Senate Advice and Consent to the 

Convention Against Genocide RUDstc "Senate Advice and Consent to the Convention Against Torture"
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent the Senate return to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Specter). Without objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON PREVENTION AND PUNISHMENT OF THE CRIME GENOCIDE

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I indicated earlier that I would now send a resolution to the desk and ask for its immediate consideration. There would be 10 minutes of debate equally divided. I think there is no problem with that. 

Mr. President, on behalf of myself, the distinguished chairman of the committee, Senator Helms, and hope fully others, I send this resolution to the desk and ask for its immediate

consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report.  The bill clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 347) expressing the sense of the Senate regarding further amendment of the International Convention on Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the clerk read the resolving clause on page 2.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  Without objection, it is so ordered.

The bill clerk continued to read as follows:

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that-


(1) upon depositing the instrument of ratification to the International Convention on Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide with the Secretary General of the United Nations, the President should notify in writing the Secretary General of the desire of the United States to amend the Convention to include acts constituting political genocide within the definition of the term “genocide”; and 


(2) the President should instruct the Permanent Representatives of the United States to the United Nations to take all steps necessary to see that such an amendment is adopted.


Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Senate shall transmit a copy of this resolution to the President.


Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I thank the clerk for reading that section. We have a letter from the President delivered today which addresses this specific issue. It is a letter to Senator Symms. And I quote:

I understand and appreciate your concern that the convention does not explicitly address the question of politically-motivated genocide. If the Senate gives its advice and consent to the convention, I am prepared at the time of ratification to inform the U.N. Secretary General of the United States desire to obtain international agreement to include acts of politically-motivated genocide within the definition of the term “genocide” under the convention and to seek adoption of such an agreement.


A unanimous vote on this resolution will further support the President’s efforts when he seeks to amend the convention through the United Nations.


I am pleased to rise in strong support of this resolution directing the President to immediately seek an amendment to make the Genocide Convention applicable to political

genocide upon depositing the instrument of ratification with the United Nations.


By passing this resolution, the Senate will be making a strong statement condemning political genocide as a heinous, vicious act. We will be making a statement for the victims of Tibet, Cambodia, and Afghanistan. We will be reaffirming the position taken by the United States, but resisted by the Soviets, 37 years’ ago when the Genocide Convention was being written. And we will be challenging the rest of the world to join us in condemning those who seek to stay in power not through a democratic process, but rather through the brutal destruction of those who dare to politically oppose them.


Mr. President, I hope the vote on this resolution is unanimous. I think it is important that we send the strongest signal possible on this issue. Through passage of this resolution, we will set in motion a process by which all genocides can become a violation of international law.

I know of no one who objects to this resolution, but I will ask for the yeas and nays because I think there are many Members who voted for ratification on the basis that we would have a Record vote on this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I strongly support the words of the majority leader. Clearly political genocide is abominable to all of us. The distinguished Senator from Idaho made a very strong case. We tried to argue not the point that genocide in any form could be condoned but, rather, that the particular parliamentary strategy he was pursuing would lead to destruction of our efforts to ratify the convention.


The Senate acted favorably at least with regard to that argument, but at the same time I would argue equally strongly with my colleagues from Kansas and Idaho and North Carolina in behalf of the course of action we now pursue.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, I think this resolution is a good one. Obviously, we would like to have “political genocide” included in the treaty. In fact, we sought to do so in the original negotiations leading up to the ratification of the treaty by other nations many years ago. The problem lies in defining “political genocide.” However, the objective is admirable. Therefore, I believe this is a good resolution and we should pass it now. I support its approval.

Mr. WALLOP. Mr. President, will the distinguished floor manager yield to me 1 minute?

Mr. LUGAR. Yes, of course.

