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H. RES. 596, AFFIRMATION OF THE UNITED
STATES RECORD ON THE ARMENIAN
GENOCIDE RESOLUTION

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2000

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to call, at 10:05 a.m., in Room
2172, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Benjamin A. Gilman
(Chairman of the Committee) presiding.

Chairman GILMAN. The Committee on International Relations
meets today in open session.

H. RES. 596—AFFIRMATION OF U.S. RECORD ON ARMENIAN GENOCIDE
RESOLUTION

Chairman GILMAN. The Committee is meeting today pursuant to
notice, to take up several legislative items. We will first consider
H. Res. 596, relating to the way the foreign policy of our Nation
reflects appropriate understanding and sensitivity relating to the
Armenian Genocide.

Chair lays the resolution before the Committee.

Clerk will report the title of the resolution.

[A copy of the resolution appears in the appendix.]

Ms. BLOOMER. “H. Res. 596, a resolution calling upon the Presi-
dent to ensure that the foreign policy of the United States reflects
appropriate understanding and sensitivity concerning issues re-
lated to human rights, ethnic cleansing and genocide documented
in the United States record relating to the Armenian Genocide, and
for other purposes.”

Chairman GILMAN. Without objection, a first reading of the reso-
lution will be dispensed with. Without objection, the Clerk will
read the text of the resolution for amendment.

Ms. BLOOMER. “Resolved, Section. 1. Short Title. This resolution
may be cited as the ‘Affirmation of the United States Record on the
Armenian Genocide Resolution’.”

Chairman GILMAN. Without objection, the resolution is consid-
ered having been read and is open for amendment at any point.

I now recognize the gentleman from California, Mr. Radanovich,
as the sponsor of the resolution, to introduce it to the Committee.

Mr. Radanovich.

Mr. RapaNovICcH. Thank you so much, Mr. Chairman. I do have
a 4-minute video I would like to play before the hearing if there
is no objection.

o))
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Chairman GILMAN. Is there objection?

It will be part of the gentleman’s time.

Mr. Burton.
hMr. BURTON. I was in consultation with my staff. What was
the——

Chairman GILMAN. Would the gentleman repeat his request?

Mr. RADANOVICH. Yes. I requested that I play a 4-minute video
before the markup, if I may.

Mr. BURTON. I have no objection.

Chairman GILMAN. The gentleman has made a unanimous con-
sent request. Is there any objection?

If not, the gentleman may proceed, but bear in mind it is going
to be taken from your time.

Mr. RADANOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman GILMAN. Would the gentleman like to speak on the
measure while we are waiting for the equipment to be put in place?

Mr. RADANOVICH. I would be happy to.

Mr. Chairman, today I am introducing a new bill regarding the
affirmation of the U.S. record on the Armenian Genocide. As the
sponsor of this resolution, I have carefully followed all of the testi-
mony and communications from proponents and opponents. I note
that some Members——

Chairman GILMAN. The gentleman will withhold while the video
is being shown at the present time.

[video shown.]

Mr. RoTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, might we have an opportunity to
see the video from the beginning?

Chairman GILMAN. Gentleman’s requested that the video be re-
played from the beginning.

Mr. ROTHMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman GILMAN. Please proceed with the video.

[video shown.]

Mr. Radanovich.

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Chairman, I thank you so much for bring-
ing up this bill today. I am introducing a new bill regarding the
affirmation of the U.S. record on the Armenian Genocide.

As the sponsor of this resolution, I have carefully followed all of
the testimony and communications from proponents and opponents,
and I note that some Members have expressed concern with the
training component of this former bill, H. Res. 398—specifically the
complexity of implementing the clause.

I also note that during the Subcommittee hearing Ambassador
Grossman testified that the Foreign Service Institute already in-
cludes the Armenian Genocide in its training program. This was
later confirmed by a State Department spokesman.

Therefore, taking into account the concerns of some of my col-
leagues and the statements of the Department, and with the sup-
port of Chairman Smith, I submit this new bill. All references to
training have been removed, and I trust that this change will enjoy
the support of this Committee and will also make expedited floor
consideration possible.

H. Res. 398 enjoyed the bipartisan support of more than 140
Members, and I rest assured that H. Res. 596 maintains the intent
of my original bill. The new resolution also enjoys the support of



3

the Speaker, the House Minority Whip, the Chairman and Ranking
Minority Member of this Committee, as well as the Chairman and
Ranking Minority Member of the International Operations and
Human Rights Subcommittee.

