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world is awash in conflict. At the heart
of most, if not all of those conflicts,
lies the systematic denial or violation
of a people’s human rights.

The decades-old dispute between
Tibet and China started as an armed
conflict of invasion, resistance, and in-
surgency. In the long run, the only
guarantee against the resumption of
large-scale violence is for the PRC to
fully respect the human rights and dig-
nity of the Tibetan people.

A vote for this bill is a vote to recog-
nize the rights of the Tibetan people
and a vote to insist on resolving the
dispute between Tibet and the People’s
Republic of China peacefully, in ac-

cordance with international law,
through dialogue, and without pre-
conditions.

There is still an opportunity to do
this, but time is running out. Again, I
urge my colleagues to support this bill
because it is about standing up for
human rights. It is about standing up
for the Tibetan people, a people who
have been repressed for far too long.

Madam Speaker, I thank all my col-
leagues for their support.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time for
the purpose of closing.

The people of Tibet have persevered
through decades of repression. The
PRC subjugates the Tibetan people,
even though all they are asking for is
the opportunity to live freely and safe-
ly. They simply want to be given the
autonomy they have been promised.
They want to teach their children their
language, their customs, and their tra-
ditions. They want to preserve their
culture, their religious identity, and
their dignity as a distinct people.

I urge the House to pass H.R. 533 so
that we may honor the Tibetan people
and make clear that Beijing’s repres-
sion and unwillingness to engage in
dialogue cannot stand.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. KIM of California. Madam
Speaker, I again thank Mr. MCGOVERN,
Chairman McCAUL, and Ranking Mem-
ber MEEKS for introducing this legisla-
tion. I urge the passage of H.R. 533, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
KiMm) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 533, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mrs. KIM of California. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————
IGO ANTI-BOYCOTT ACT

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 3016) to amend the Anti-Boy-
cott Act of 2018 to apply the provisions
of that Act to international govern-
mental organizations, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3016

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “IGO Anti-
Boycott Act’’.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE ANTI-BOYCOTT
ACT OF 2018.

The Anti-Boycott Act of 2018 is amended as
follows:

(1) In section 1772 (50 U.S.C. 4841), by in-
serting ‘‘, or international governmental or-
ganization,” after ‘‘foreign country’” each
place it appears.

(2) In section 1773 (50 U.S.C. 4842), in sub-
section (a)(1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by inserting ‘‘or international govern-
mental organization,” after ‘‘foreign coun-
try,”’;

(B) in subparagraph (A), in the first sen-
tence, by inserting ‘‘or international govern-
mental organization” after ‘‘boycotting
country’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (D), in the first sen-
tence, by inserting ‘‘or international govern-
mental organization” after ‘‘boycotting
country”’.

(3) In section 1773(a) (50 U.S.C. 4842(a)), by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(6) ANNUAL REPORT.—The President shall
submit to Congress and make available to
the public on an annual basis a report that
contains—

‘““(A) a list of those foreign countries and
international organizations that foster or
impose boycotts and with respect to which
this section applies; and

“(B) a description of those boycotts.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. LAWLER) and the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
MANNING) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 3016, the IGO Anti-Boycott Act, a
bill I introduced with my colleague and
great friend from New Jersey, Con-
gressman JOSH GOTTHEIMER, this past
spring.

After Hamas’ October 7 massacre of
over 1,200 innocent people in Israel, in-
cluding Americans, we need to do ev-
erything we can to stand with our
friend and ally.

In the south, Israel is fighting a war
to dismantle Hamas, whose leader said
that October 7 was just a rehearsal. In
the north, Israel is defending itself
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from missiles and rockets from Iran’s
deadly proxy Hezbollah.

However, there are many in the
world who want to fault Israel, blame
Israel, and delegitimize Israel for doing
what is necessary to protect its citi-
zens and its sovereignty.

One of the most egregious bastions of
anti-Israel bias and bigotry is the
United Nations. We are deeply con-
cerned that the U.N. could weaponize
its institutions against Israel.

