s interfere with
those shipments and disrupt the bank
accounts that are used. Let’s ramp up
radio broadcasts into the country
where there is evidence that the infor-
mation wall is cracking. We see that
with the defectors who are telling us
about how much they oppose the re-
gime now. Let’s help the refugees who
are literally dying to escape the prison
north of the 38th parallel.

Severely weakening the regime is the
only way to make the Korean penin-
sula secure. Until it was dropped in
favor of a failed diplomacy program
several years ago, the Treasury Depart-
ment went after North Korea. If we can
remember 2006, we went after North
Korea’s ill-gotten gains that were
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parked in a Macau bank. We put the
brakes on North Korea’s counterfeiting
of U.S. currency. We cut the flow of
currency to the regime. The head of
state could not pay his generals. It cre-
ated a crisis inside North Korea.

That policy was mistakenly dropped.
I'd like to see it reapplied. Let’s go
back to where we are proactively de-
fending U.S. interests instead of just
condemning another North Xorean
provocation every few months. Let’s do
something that has been proven to
work in terms of putting the pressure
on North Korea.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
also have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 145, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
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CONDEMNING IRAN FOR PERSECU-
TION OF BAHA’I MINORITY

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 134) condemning
the Government of Iran for its state-
sponsored persecution of its Baha’i mi-
nority and its continued violation of
the International Covenants on Human
Rights, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 134

Whereas, in 1982, 1984, 1988, 1990, 1992, 1994,
1996, 2000, 2006, 2008, and 2009, Congress de-
clared that it deplored the religious persecu-
tion by the Government of Iran of the Baha’i
community and would hold the Government
of Iran responsible for upholding the rights
of all Iranian nationals, including members
of the Baha’i faith;

Whereas the Department of State 2011
International Religious Freedom Report
stated that the Government of Iran ‘‘pro-
hibits Baha’is from teaching and practicing
their faith and subjects them to many forms
of discrimination that followers of other re-
ligions do not face” and that ‘‘Baha’is are
barred from all leadership positions in the
government and military’’;
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Whereas the Department of State 2011
International Religious Freedom Report
stated, ‘‘Baha’is are banned from the social
pension system. In addition, Baha’is are reg-
ularly denied compensation for injury or
criminal victimization and the right to in-
herit property. Baha’i marriages and di-
vorces are not officially recognized, although
the government allows a civil attestation of
marriage to serve as a marriage certifi-
cate.”’;

Whereas the Department of State July-De-
cember 2010 International Religious Freedom
Report stated, ‘‘Since the 1979 Islamic Revo-
lution, the government has killed more than
200 Bahai’s and regularly raids and con-
fiscates their property . .. Unknown assail-
ants vandalized cemeteries and holy places,
and school authorities denigrated and abused
Baha’i students in primary and secondary
schools in at least 10 cities.”’;

Whereas the Department of State July-De-
cember 2010 International Religious Freedom
Report stated, ‘‘Public and private univer-
sities continued to deny admittance to or
expel Baha’i students.”’;

Whereas on September 15, 2011, the United
Nations Secretary-General issued a special
report on human rights in Iran (A/66/361),
stating, ‘“‘Restrictions on the overall enjoy-
ment of human rights by unrecognized reli-
gious minorities, particularly the Baha’i
community, remain of serious concern.”’;

Whereas on September 23, 2011, the “‘United
Nations Special Rapporteur on the situation
of human rights in the Islamic Republic of
Iran’’, issued a report (A/66/374), noting that
“[a] number of individuals and organizations
provided the Special Rapporteur with first-
hand testimonies, the preponderance of
which presents a pattern of systemic viola-
tions of . . . fundamental human rights” in
Iran, and expressed concern regarding re-
ports of “human and civil rights violations”
against minority groups, including ‘‘the
Bahai community, which, despite being the
largest non-Muslim religious minority, does
not enjoy recognition as such by the Govern-
ment” and whose members ‘“‘have histori-
cally suffered multifaceted discrimination™;

Whereas on November 21, 2011, the Third
Committee of the United Nations General
Assembly adopted a draft resolution (A/C.3/
66/1..56) noting ‘‘[i]lncreased persecution and
human rights violations against unrecog-
nized religious minorities, particularly mem-
bers of the Baha’i Faith, including escalating
attacks on Baha’is and their defenders, in-
cluding in State-sponsored media, a signifi-
cant increase in the number of Baha’is ar-
rested and detained, including the targeted
attack on the Baha'i educational institution,
the reinstatement of twenty-year sentences
against seven Baha’i leaders following deeply
flawed legal proceedings, and renewed meas-
ures to deny Baha’is employment in the pub-
lic and private sectors.”’;

Whereas on December 19, 2011, the United
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolu-
tion (A/RES/66/175) calling upon the Govern-
ment of Iran ‘‘[t]o eliminate discrimination
against, and exclusion of . . . members of the
Baha’i Faith, regarding access to higher edu-
cation, and to eliminate the criminalization
of efforts to provide higher education to
Baha’i youth denied access to Iranian uni-
versities’’;

Whereas in March and May of 2008, intel-
ligence officials of the Government of Iran in
Mashhad and Tehran arrested and impris-
oned Mrs. Fariba Kamalabadi, Mr.
Jamaloddin Khanjani, Mr. Afif Naeimi, Mr.
Saeid Rezaie, Mr. Behrouz Tavakkoli, Mrs.
Mahvash Sabet, and Mr. Vahid Tizfahm, the
members of the ad hoc leadership group for
the Baha’i community in Iran;



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-12T17:55:01-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