I thank all for their support and cooperation.

Chairman GILMAN. Gentleman’s time has expired. I am going to
have to keep a tight time control, since we have 10 measures and
we will be interrupted by the proceedings on the floor.

Mr. RADANOVICH. I would request that my statement be

Chairman GILMAN. Without objection, the full statement will be
made part of the record.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Radanovich appears in the ap-
pendix.]

Chairman GILMAN. Mr. Burton.

Before recognizing Mr. Burton, Mr. Gejdenson will be recognized.

Mr. GEJDENSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I join with, I think, the majority of my colleagues in urging sup-
port for this resolution. It is clear that these kinds of acts didn’t
end in the early 1900’s or in the 1940’s, but we face them today
in many places in the world. Not but a few days ago in this hearing
room Mr. Royce had a hearing on what was happening in West Af-
rica in seeing children with their arms cut off and legs cut off and
ears cut off, and many others killed.

I think that our action here today has to speak very directly on
this outrage against humanity that occurred so long ago, but is still
not recognized by all too many. It is clear that this is not directed
against the modern Turkish Government, except the modern Turk-
ish Government makes the mistake that it feels it needs to defend
the actions of a predecessor regime.

I would suggest to the Turkish Government that they take their
lesson from the German Government. They would recognize the
mistakes of the past and follow Germany, which now moves for-
ward and holds its head high among the civilized nations of the
world who participate in trying to make this a world with less bar-
barism in it.

The vote here today is not a vote against Turkey. It is a vote to
recognize history and to clearly state that this Congress and these
American people that we represent will not let history be forgotten.
So many have warned us about forgetting history and the con-
sequences of that. What we have just seen on television has been
told to us by many survivors and their families.

There are always debates about the complexities of an issue, but
what is clear here is that innocent civilians in large numbers were
massacred and starved to death. Our own officials at the time rec-
ognized this. The historic evidence is clear; we need to move for-
ward and pass this resolution.

Chairman GILMAN. Mr. Burton.

Mr. BURTON. First of all, Mr. Chairman, I have watched that
Peter Jennings report before, and I think anybody that sees it
would say that their hearts go out to the people who suffered those
kinds of atrocities.

But I would hate to think that the Congress of the United States
is going to be swayed in any way by watching—violins in the back-
ground when somebody talks. I mean, the lady who was talking,
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could you hear the violins in the background? That was designed,
that is what we call “advocacy journalism,” where they are trying
to put forth a position on an issue by swaying the audience with
what they see.

Now, there is no question that genocides occurred and there is
no question that a lot of people died in that conflict. But the fact
is, I hope nobody is swayed just by that report.

Now, let me just say this: Three million Turks, three million
Turks died, many of them in what is called a genocide during the
conflict we are talking about back in 1915 through 1920. There is
no question that Armenians died as well, but the fact is, this hap-
pened 85 years ago.

There is a divergence of opinion. I have debated this issue over
the past 18 years. We have gone to the floor with huge copies of
books, volumes of books on both sides that explain what happened,;
and there is a divergence of opinion among historians about what
actually happened back then and whether or not there was an Ar-
menian Genocide or a Turkish Genocide. And the fact is, because
of the difference of opinion, the Turks have never said that this ac-
tually happened. They haven’t owned up to it, and I don’t think
they should.

Now, the second thing I would like to say is this: Turkey has
been an ally of ours through thick and thin. During the Iraqi war
we used their bases to stop Saddam Hussein. We might not have
been successful had it not been for their very help. They lost bil-
lions of dollars by cutting off the oil supplies that were coming from
Iraq into the coffers of the rest of the world, into the tanks of the
rest of the world, and they lost billions that they have never recov-
ered. They have been ally of ours time and time again.

This is a major issue. It is all over the front pages over there in
Turkey, and what are we going to do today, we are going to kick
our friends right in the teeth one more time about something that
allegedly happened 85 years ago.

In war, horrible things happen.

I am going to talk about the amendment in a minute, Mr. Chair-
man, which talks about the Armenian forces and what they have
done in the last 10 years to the Azerbaijanis. They forced people
out of their villages. There have been massacres, but nobody’s talk-
ing about that. We are going back 85 years.