Years ago, the U.N. Human Rights
Council authorized the creation of a
database of companies doing business
beyond Israel’s 1949 armistice lines.
The implications of this were clear:
Create a list of companies and then
boycott them. That list is now pub-
lished and updated by the United Na-
tions.

Boycotts such as these are contrary
to American values and foreign policy.
It is critical that we protect U.S. com-
panies from being coerced into pro-
viding information that would facili-
tate these boycotts.

For over 40 years, it has been illegal
for U.S. companies to cooperate with
foreign boycotts that the United States
is not participating in. The reason is
because foreign countries should not be
able to use U.S. companies to under-
mine U.S. foreign policy. These laws
were passed in response to the Arab
League’s boycott of Israel.

Now, the good news is that today,
many fewer countries in the Arab
League are adhering to the boycott of
Israel. In fact, some of them have nor-
malized relations with Israel, opening
trade as well as diplomatic ties.

We are faced with the potential that
U.S. companies might be pressured to
cooperate with this U.N. list and subse-
quent boycott of Israel. If that were to
happen, the U.N. would be using U.S.
companies to undermine U.S. foreign
policy. That is simply unacceptable.

This bill adds four words, ‘‘or inter-
national governmental organizations,”
to existing anti-boycott law to include
organizations like the U.N.

It is my sincere hope that the U.N.
will not foster such a boycott against
Israel as Israel is responding to the
deadliest attack on Jews since the Hol-
ocaust.

This bill is especially necessary with
the constant anti-Israel bias ema-
nating from the U.N. Just recently, we
confirmed that UNRWA, the U.N. Re-
lief and Works Agency for Palestinian
Refugees, has deep ties to Hamas in the
Gaza Strip. Israeli intelligence re-
cently released reports that many
UNRWA workers actually worked as
Hamas operatives and assisted in the
October 7 attacks. It is absolutely dis-
gusting that employees of a U.N. agen-
cy had a role in this attack. We will see
now what the U.N. does in response to
these allegations.

We cannot stand idly by while our
contributions to UNRWA potentially
aid and abet terrorists. Our support
must only go to organizations that up-
lift humanity, not those who under-
mine peace and security.



February 13, 2024

I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting for this bill today so that we
can take a stand against the U.N. and
other IGOs and the anti-Israel bias
present at UNHRC and UNRWA. This
bill is just a start. The American peo-
ple stand with Israel.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I rise in strong support of H.R.
3016, the IGO Anti-Boycott Act.

I strongly support legislative efforts
to combat international boycotts that
target U.S. companies engaged in busi-
ness activities in countries friendly to
the United States, including Israel.
That is why I support H.R. 3016, bipar-
tisan legislation introduced by my
friend, Representative MIKE LAWLER, a
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, and by my great friend, Rep-
resentative JOSH GOTTHEIMER of New
Jersey.

This legislation reinforces existing
anti-boycott laws and U.S. policies to
combat those international boycotts. I
will continue to support ways to pro-
tect U.S. businesses from being pres-
sured into complying with
unsanctioned foreign boycotts against
Israel.

It is already U.S. policy, per the
Anti-Boycott Act of 2018, which H.R.
3016 would amend, to oppose restrictive
trade practices and boycotts imposed
by any foreign countries or entities
against Americans and countries
friendly to the United States, and
which discourages or prohibits U.S.
companies from taking actions to sup-
port unsanctioned foreign boycotts.
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There are, of course, limitations to
what we can do. The United States can-
not unilaterally stop other countries
from adopting policies that we do not
agree with, nor could other countries
prevent the United States from adopt-
ing policies they do not agree with.

However, through bodies like the
U.N., as a permanent member of the
U.N. Security Council, the United
States is able to use its voice and veto
to combat policies, including biased
and harmful boycott, divestment, and
sanctions, or BDS, campaigns against
our partners and allies like Israel.

