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or penalizes the legitimate exercise of freedom
of expression by citizens of Syria.

Mr. Speaker, history has taught us that
strong sanctions can bring about peaceful
change. A generation ago, Congress passed
the Anti-Apartheid Act which led to the end of
the apartheid regime and brought about a
peaceful revolution resulting in the new demo-
cratic South Africa.

H.R. 1905 will help to refocus our efforts on
appropriately addressing these critical issues.
Leaders in the Iranian and Syrian govern-
ments have shown repeatedly that they are
unwilling to comply with international de-
mands.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, | strongly
support H.R. 1905 and the Senate amend-
ments. | urge my colleagues to join me in vot-
ing to pass this bill.

————

INTRODUCTION OF THE INTER-
STATE LAND SALES UPDATE
ACT OF 2012

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, August 2, 2012

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise along
with my colleague Rep. MCHENRY to introduce
the Interstate Land Sales Disclosure Act Up-
date of 2012.

The Interstate Land Sales Disclosure Act
was enacted in 1969 to protect consumers
from being sold property where the property’s
description in the contract and related mate-
rials was not what was to be delivered to the
buyer.

It was intended to protect out-of-state buy-
ers who were sold land that was not what was
advertised and provides a right of action to re-
scind the contract and walk away from the
deal. However, Courts have ruled over the
years that ISLA applies to condominiums, and
developers are required to file redundant pa-
perwork that is unnecessary and out of keep-
ing with modern condominium development.

During the economic downturn, some buy-
ers have used the recording requirements of
ILSA to rescind otherwise valid contracts for
economic reasons, an unintended con-
sequence of the act and its intent. The law
now needs a technical fix to distinguish condo-
minium sales from other types of land sales
and to recognize the unique conditions under
which these units are sold in today’s market.

| fully support the consumer protections that
were enacted through ILSA, and this proposed
legislation does nothing to affect those protec-
tions. But | also believe that we need to make
distinctions for condominiums in order to allow
the condominium development industry to re-
bound from the recession. The bill would only
exempt condominiums from ILSA’s registration
requirements but will maintain the consumer
protections to ensure consumers still have the
right to rescind contracts in cases of fraud.
Developers would, of course, still be required
to comply with state laws that require specific
disclosures.

As we recover in this still fragile economy,
we want to encourage, not discourage, buyers
and sellers to enter into real estate deals re-
sponsibly.

That is why this bill is important to ensure
development and the return of an important in-
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dustry in our country, residential condominium
sales. | urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF THE CAPE
COD CRANBERRY GROWERS’ AS-
SOCIATION

HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, August 2, 2012

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
celebrate the 125th annual meeting of the
Cape Cod Cranberry Growers’ Association, a
professional organization representing over
330 cranberry growers throughout Massachu-
setts.

Established in 1888 to standardize the 100
pound barrel, the measure with which cran-
berries are sold, the Cape Cod Cranberry
Growers’ Association, CCCGA, is one of the
oldest farmer organizations in the country.
Since its creation, the CCCGA has stayed true
to its original goal—to support and promote
the interests of Massachusetts cranberry
growers.

To execute its mission, the CCCGA’s pro-
fessional staff continuously sponsors profes-
sional development seminars for growers, as-
sists growers in regulatory compliance, pro-
vides resources for environmental sustain-
ability, and supports community and profes-
sional outreach activities. Through investments
of over $500,000 dollars in studies and re-
search efforts to improve the efficiency of
cranberry farmers as well as to promote envi-
ronmentally compatible farming techniques,
the CCCGA promotes the sustainable success
of the Massachusetts cranberry grower.

Cranberries are synonymous with Massa-
chusetts and the significance of the Common-
wealth’s cranberry industry is illustrated by the
revenues generated in 2012, which exceeded
$120 million and the roughly 5,000 workers
employed in the industry. In addition to sup-
porting large, commercial enterprises, the
Cape Cod Cranberry Growers’ Association
provides assistance to small, family owned
and operated businesses. Approximately sev-
enty percent of CCCGA businesses are family
owned and operated, and some have been
continuously run by the same family for as
many as five generations.