The only thing I want to say is that I protest this, and the other
thing I want to say is that this bill was going to be jointly referred
to my committee. I went to the Parliamentarian and asked, be-
cause of the retraining mechanism in this bill, if I had jurisdiction.
They said, yes, and it was going to be referred to my Committee.

So what happens after it goes through the Subcommittee? They
changed the bill in the middle of the night with the help of the
leaders on both sides of the aisle, and now they are taking that sec-
tion out so I won’t have joint referral.

So I want to tell you, this thing is on rails. I think everybody
knows it is on rails. It is going to fly through this Committee, and
it is going to go to the floor; but I want you to know, I object stren-
uously to the tactics that are being used and for kicking our friend
for years and years right in the teeth when they have been with
us day in and day out, year in and year out.
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Chairman GILMAN. Thank you Mr. Burton.

Mr. Lantos.

Mr. LANTOS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, as the only Member of Congress ever elected who
is a survivor of a holocaust, I yield to no one in my concern for
human rights, past and present, but I think it is appropriate to
ask, as we deal with this issue in the waning hours of this congres-
sional session, as to why this issue is before us today.

We all know why this issue is before us. It is before us because
a Member of Congress who is in a very close congressional race
persuaded the Speaker to put this on the agenda for political rea-
sons. We are not dealing with a human rights issue. We are deal-
ing with a partisan political issue which has been defused by the
fact that the Democrat in that race also supports this legislation,
which enables us now to deal with the merits of the issue rather
than with the politics of the case.

This is not a partisan issue anymore, so we can deal with the
merits.

Now, there is little doubt of the incredible amount of suffering
of the Armenian people during this period, and in recognition of
that suffering, the President of the United States annually issues
a powerful statement recognizing that suffering and paying tribute
to the victims. This is as it should be. But of course, serious states-
manship always compels us to look at all the ramifications of legis-
lative measures, and one of the ramifications is, of course, the U.S.
national interests—not 84 years ago, but in the year 2000.

It is self-evident to every single Member of this Committee and
of the whole Congress that U.S. national interest compels us to
vote against this measure at this time. There is a long list of rea-
sons why our NATO ally at this point should not be humiliated. It
will be counterproductive to Turkish-Armenian relations. It will be
counterproductive to Turkish-Greek relations. It certainly will be
counterproductive to Turkish-U.S. relations.

It will be welcomed by Saddam Hussein. Saddam Hussein will be
the prime beneficiary of this legislation. Before my colleagues take
the politically easy road, they should ask themselves whether, in
fact, by taking the politically convenient road they really want to
benefit Saddam Hussein, against whom our policies could not be
pursued with anywhere near its effectiveness without Turkish sup-
port.

My feeling is, Mr. Chairman, that there is always room for hon-
oring and recognizing past tragedies, but the manner and the
mechanism need to be cast in the context of U.S. current national
interests. This piece of legislation at this moment in U.S.-Turkish
relations is singularly counterproductive to our national interest.

I am all in favor of the President’s annual declaration. I have
spoken on countless occasions, memorializing this tragedy. I will
not be party to diminishing U.S. national interests to participate
in what was intended to be a political ploy in a congressional dis-
trict in California. That political ploy has now been defused by both
the Democrat and the Republican favoring this legislation.

Therefore, the merit of the legislation is now before us. On the
merits, I urge my colleagues to vote against this legislation.

Chairman GILMAN. Thank you Mr. Lantos.



Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, on September 12th, I received a letter and I will
just quote it briefly:

“I am writing you to urge you, Chairman Smith and Mem-
bers of the International Operations Subcommittee, to speak
and vote in favor of the Armenian Genocide Resolution. This
resolution is to come on Thursday September 14th,” which it
did.

“It is my hope,” the author writes, “that the House will go
on record calling upon the President to make sure that all U.S.
officials dealing with human rights are educated about the
memory of the Armenian Genocide and also urging the Presi-
dent to incorporate into his April 24th address a statement
calling on our Nation to remember the Armenian massacres. It
is crucial that the President provide appropriate materials”—
and he goes on.

That was signed by Elie Wiesel, the quintessential humanitarian
and a Holocaust survivor, asking that this legislation be passed
into law or be approved by the House of Representatives as quickly
as possible.