Furthermore, policies adopted by
international bodies do not bind U.S.
citizens. Americans are only bound by
American law. An act of Congress is re-
quired for international law to become
our law. No intergovernmental organi-
zation will ever supersede U.S. law or
sovereignty.

From the Arab League boycott to the
global BDS campaign against Israel,
Congress has repeatedly stood united
in a bipartisan way against this hateful
campaign to isolate, single out, and
economically punish the State of
Israel. No American citizen or com-
pany should be coerced into partici-
pating in an unsanctioned boycott
against Israel or any other partner or
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ally of the United States. That is why
I support this bill to update the 2018
Anti-Boycott Act.

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

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CASTRO).

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Madam
Speaker, this piece of legislation is a
bad idea.

The right to participate in a boycott
is an expression of free speech and free
association that has been enshrined in
American law since our Nation’s found-
ing. This bill would allow the Presi-
dent, any President, to compel the
speech of Americans. That is unconsti-
tutional and dangerous.

Let me lay out a few scenarios that
this bill would enable: An international
organization calls for a boycott of
goods made through forced Uyghur
labor in China. An American citizen,
concerned about the ongoing Uyghur
genocide vocally expresses support for
this boycott and participates in it.

Under this bill, a President could de-
cide that China is a ‘‘friend to the
United States’ and penalize one of our
own fellow citizens with a $1 million
fine and 20 years in prison.

Under this bill, an American citizen
who participates in a European Union
boycott of goods made in Russian-occu-
pied Ukraine could be jailed for 20
yvears under an American President
who was friendly to the invasion.

There are no safeguards under this
law. The President has the complete
power to decide when a country is cov-
ered by this law. That, I cannot sup-
port.

If an American chooses to participate
in such a boycott, it should be their de-
cision and theirs alone, not the United
States Government’s.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this legislation.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, to my colleague
from Texas, we accepted one of his
amendments during the markup to ad-
dress some of his accountability con-
cerns.

Let’s be clear. This is not an anti-
First Amendment bill. This bill adds
four words to existing law. It does ab-
solutely nothing unprecedented. It
only expands coverage of existing pro-
tections to include IGOs. The bill is not
discriminatory against proponents of
the BDS movement, rather it prevents
discriminatory actions against Israel
and other countries friendly to the
United States so as not to undermine
U.S. foreign policy.

IGOs, like the United Nations, con-
tinue to impose one-sided and biased
policies against the State of Israel.
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Madam Speaker, you can’t wait until
after the fact to protect Israel and the
Jewish people, as we saw on October 7.

While the E.U. doesn’t maintain a
similar blacklist, there have been E.U.-
based efforts to create one and further
other BDS initiatives at the E.U. For
example, just last year in February of
2022, pro-BDS activists launched a cam-
paign to call on the E.U. Commission
to propose a new law to stop trade with
settlements.

Luckily, the campaign didn’t reach
the number of signatures it needed to
be brought before the E.U. Commis-
sion.

Now, let’s be clear. The BDS move-
ment is anti-Semitic. The BDS is one
tactic in a long history of campaigns
and efforts to delegitimize and isolate
the State of Israel. It also applies a
double standard to Israel. The BDS
campaign does not support construc-
tive measures to build Israeli-Pales-
tinian engagement, nor does it promote
peace negotiations or a mutually nego-
tiated two-state solution to the con-
flict. Rather, BDS presents a biased
and simplistic approach to the complex
Israeli-Palestinian conflict positioning
this dispute over territorial and na-
tionalist claims as the fault of only one
party, the State of Israel, while ignor-
ing other actors and dynamics such as
Palestinian-shared responsibility for
the continuation of the conflict.

BDS advocates for self-determination
for Palestinians while denying to Jews
that same right.

So many of our colleagues who have,
for instance, called for cease-fires say
nothing about Hamas’ barbaric, hor-
rific, and brutal attacks on October 7.
The duplicity when I hear some of my
colleagues talk about this issue is pa-
thetic.