The importance of the resources provided to
sustain the success of such hard-working
growers cannot be overstated. Through its
continued support, the CCCGA is working to
ensure that Massachusetts cranberry farmers
can adapt to environmental changes, that they
survive urbanization, and that they continue to
experience success and growth into the future.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in celebrating
the 125th annual meeting of the Cape Cod
Cranberry Growers’ Association. May the
CCCGA continue to fulfill its mission and be a
strong, viable supporter of Massachusetts
cranberry growers.
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ON THE TRAGIC SHOOTING IN
AURORA, COLORADO

HON. AL GREEN

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, August 2, 2012

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to express my sincere condolences
to the families of the victims of the Aurora,
Colorado shooting, which took place on July
20, 2012.

Twelve people were killed and 58 wounded
in this senseless carnage, as they sought to
enjoy a film with their family and friends.
Compounding this tragedy, among the victims
were children and U.S. service-members, who
had bravely fought for this country.

While we will never truly understand what
causes someone to take the lives of others in
cold blood, faith will console where reason
cannot. We must find solace in the admirable
examples of courage in the line of fire, as ordi-
nary citizens risked life and limb to help each
other.

The shooter underestimated the strength
and resolve of the community of Aurora. Au-
rora will overcome this tragedy and we as a
country will support them because what im-
pacts them directly impacts us all indirectly.

————

MUSLIM BROTHERHOOD PROBES
HON. TRENT FRANKS

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, August 2, 2012

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker. | sub-
mit the Politico article titled “In defense of
Michele Bachmann, Muslim Brotherhood
probes”, dated July 29, 2012, and authored by
former Speaker Newt Gingrich.

The recent assault on the National Secu-
rity Five is only the most recent example of
the fear our elites have about discussing and
understanding radical Islamists.

When an orchestrated assault is launched
on the right to ask questions in an effort to
stop members of Congress from even inquir-
ing about a topic—you know the fix is in.
The intensity of the attack on Rep. Michele
Bachmann (R-Minn.) as well as Republican
Reps. Trent Franks of Arizona, Louie Goh-
mert of Texas, Tom Rooney of Florida and
Lynn Westmoreland of Georgia is a reminder
of how desperate our elites are to avoid this
discussion. Yet consider this rush to silence
questions in light of our history of unpleas-
ant surprises during the Cold War.

Given all the painful things we learn about
people every day and the surprises that
shock even the experts (the head of the FBI
anti-spy effort was a Russian spy, for exam-
ple), you have to wonder why people would
aggressively assert we shouldn’t ask about
national security concerns.

Remember the shock in 2001 when we
learned that FBI agent Robert Hanssen had
been spying for 22 years—first for the Soviet
Union and then the Russian Federation. This
disaster came just seven years after the 1994
arrest of Aldrich Ames, a CIA counterintel-
ligence officer who was a Soviet spy for eight
years.

Why should we assume we're in better
shape today, when political correctness is
passionately opposed to tough counterintel-
ligence screening? It’s as though our
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leaders have forgotten every lesson of the
1930s about fascism, Nazism and communism
and every lesson from 1945 to 1991 about com-
munism. We have replaced tough mindedness
about national security with a refusal to
think seriously and substituted political cor-
rectness and a ‘‘solid” assurance that people
must be OK because they are ‘‘nice” and
“hard working” for the systematic, intense
investigations of the past.

I'm not suggesting that our primary threat
is espionage. Our greatest problem is getting
the wrong analysis, advice and policy pro-
posals. It is the bias of the advisers and the
disastrous policies they propose that are our
gravest danger at this stage of the long
struggle with radical Islamists. Our elites
refuse to even consider that the advice they
are getting is biased, tainted, distorted—or
just plain wrong.

The underlying driving force behind this
desperate desire to stop unpleasant questions
is the elite’s fear that an honest discussion
of radical Islamism will spin out of control.
They fear if Americans fully understood how
serious radical Islamists are, they would de-
mand a more confrontational strategy.

Former British Prime Minister Tony Blair
warned last week, ‘“The West is asleep on
this issue.” Islamist extremists, Blair as-
serted in an interview with The Telegraph,
seek ‘‘supremacy, not coexistence.” A young
John F. Kennedy wrote “Why England
Slept”’ to try to understand how the leader-
ship of a nation could ignore, repress and re-
ject warnings about Adolf Hitler and Nazi
Germany. A future JFK may write “Why
Washington Slept’ to explain our current pe-
riod. The case of the National Security Five
would be a good chapter on the desperation
of the elites to avoid reality and their deter-
mination to smother any wake-up call,
which might make them come to grips with
Blair’s warning.