I don’t know if Elie Wiesel is a Democrat or a Republican. I have
no idea. But he is a humanitarian who I think speaks with incred-
ible, impeccable standing and has said, pass this resolution, which
has been introduced by Mr. Radanovich, Mr. Rogan and Mr.
Bonior, the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. Chairman, in 1915 there were about two million Armenians
living in what was then the Ottoman Empire, a region they had
inhabited for 2,500 years. By 1923, well over 90 percent of these
Armenians had disappeared. Most of them, as many as one and a
half million, were dead. The remainder had been forced into exile.

The United States Ambassador to Turkey at the time, Henry
Morgenthau, accused the government of the Empire of a case of
“race extermination.” The British, French and Russian Govern-
ments accused the young Turk Government of “a crime against hu-
manity.” Even the government of the Republic of Turkey, the suc-
cessor state, tried and convicted a number of high-ranking young
Turk officials for what the Turkish Government called the “mas-
sacre and destruction of the Armenians.”

When the term “genocide” was invented in 1944, its author
Raphael Lemkin illustrated the term by saying, “It was the sort of
thing Hitler did to the Jews and the Turks did to the Armenians.”

Unfortunately, memories seem to have faded. The government of
the Republic of Turkey and some of those who apologize for it, or
at least try to downgrade the idea that it was a genocide, suggest
that it never even happened. I would just point out—when we held
our hearing just a few days ago—Ambassador Aktan made the
point—and I think this doesn’t pass the straight-face test—that
Turks have never harbored any anti-Armenianism.

I have held four hearings and briefings in the Commission on Se-
curity and Cooperation on current use of torture in Turkey. Every
time we wanted to schedule a hearing and talk about what was
going on in Turkey, there was an enormous amount of protest
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about even having the hearing because it might injure this delicate
balance between ourselves and Turkey. But we need to speak the
truth to power.

You know, you look at the Country Reports on Human Rights
Practices today, not 1984 or 1985 or years ago, and human rights
monitors say that security officials increasingly use methods of tor-
ture that do not leave physical traces. This is talk about torture,
such as beating with weighted bags instead of clubs and fists. Com-
monly employed methods of torture reported by Human Rights
Foundation treatment centers include systematic beatings, strip-
ping and blindfolding, exposure to extreme cold or high pressure,
cold water hoses, electric shocks, beating on the soles of the feet
and genitalia, hanging by the arms, lack of food and sleep; and you
get the idea, and it goes on and on.

That is current and that is today. Yes, and thank God, some in
Turkey have spoken out against that kind of abuse.

In this case, we have a situation where the overwhelming body
of evidence clearly points to a genocide. And I remind Members,
read the Genocide Convention, which defines the term as the exter-
mination of a group of people whole or in part. This clearly is what
has happened, and I would hope that we would be very clear in our
statement and not shrink from calling genocide a genocide.

At our hearing, Dr. Melson from Purdue University testified, and
I quote, “The Armenian Genocide and the Holocaust are the quin-
;c_essential instances of total genocide in the 20th century.” He testi-
ied,

“In both instances, a deliberate attempt was made by the
government of the day to destroy in part or in whole an ethno-
religious community, an ancient group that had existed as a
segment of the government’s own society.

“In both instances, genocide was perpetrated after the fall of
an old regime and during the reign of a revolutionary move-
ment that was motivated by an ideology of social, political, and
cultural transformation and in both cases genocide occurred.”

Chairman GILMAN. Gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. SMITH. I urge support of this resolution, and I do have sev-
eral other instances backing this up, and I hope Members will back
Mr. Radanovich in his resolution.

Chairman GILMAN. Mr. Sherman.

Mr. SHERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

This resolution is supported by 126 Holocaust scholars, including
Elie Wiesel. The facts are obvious if you just look at current demo-
graphics. For 2,500 years Armenians lived in eastern Anatolia, and
now they are gone. Are we to assume that they just vanished?

The fact is that over a million, million-and-a-half were killed in
the first genocide of the 20th century. No wonder our Sub-
committee passed this resolution, and this Full Committee should
do so as well.

