June 17, 2005

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.
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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.

—————
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.
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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.
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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.
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