This desperate avoidance of reality is not
new. After Maj. Nidal Hasan shouted,
”Allahu AKkbar” (‘‘God is great’) in Fort
Hood, Texas, and killed 12 soldiers and one
Army civilian while wounding 29 others,
there was pressure to avoid confronting his
acts as inspired by his support for radical
Islamism. An American of Palestinian de-
scent, Hasan had been in touch with a rad-
ical American cleric in Yemen, Anwar al-
Awlaki. He declared Hasan a hero. Al-Awlaki
was himself declared a ‘‘specially designated
global terrorist” and, with presidential ap-
proval, was killed by a predator missile. Yet,
despite the evidence, Wikipedia reports,
“One year after the Fort Hood shooting, the
motivations of the perpetrator were not yet
established.”

It did offer suggestions about motivation,
however. For example, ‘A review of Hasan’s
computer and his multiple email accounts
has revealed visits to websites espousing rad-
ical Islamist ideas.”” Talking about Islam, he
said, ‘“‘Nonbelievers would be sent to Hell, de-
capitated, set on fire and have burning oil
poured down their throats.”

A rational person would have some hints
about what motivated a terrorist Kkilling
spree. If even Wikipedia could reach some
conclusion about motivation, you would
think the national security system could do
the same. Not so. The Defense Department
official report instead focused on Hasan’s ac-
tions as though they were ‘“‘workplace vio-
lence’” rather than terrorism. President
Barack Obama, in his speech at Fort Hood,
described the attack as ‘‘incomprehensible.”’

Despite every effort by our enemies to
communicate why they hate us and why they
want to replace our world with theirs, our
leaders find their motives ‘‘incomprehen-
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sible.” Clearly, Obama hasn’t understood
Blair’s warning.

An even more bizarre example of ignoring
reality was New York Mayor Michael
Bloomberg’s initial response to news that a
car bomb had been found in Times Square.
Bloomberg is mayor of the city attacked on
Sept. 11—so did he shrewdly identify the
probable perpetrator? Of course not.
Bloomberg opined it was a ‘homegrown,
maybe a mentally deranged, person or some-
one with a political agenda that doesn’t like
the health care bill or something. It could be
anything.”

Just as Bloomberg was desperately avoid-
ing blaming radical Islamists, the New York
Police Department noted the similarities to
a 2007 jihadist car bombing in London. A
Taliban video from Pakistan claimed respon-
sibility for the car bomb. The person being
looked for was a U.S.-naturalized citizen
from Pakistan.

Given that evidence, Bloomberg’s will to
hide from the truth illustrates the challenge
that the National Security Five face in rais-
ing appropriate and even frightening ques-
tions.

The case of the Pakistani-American car
bomber has yet another lesson for those will-
ing to learn it. At his sentencing, Faisal
Shahzad asserted, “‘If I'm given 1,000 lives, I
will sacrifice them all for the life of Allah.”
He had apparently planned to build another
car bomb in the next two weeks. The Paki-
stan Taliban had given him $15,000 and five
days of explosive training just months after
he became a U.S. citizen.

As Fox News reported: “The judge cut him
off at one point to ask him if he had sworn
allegiance to the United States when he be-
came a citizen last year. ‘I did swear’
Shahzad answered, ‘but I did not mean it.””’

Judge Miriam Goldman Cedarbaum clearly
understood the threat. She stated in sen-
tencing: “The defendant has repeatedly ex-
pressed his total lack of remorse and his de-
sire, if given the opportunity, to repeat the
crime.” Shahzad was not some desperate rep-
resentative of poverty or repression. His fa-
ther had been vice chief of the Pakistani Air
Force. This was the bomber Bloomberg was
confused about.

The reaction to the National Security Five
and their request for investigations by the
inspectors general must be seen in this con-
text of willful avoidance and denial. In fact,
there is a good deal in the Obama adminis-
tration’s national security and foreign policy
to ask about. One theme of the inspectors
general letters is the administration’s court-
ing of individuals viewed as leaders by the
U.S.-based Muslim Brotherhood. A recent
terrorist finance trial produced 80 boxes of
evidence related to the activities of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood network in North America
over the past 40 years.