But let me confront what I think is the most repeated and least
acceptable argument against the resolution, and that is that it is
inconsistent with America’s current geopolitical convenience. Yes,
Turkey is a NATO ally and a powerful one at that; and yes, it
played a role in Desert Storm and Desert Shield. But let us look
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at how powerful Germany is, a NATO ally that has play ed a crit-
ical role in winning the Cold War and in winning Desert Storm and
Desert Shield.

Today, the German Government recognizes the Holocaust, but
what about 10 or 20 or 30 years from now? A new government may
rise in Germany that demand s for U.S.-German relations we
march down from this hall and dismantle the Holocaust Museum
brick by brick. If we are going to ignore the Armenian Genocide be-
cause it meets our geopolitical needs today, then we will tear down
the Holocaust Museum tomorrow because some future German
Government or some future Austrian Government insists upon it.

I think the power of America is not in whether it moves pawns
and pieces on the chessboard of the world, but whether we are re-
spected for our commitment to human rights and our commitment
to ideals. And if we reject this resolution because it is bad for bas-
ing rights, then what credibility do we have in the world? And if
those who say it is important to our geopolitical convenience that
we ignore this genocide, vote against this resolution, then are we
also prepared to whitewash the Holocaust if, in some future dec-
ade, that becomes politically convenient or helpful for basing rights
or for our relationship with some NATO country.

I think that history speaks for itself, and we do America proud
if we stand up for human rights and for what really happened.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman GILMAN. Thank you, Mr. Sherman.

Mr. Bereuter.

Mr. BEREUTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Colleagues, we see the emergence of the Armenian Genocide res-
olution from time to time, and in part—and I emphasize “In
part”—it is driven by California politics. Over the last 20 years,
this Committee unfortunately has evolved to the point where we
focus an extraordinary amount of our time and effort on con-
demning and commending by resolution instead of being focused on
our authorizing responsibilities.

I don’t think that much that will be said here today by Members
will influence this vote one way or another. Hope springs eternal
that it might, but I don’t think that will be the case. I am fortunate
to follow our colleague from California, Mr. Lantos, who speaks
with tragic, cogent authority on a subject like this.

Few people who argue against this resolution argue that there
was no genocidal action. The only question is who and how much
and which sides and who was responsible.

I think we need to be reminded always about what our respon-
sibilities are to our national interest. I am sure all of you have
been contacted by people from the State Department, the Defense
Department, the National Security Adviser, not only of this Admin-
istration but the Carter Administration, the Bush Administration,
and the Reagan Administration saying that the passage of this res-
olution is very much contrary to our national interest. The gen-
tleman from California, Mr. Lantos, has explained very eloquently
some of the many reasons why that is the case.

Sometimes I think there should be a big banner across the back
of this room reminding us to ask the question, “What is our na-
tional interest?” so that we are focused on it time and again.
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This is not a matter of geopolitical convenience, I would say to
the gentleman from California, Mr. Sherman. This is a matter of
our national interest. We are being advised by the best minds that
have served this country over the last 20-plus years that the pas-
sage of this resolution is not in our national interest. Therefore, I
will not vote for it.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman GILMAN. Thank you, Mr. Bereuter.

Mr. Rothman.

Mr. RoTHMAN. I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to thank you
and the Ranking Member for bringing this measure before our
Committee today.

This is not an easy decision we make today. I am extraordinarily
mindful of the role that Turkey plays in securing America’s inter-
ests around the world, and I want to begin my remarks by thank-
ing the Republic of Turkey for all that they do for our country and
for all of our allies around the world. There is no question that
Turkey is an important friend of the United States and a strategic
partner in NATO. But we are here today not to talk about modern
Turkey. We are not here to talk about the importance of Turkey
to our military alliance. We are asked a question today, do we ac-
knowledge the truth or not. Do we acknowledge the truth or not?

Now, maybe many of us would rather have not had that question
asked of us, but we now confronted with it and certainly when it
comes to the issue of genocide, the question becomes probably a lit-
tle easier, certainly for those of us who remember our history and
who have perhaps a personal stake in never forgetting history.

We are here today to mark up a resolution that honors the mem-
ory of 1% million human beings. Should we do that? Should we
recognize the truth of their slaughter or should we say it didn’t
happen? I would like to read from a letter that Robert Jay Lifton
wrote to Congressman Smith on September 13th, my colleague
from New Jersey, who I am proud to sit with.

