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Excerpts by Rep. Chris Smith

This hearing is designed to bring fresh light, a new focus and long overdue congressional
scrutiny to international child abduction, an ever-worsening global human rights abuse that
seriously harms children while inflicting excruciating emotional pain and suffering on left behind
parents and families.

The U.S. Department of State which serves as the Central Authority for the United States
for the operation of the 1980 Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child
Abduction is currently handling about 1,900 cases involving over 2,800 children abducted by a
parent or legal guardian to another country.

Reported abductions of children from the United States have increased about 60% in the
last three years, 40% in 2008 alone.

These shocking trends, it seems to me, will show no sign of abatement or reversal until
serious, aggressive, robust and sustained actions are implemented.

To that end. I have introduced the International Child Abduction Protection Act of 2009
(H.R. 3240)—a comprehensive bill designed to empower the President and Department of State
with new tools and authorities to secure the return of abducted American children.

With its many mutually reinforcing provisions, H.R. 3240 enables the United States to
more ageressively pursue the resolution of abduction cases. Under this proposed law, when a
country has shown a “pattern of non-cooperation™ in resolving child abduction cases, the
President will be able to respond decisively with a range of actions and penalties—18 in all-—
identical to those enacted in 1998 as part of the International Religious Freedom Act (with the
addition of a statement on non-reciprocity under the Hague Convention).

H.R. 3240 will also raise the profile of international abduction with a new Ambassador at
Large for International Child Abduction to head the office charged with helping left behind
parents secure the return of their children and advise the Secretary of State. H.R. 3240 authorizes
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much needed resources for this office and expands its mandate to collect detailed information
and report on abductions in countries that have signed the Hague Convention—and, of equal
importance, in countries that have not signed the Hague Convention.

International child abduction is a huge scandal that has been significantly enabled by
ignorance, indifference, incompetence, or outright complicity by far too many governments
around the world. The present state of affairs is unconscionable and must change.

David Goldman’s situation cries out for an immediate and final resolution.

In June, 2004, David’s wife took their four year old son, Sean, on a vacation to Rio de
Janeiro. When she got to Brazil, she called to tell David she was not coming back—and would
not allow Sean to return home to New Jersey.

Stunned and utterly heartbroken, David nevertheless took immediate and appropriate
legal measures domestically and internationally, including an application under the Hague
Convention on International Child Abduction—to which Brazil is a party and thus obligated to
return children wrongfully retained within its borders

Under the Hague Convention, Sean should have been returned within 6 weeks. Dawvid,
however, has been forced by incessant and frivolous appeals in the Brazilian legal system to
pursue his case for over 5 long yvears—at an astronomical cost in personal heartbreak and
financial resources.

In 2008, Sean’s mother passed away and Sean is now living with a man who 1s not his
father. David is Sean’s only living parent, and still, Sean remains in Brazil.

In 2009, three Brazilian court-appointed psychologists unanimously concluded that Sean
is being psychologically abused by the abductors. In June of 2009, a Brazilian federal judge
issued an order of return to the United States. However, those orders have not vet been enforced
and the Brazilian authorities have allowed continued delay through endless appeals.

The Lula Government has failed to honor its commitments under intermmational law. And
because of that, a son has been deprived of his father, and a father has been deprived of his son.
Respectfully, President Lula, we ask you and the Judicial Branch once again today to fulfill your
international treaty obligations under the Hague Convention and send Sean back to his one and
only Dad—David Goldman.

I would be remiss if I did not note here that David Goldman has demonstrated remarkable
resolve, clarity of purpose, uncommon bravery and deep and abiding love for his son. David
Goldman is an inspiration—a true hero. He has not only made bringing Sean home a near-term
probability, but has tangibly helped every left behind parent and abducted child—especially
those who had lost hope. David’s tenacious persistence for the return of his son has launched a
movement—a noble cause of left behind parents umting for justice, their rights as parents, and
the retwn ol then kids.