Unlike the Cold War, the primary focus of
concern in government today is not espio-
nage but influence. In the Cold War, there
was value to learning secrets. The right spy
at the right place could give one side or the
other a big advantage.

This long war with radical Islamists is a
very different struggle. There are many nu-
ances and long-term developments. Much of
the struggle involves ideas and language
alien to most American leaders and unknown
even to most of the State or Defense Depart-
ment professionals.

So the right or wrong adviser can be enor-
mously powerful. Getting the right advice
can be everything. Therefore, whose advice
we rely on becomes central to national secu-
rity. Asking who the advisers are, what their
prejudices are and what advice they give is a
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legitimate—indeed, essential—part of any se-
rious national security system.

It was this question that the National Se-
curity Five focused on. They were right to do
so and it weakens national security for them
to be attacked for simply asking basic ques-
tions. One clear example of the Obama ad-
ministration’s indefensible bias is its deci-
sion to co-sponsor the Global Counterter-
rorism Forum, which explicitly excluded
Israel. Launched on Sept. 22, 2011, by Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton and Turkish
Foreign Minister Ahmet Davutoglu, this
forum brought together 29 countries and the
European Union. Yet it excluded the country
that has been the most frequently attacked
and has the most experience defeating ter-
rorism.

On June 7, 2012, Sens. Joe Lieberman (I-
Conn.) and Mark Kirk (R-I11.) condemned the
U.S. government for giving in to demands to
exclude Israel.

To make matters worse, Maria Otero, the
undersecretary for civilian security, democ-
racy and human rights, gave a speech ‘in
which she notably failed to mention Israel
and Israelis as victims of terrorism.”

Isn’t it legitimate to ask: Who advised
Clinton to launch a counterterrorism initia-
tive that excluded Israel? Isn’t it also legiti-
mate to ask: Who advised Otero to give a
major speech on terrorism and ignore the at-
tacks on Israel and Israelis?

The anti-Israeli bias in the Obama admin-
istration shows up in strange ways. Daniel
Halper of The Weekly Standard reported in
August 2011 that the ‘“White House has ap-
parently gone through its website, cleansing
any reference to Jerusalem being in Israel.”
It seems the Obama administration even
went back to public documents from earlier
administrations to pretend this White
House’s rejection of Jerusalem as part of
Israel had been prior administrations’ poli-
cies. This is the Orwellian nature of the
Obama system.

Its hostility to the city of David being con-
sidered Israel’s capital was displayed as re-
cently as Thursday in the following colloquy
between reporters and Jay Carney, White
House press secretary:

Reporter: ““What city does this administra-
tion consider to be the capital of Israel? Je-
rusalem or Tel Aviv?”’

Carney: “Um . . . I haven’t had that ques-
tion in a while. Our position has not
changed. Can we, uh . . .”

Reporter: ““What is the capital [of Israel]?”’

Carney: ‘“You know our position.”’

Reporter: “I don’t.”

Lester Kinsolving, World Net Daily: ‘“No,
no. She doesn’t know, that’s why she asked.”
Carney: ‘‘She does know.”’

Reporter: “I don’t.”

Kinsolving: ‘‘She does not know. She just
said that she does not know. I don’t know.”
Carney: ‘“We have long, let’s not call on

Kinsolving: ‘“Tel Aviv or Jerusalem?”’

Carney: ‘“‘You know the answer to that.”

Kinsolving: “‘I don’t know the answer. We
don’t know the answer. Could you just give
us an answer? What do you recognize? What
does the administration recognize?”’

Carney: ‘“‘Our position has not changed.”’

Kinsolving: ‘“What position?”’

Carney then moved on to another question.

Isn’t it legitimate to ask: Who advised the
Obama administration to erase Jerusalem
from Israel? Isn’t it fair to ask: Who went
back and forged public documents and who
told them to do it?

Another example of these legitimate ques-
tions, consider the strange case of Louay
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Safi. Safi ran the Islamic Society of North
America (an unindicted co-conspirator in the
Holy Land Foundation Hamas financing
case) and who was himself an unindicted co-
conspirator in the Sami Al-Arian terrorism
case (involving Palestinian Islamic Jihad
terrorist org). As Andy McCarthy, a former
federal prosecutor in terrorism cases, ex-
plained, ‘‘So what happens? Pentagon hires
him as expert to teach Islam to our troops
before they deploy from Fort Hood! And now,
of course, he is the leader of the [Muslim]
Brotherhoods’ government-in-waiting for
Syria. You just can’t make this stuff up!”’