And by the way, let me say this, I have read everything sub-
mitted to me from every side from the Turkish Government, those
who support the Turkish Government and all those who support
this resolution.

Dr. Lifton wrote, “Genocide is ignored at a terrible peril. Wheth-
er in the case of Nazi genocide of Jews during the 1940, the Cam-
bodian genocide of the late 1970’s or the Turkish genocide of the
Armenians in 1915, confronting the causes and human effects of
such systematic mass killing is crucial to the world at large. The
failure to confront these events contributes to a false consciousness
to the effect that murderers did not really murder, victims were not
really killed and all evidence of such killing should be ignored,
glossed over. This kind of psychic numbing encourages, indeed in-
vites, repetitions of the original crime.”

When Hitler asked the rhetorical question to his SS generals,
“Who, after all, speaks today of the annihilation of the Armenians?”
he was invoking a deadly dynamic in which unimposed genocide
begets new genocide.

Resolution 398 interrupts that dangerous dynamic and asks in-
stead that we and our diplomatic representatives acknowledge and
learn from the events of history, however painful. In this way we
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serve the historical truth, our own integrity as a Nation and the
overall human future.

If we believe that unrecognized genocide contributes to future
genocides, don’t we have an obligation to assure that our diplo-
matic staff and those who advise our leaders learn about this his-
tory, learn about this genocide?

This is an excruciatingly difficult choice that we are asked to
make today. I understand that, my friends and colleagues. Turkey
is an extremely important ally and friend of the United States. But
this has nothing to do with the whether we acknowledge that fact.
It has to do with whether we will speak the truth or say the truth,
say that these events never occurred.

I am not prepared to deny the truth, certainly not to deny the
truth of this slaughter of 1%2 million people, and I will be sup-
porting this resolution.

Chairman GILMAN. Thank you Mr. Rothman.

Mr. Ballenger.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Chairman, I think everybody in this room
recognizes that there probably was a genocide that occurred accord-
ing to this resolution we have here, but let me ask a question. How
many genocides do we—how many resolutions do we need in this
Committee to go back over genocides?

I mean Rwanda, Tibet under Red China, Russia and the gulags,
Cambodia, Iraq under Saddam Hussein. In each of these is some-
thing that most people would recognize, and I have one that actu-
ally occurred in my own home State of North Carolina.

I don’t know how many of you remember the Trail of Tears
where the Cherokees were forced by Andrew Jackson with an Army
to move all the way, the ones that could move alive, all the way
from North Carolina to Oklahoma.

Genocides are horrible, and I realize that basically nobody wants
to recognize that we did all these various and sundry things, but
we have done them many times, and I think we have been some-
what hypocritical to pick out one amongst many.

In my own considered opinion, the Turks are our friends. They
have been our allies through the years, and in my considered opin-
ion, we need at least to avoid embarrassing this government, which
was not even in existence when this occurred, and so I plan on vot-
ing against the resolution.

Mr. RApaNOVICH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALLENGER. Sure, fire away.

Mr. RADANOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Ballenger. I just wanted to
state that during the Subcommittee hearing of H. Res. 398, the
offer was made to those who had opposed the bill to not only in-
clude the Armenian Genocide, but to include other genocides that
had happened throughout history, and no one took me up on that
offer. So we were open to including that type of language in the
bill, but nothing came forth.

I yield back.

Mr. BALLENGER. Nobody asked me. I will be glad to.

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALLENGER. Sure.

Mr. BurToN. I did talk about that. I talked about a number of
genocides, and I have some amendments today which will go to
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that issue, and I know the gentleman and everybody else will sup-
port those as an addition to the bill.

I thank the gentleman.

Chairman GILMAN. Thank you, Mr. Ballenger.

Mr. Davis.

Mr. Davis. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to express
some concerns about the resolution and also offer them in the form
of questions to those Members of this Committee that are trying
to encourage those who have not made up our minds to vote for the
resolution.

The first, very basic question in my mind in this resolution is,
what are we intending to accomplish by adopting this resolution.
I think it is fair to say that every Member of this Committee stipu-
lates that what occurred in history was a terrible thing for which
the Turkish Government and its leaders share immense culpa-
bility. It seems to me today that a lot of the debate centers over
the choice of words and the label “genocide.” The only specific ref-
erences in the bill as to what we intend to accomplish are con-
tained in