Mr. WALLOP. Mr. President, I strongly support this amendment, too, but I have to tell my colleagues that they know as well as I do this will never take place. The reason it is not in the treaty at the present moment is that the Soviet Union refused to have it there. If we think we can persuade the United Nations, which is run by the Soviet Union and its client states, to buy off on a treaty amendment requiring a definition of political genocide, it is an act of self-deception which I think is unworthy of the Senate.


The appropriate place to have accomplished this was on the amendment of the Senate from Idaho. But we would not do that because, somehow or another, it would have been demeaning, I guess, to the treaty process. I do not know why we did not do it, but that amendment was the appropriate place, if the Senate really meant to have political genocide as a definition under the terms of the Genocide Treaty.


That, Mr. President, is why I voted against the treaty. It does not do it, and neither will this. I strongly support the effort, but if anybody here believes that it will happen, I wish they would explain to me what process they think would achieve it.


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who yields time?


Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I yield myself 1 minute. I think the point made by the distinguished Senator from Wyoming is an important one. Clearly, the idea of political genocide is one in which some countries have taken exception in the past. 


I would say that the difference today is that the President of the United States, in his letter to the distinguished Senator from Idaho, has asked, first of all, that we ratify the convention and, second, he said that he will support this proposition before the United Nations. I do not recall the President going that route before. The very prestige of our President, it seems to me, makes the difference.


We all share the sentiments expressed by the distinguished Senator from Wyoming with regard to the Soviet view or the view of other countries on this issue. Their cynicism has been demonstrated. Nevertheless, our idealism, likewise, should be demonstrated. This is an affirmative vote and I think an important one.

I yield back the remainder of our time.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, I yield back our time.


Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, there will be one more roll call vote following this vote. It will be on Calendar No. 507, S. 1429, prosecution of terrorists who attack U.S. nationals abroad. It is my hope that we can have a very brief debate and have that vote started at least by 4:40 p.m.


The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time having been yielded back, the question is on the adoption of the resolution. On this question the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the clerk will call the roll.  


The bill clerk called the roll.


Mr. SIMPSON. I announce that the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. Durenberger] is necessarily absent.


I also announce that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Mathias] is absent on official business.


Mr. CRANSTON. I announce that the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Glenn] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. Mitchell] are necessarily absent. I further announce that the Senator from Hawaii [Mr. Inouyei is absent because of illness in the family. I also announce that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Exon] is absent because of illness.


I further announce that, if present and voting, the Senator from Maine (Mr. Mitchell] would vote “yea.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Boschwitz). Are there any other Senators in the Chamber who desire to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 93, nays 1, as follows:

[Roll call Vote No. 16 Leg.]

YEAS-93

Abdnor
Gore

Metzenbaum

Andrews
Gorton

Moynihan

Armstrong
Gramm
Murkowski

Baucus

Grassley
Nickles

Bentsen
Harkin

Nunn

Biden

Hart

Packwood

Bingaman
Hatch

Pell

Boren

Hatfield
Pressler

Boschwitz
Hawkins
Proxmire

Bradley
Hecht

Pryor

Bumpers
Heflin

Quayle

Burdick
Heinz

Riegle

Byrd

Helms

Rockefeller

Chafee

Hollings
Roth

Chiles

Humphrey
Rudman

Cochran
Johnston
Sarbanes

Cohen

Kassebaum
Sasser

Cranston
Kasten

Simon

D’Amato
Kennedy
Simpson

Danf orth
Kerry

Specter

DeConcini
Lautenberg
Stafford

Denton

Laxalt

Stennis

Dixon

Leahy

Stevens

Dodd

Levin

Symms

Dole

Long

Thurmond

Domenici
Lugar

Trible

Eagleton
Matsunaga
Wallop

East

Mattingly
Warner

Evans

McClure
Weicker

Ford

McConnell
Wilson

Garn

Melcher
Zorinsky

NAYS-1



Goldwater

NOT VOTING-6

Durenberger
Glenn

Mathias

Exon

Inouye 
Mitchell

So the resolution (S. Res. 347) was agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to. 