Isn’t it appropriate to ask: Who were the
Muslim chaplains approved by this extrem-
ist? How did he get chosen to be in such a
key position? What system of checking for
extremism broke down so badly, or is so bi-
ased, that it allowed members and allies of
radical Islamist organizations to play key
roles in the U.S. government?

Part of the reaction to the National Secu-
rity Five raising questions about the influ-
ence of the Muslim Brotherhood has come
from a deliberate effort to deny the impor-
tance and the radicalism of the Muslim
Brotherhood as a worldwide network. The
level of self-deception necessary to mis-
understand the Muslim Brotherhood verges
on a psychosis. The organization’s motto is
““Allah is our objective. The Prophet is our
leader. The Quran is our law. Jihad is our
way. Dying in the way of Allah is our highest
hope.” Our elites discount all these words—
and refuse to take them seriously.

Yet doesn’t the lesson of Munich in 1972,
New York City on Sept. 11, Hasan at Fort
Hood, the Times Square car bomber, the
bombings in Iraq this week—the list is end-
less—show that these words matter?

Consider clause seven of one branch of the
Muslim Brotherhood—Hamas. Perhaps no
one in our elites wants to read the Hamas
Charter’s clause seven because it is too hor-
rifying. Consider: ‘“The Day of Judgment will
not come until Muslims fight the Jews, when
the Jew will hide behind the stones and
trees. The stones and trees will say, ‘O Mus-
lims, O Abdullah, there is a Jew behind me,
come and kill him.” Apologists for Hamas
insist this clause has no meaning. But the
Hamas leaders claim they cannot remove it
from their charter.

The Muslim Brotherhood, in a 1991 docu-
ment called the ‘Explanatory Memo-
randum,”’ explained to its own supporters
that its goal was ‘‘a kind of grand Jihad in
eliminating and destroying Western Civiliza-
tion from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miser-
able house by their hands and the hands of
believers so that it is eliminated and God’s
religion is made victorious over all other re-
ligions.”’

This memo cited 29 different allied groups,
including the Islamic Society of North
America, the Muslim Students Association
and the Islamic Association of Palestine.
Leaders in some of these allied groups found-
ed the Council on American-Islamic Rela-
tions. Just Friday, the Dubai chief of police
warned about a Muslim Brotherhood effort
to take over the emirates and seize their oil
and natural gas wealth.

The Muslim Brotherhood is a serious
worldwide organization dedicated to a future
most Americans would find appalling. Seek-
ing to understand its reach and its impact on
the U.S. government is a legitimate, indeed
essential, part of our national security proc-
ess.

The National Security Five were doing
their duty in asking difficult questions de-
signed to make America safer. Their critics
represent the kind of willful blindness that
increasingly puts America at risk.

If we do not want a book to describe ‘“Why
Washington Slept,” we will have to encour-
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age elected officials to follow the advice of a
later Kennedy book and exhibit ‘‘Profiles in
Courage.”

Bachmann, Franks, Gohmert, Rooney and
Westmoreland are showing a lot more cour-
age than the defenders of timidity, com-
plicity and passivity.

————

IN RECOGNITION OF THE SISTER
CITY OF PLYMOUTH, MASSACHU-
SETTS

HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, August 2, 2012

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the arrival of a delegation from
Shichigahama, Japan, in Plymouth, Massa-
chusetts.

This August, the Town of Plymouth will be
welcoming individuals from its sister city, the
Town of Shichigahama in Miyagi Prefecture,
Japan, for a week-long stay. This visit is par-
ticularly special to the people of the two
towns, as it is the first opportunity that they
have had to reconnect since the devastating
earthquake and tsunami that ravaged
Shichigahama’s community and surrounding
region in 2011. For nearly twenty-two years,
Plymouth and Shichigahama have shared this
unique status as sister cities, an appropriate
relationship as the two cities have many com-
monalities. They both are coastal towns that
are surrounded by beautiful scenery with simi-
lar industries and population statistics. The
people of Plymouth and Shichigahama have
long taken in each others’ high school stu-
dents on exchange trips, and they have sup-
ported each other during times of tragedy. In
particular, the Town of Plymouth organized a
number of fundraising events in order to aid
Shichigahama following the 2011 tsunami. The
deep bond that these two towns share is a
prime example of how distance, variance in
language, and cultural differences can all be
overcome in the interest of shared human ex-
perience and unity.