The BDS movement uses divisive and
inaccurate terms like ‘‘apartheid,”
“‘genocide,” ‘‘settler colonialists,” and
“‘supremacists’ to refer to aspects of
Israeli action or policy they criticize.
This language serves to demonize the
Jewish State and those who support its
very existence. So the intent here is to
expand existing law to include IGOs.
Four words are added to the existing
law. That is all this bill does.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. GOTTHEIMER), who is
the co-chair of the bipartisan Problem
Solvers Caucus and a member of the
House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence.

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Madam Speaker,
I thank Representative MANNING for
her leadership on this and so many im-
portant issues for our country.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to urge
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to join me in passing the IGO Anti-
Boycott Act. I am particularly honored
to have helped introduce this bipar-
tisan legislation with my very good
friend and fellow Problem Solvers Cau-
cus member MIKE LAWLER from New



H560

York. I am grateful for his leadership
as well and the words he has just spo-
ken.

On October 7, the world watched
Hamas terrorists invade Israel and bru-
tally kidnap, torture, rape, burn alive,
and murder innocent babies, children,
women, men, and the elderly, including
dozens of Americans. Americans re-
main hostage to this day.

This unprovoked war has underscored
why I will always stand with Israel and
support our key democratic ally’s right
to defend herself from those who seek
her destruction.

This bipartisan legislation is a key
step to counter anti-Israel bias and
anti-Semitic BDS movements strung
along by enemies of our Nation. As my
colleagues have said, the BDS move-
ment is anti-Semitic. We must move
quickly to stop international govern-
mental organizations from unfairly and
unjustly alienating Israel. It is unac-
ceptable.

Speaking, as my colleague did, about
the United Nations and UNRWA, in
particular, and what has come out even
in the last days about UNRWA—which
is, again, part of the United Nations
playing host to a Hamas data center—
we know that a significant number of
Hamas fighters are employees at
UNWRA. I just want people to under-
stand that funding from the United
States of America should not be sup-
porting any terrorist fighters like
those in Hamas. It is totally unaccept-
able, and that is not where dollars from
the United States should be going.

Right now, anti-Semitic and anti-
Israel rhetoric has spread across the
country and the world. According to
the ADL, between October 7 and Janu-
ary 7, there were more than 1,300 in-
stances of anti-Semitic acts and ex-
pressions of support for terrorism
against the State of Israel.

Today, we have a chance to stand up
for our ally, Israel, and to stand up
against anti-Semitism and all of the
disinformation which continues to
spread around the world on sources
like TikTok.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. We know that on
TikTok, which is supported by the Chi-
nese Government, the CCP is con-
tinuing to spread disinformation.
Disinformation is also coming out from
many of these organizations. We must
stand up against it.

This legislation does nothing to vio-
late the First Amendment. In fact, the
importance of being able to stand
strong with the First Amendment is
what allows legislation like this to
make it to the floor in Congress. Lead-
ership from Mr. LAWLER and others and
the excellent work here of Ms. MAN-
NING is the kind of leadership that is
critical.

So, Madam Speaker, I, once again,
urge my colleagues to vote for and help

The
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pass the Anti-Boycott Act. We must
stand strong up against Hamas.

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. MANNING. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume for the purpose of closing.

Madam Speaker, I support this bill
and the underlying provision of law it
seeks to amend which works to protect
U.S. businesses from being targeted by
foreign boycotts, particularly against
nations friendly to the United States
like Israel.