Mr. Speaker, it brings me great joy to recog-
nize the arrival of a delegation from
Shichigahama, Japan, to its sister city of
Plymouth. | urge my colleagues to join me in
recognizing the significance of this visit, in
welcoming our friends from Plymouth’s sister
city to the United States, and in wishing the
delegation a pleasant stay.

———

IRAN THREAT REDUCTION AND
SYRIA HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 2012

SPEECH OF

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, August 1, 2012

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise in oppo-
sition to H.R. 1905, the Iran Threat Reduction
and Syria Human Rights Act of 2012. This is
yet another broad and indiscriminate sanctions
bill that will only serve to hurt ordinary Iranian
people, undermine their democracy movement
and further tie the hands of the President and
his team in their efforts to achieve a diplomatic
resolution over its nuclear program.

Proponents of this bill believe that tightening
sanctions on Iran will bring us closer to a dip-
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lomatic solution with Iran. We only need to
look to the latest round of failed talks to recog-
nize that these sanctions achieved the exact
opposite response. U.S. negotiators lacked the
flexibility they needed to secure Iranian con-
cessions through the freezing of certain sanc-
tions.

| strongly support Section 604 of this bill
which makes clear that nothing in this bill shall
be construed as a declaration of war or an au-
thorization of the use of force against Iran or
Syria. Yet this bill would further undermine
and thwart the most effective tool we have to
ensure that the United States does not get
sucked into a war with Iran: diplomacy.

THE EFFECTS OF SANCTIONS ON ORDINARY IRANIAN

PEOPLE

The Senate Banking Committee summa-
rized this bill by saying that it “aims to prevent
Iran from repatriating any of the revenue from
sale of its crude oil, depriving Iran of hard cur-
rency earnings and funds to run its state
budget.” Spoken plainly, this bill will destroy
the Iranian economy and further hurt the Ira-
nian people that we claim to support. Iranians
are already suffering under stifling sanctions
as they experience rising food prices and a
lack of access to basic medicine.

For example, the sanctions against the Ira-
nian banking sector have greatly diminished
the value of Iranian currency and have had a
negative effect on nearly every aspect of the
lives of ordinary lIranians: the price of rent,
education and bread have all increased. Rath-
er than having the sanctions weaken the Ira-
nian regime, they are weakening the Iranian
people and their ability to make a living or pur-
sue an education.

A recent publication by the International
Civil Society Action Network (ICAN) quotes an
Iranian women’s rights activist as saying that
“The international community’s sole focus on
the nuclear issue has resulted in the adoption
of policies that greatly inflict damage on the
Iranian people, civil society and women. Mili-
tarization of the environment will prompt re-
pressive state policies and the possibility of
promoting reform in Iran will diminish.”

The report further highlights that the sanc-
tions this Congress pushed “directly affected
the availability of foreign-made medication and
other healthcare products including vitamins
for children and pregnant women. Dot
points out that these sanctions are “doing the
most damage to those who are already vulner-
able—the urban poor.”

Iranian-Americans are even facing discrimi-
nation here in the United States. Several Ira-
nian-Americans were recently prevented from
buying an iPhone or other Apple products sim-
ply because of their ethnicity. Such discrimina-
tory treatment is emblematic of the unintended
effects of sanctions.

UNDERMINING THE IRANIAN CIVIL SOCIETY

These sanctions directly undermine lIran’s
civil society by giving the regime an excuse to
crack down even harder on internal dissent.
These sanctions will ensure that this continues
to happen. With many ordinary Iranians strug-
gling to simply make ends meet under our
sanctions regime, they cannot afford to or
spend the time necessary participating in so-
cial movements which provide basic social
services or to push for democratic change in
their country. Are these the intended effects
we wish to have on the Iranian people or Ira-
nian-Americans? If not, passing another broad
and indiscriminate sanctions bill sends the
wrong message.
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