Madam Speaker, I hope my col-
leagues will join me in supporting H.R.
3016, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, I thank my Demo-
cratic co-lead, Congressman JOSH
GOTTHEIMER of New Jersey, who is the
co-chair of the Problem Solvers Cau-
cus, and all of our bipartisan cospon-
sors for working with me on this im-
portant bill to update our anti-boycott
laws and to respond to potential
threats facing the United States and
our ally, Israel. We must stand with
our ally Israel and not allow rampant,
institutionalized anti-Israel bias and
bigotry at the TUnited Nations to
delegitimize the State of Israel.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of our
Members to vote in favor of H.R. 3016,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker,
| want to thank my good friend Mr. LAWLER for
authoring the 1GO Anti-Boycott Act, which
amends the Anti-Boycott Act of 2018 to apply
its provisions also to international govern-
mental organizations.

When this bill becomes law, it will prevent
U.S. companies from supporting boycotts of
U.S. allies if those boycotts are promoted or
imposed by intergovernmental organizations.

What is at issue here are boycotts of Israel
organized by the antisemitic Boycott, Divest-
ment Sanctions (BDS) movement, has enlisted
the United Nations and European Union into
its attempt to blacklist Israel—really to make
Israel into a pariah state.

| thank Mr. LAWLER as this bill will be a very
effective tool in the global fight against anti-
semitism.

As to the UN’s blacklist, meant to be an au-
thoritative guide to anti-Israel boycotters, it
lists companies operating inside disputed terri-
tories—but the UN provides no similar list for
any other disputed territory in the world. This
is a clear double standard against Israel—it
fails Natan Sharansky’s “3Ds” test according
to which we can see the antisemitism of ac-
tions toward Israel that apply a double stand-
ard against Israel, seek to delegitimize it, or
demonize it.

In the last 9 months | have chaired or co-
chaired three hearings on the United Nations
and its pervasive antisemitism. We have heard
the testimony and seen the documentation.
Make no mistake, antisemitic bigotry is at the
root of the UN’s hostility to Israel, which is
ugly, evil, and manifests in almost every UN
entity.

The United Nations is unquestionably the
world’s foremost legitimizer of antisemitism, in-
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cluding in its most virulent and violent forms.
The monstrous and genocidal atrocities we
have seen pouring out of Gaza since October
7 are antisemitic hate crimes, the logical con-
sequence of the unbridled antisemitism fo-
mented and enabled by the United Nations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAWLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3016, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

IGO ANTI-BOYCOTT ACT

Mr. LAWLER. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3202) to prohibit any official
action to recognize or normalize rela-
tions with any Government of Syria
that is led by Bashar al-Assad, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3202

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Assad Re-
gime Anti-Normalization Act of 2023".

SEC. 2. MODIFICATIONS TO THE CAESAR SYRIA
CIVILIAN PROTECTION ACT.

(a) CAESAR SYRIA CIVILIAN PROTECTION
AcT.—Section 7412 of the Caesar Syria Civil-
ian Protection Act of 2019 (title LXXIV of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2020; 22 U.S.C. 8791 note) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the
President shall impose” and all that follows
through the end of the paragraph and insert-
ing ‘‘the President—"’

““(A) shall impose the sanctions described
in subsection (b) with respect to a foreign
person that the President determines—

‘(i) knowingly engages, on or after such
date of enactment, in an activity described
in paragraph (2);

‘‘(ii) is an adult family member of a foreign
person described in clause (i), unless the
President determines there is clear and con-
vincing evidence that such adult family
member has disassociated themselves from
the foreign person described in such clause
and has no history of helping such foreign
person conceal assets; or

‘“(iii) is owned or controlled by a foreign
person described in clause (i) or (ii); and

‘(B) may impose the sanctions described in
subsection (b) with respect to a foreign per-
son that the President determines knowingly
provides, on or after such date of enactment,
significant financial, material, or techno-
logical support to a foreign person engaging
in an activity described in any of subpara-
graphs (B) through (H) of paragraph (2);”.

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by amending clause (i) to read as fol-
lows:

‘(i) the Government of Syria (including
any entity owned or controlled by the Gov-
ernment of Syria), a senior political figure of
the Government of Syria, a member of the
People’s Assembly of Syria, or a senior for-
eign political figure (as such term is defined
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