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House of Representatives
The House met at noon and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON).

f

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 17, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Blessed be God forever.
Lord God, king of heaven and earth,

we praise You and we thank You for
gathering the people of this Nation in
prayer during these past days. The
prayerful Friday of national remem-
brance, the Sabbath and the celebra-
tion of the Lord’s day have strength-
ened us in Your spirit.

We are grateful for those around the
world who are one with us, as we hum-
bly pay tribute to the thousands whose
lives were shattered by the terrorist
attack on America.

We unite ourselves through prayer
with all those of the Jewish faith who
begin their holy days this evening.

May the events of this past week be
seared into our common memory and
forged into our hearts, ever deepening
our spiritual awakening.

May our actions which flow from
prayer today be determined forthright
and just.

Be present to us, Lord, as we return
to some routine, knowing that the
times demand of us all alertness, cour-
age and renewed commitment to the
American way of life.

As we thank You for the freedom to
worship across this land, we beg of You
the grace to seize every opportunity, to
strengthen one another in unity and to
be of service to our country.

Blessed be God, both now and forever.
Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the

gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. ROHRABACHER led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker
signed the following enrolled joint res-
olution on Friday, September 14, 2001:

S.J. Res. 23, to authorize the use of United
States Armed Forces against those respon-
sible for the recent attacks launched against
the United States.

f

ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY,
SEPTEMBER 19, 2001

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at noon on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 19, 2001.

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

There was no objection.
f

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the busi-
ness in order under the Calendar
Wednesday rule be dispensed with on
Wednesday next.

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

There was no objection.
f

CHALLENGE FACING AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, it
is in deep sadness that I rise today to
speak to my colleagues and to set down
a record that is, I believe, necessary to
understand the horrible loss that we
have suffered.

During these last few days, most of
us have experienced a deep and painful
sadness. Now that sadness, rightfully,
is turning into anger. It is anger, as it
should be, at those who perpetrated
this monstrous crime against us; and
those people who committed this crime
will feel the wrath of the American
people, a wrath that has not so been
unleashed since Pearl Harbor.

We must and we will avenge our
countrymen. Anyone with a hand or
even a finger in this mass slaughter of
innocent Americans will pay the ulti-
mate price. We do this because it is our
duty, and nothing will deter us.

One note of warning, Mr. Speaker: we
must not permit our rage, and there is
rage in my soul and the soul of all of
our fellow Americans, but we must not
let this rage lead to actions that will

VerDate 31-AUG-2001 03:28 Sep 18, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A17SE7.000 pfrm01 PsN: H17PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5708 September 17, 2001
strengthen the hand of the fanatic ter-
rorists with whom we now do battle.
These monsters are counting on us to
strike out blindly and to attack people
who are our potential allies and
friends, thus alienating them and turn-
ing them into enemies.

What bin Laden wants is for the
United States, us, to turn this into a
battle between us, the United States,
and every Muslim in the world. He
wants to push the world’s Muslims,
into his camp. We must not do that,
and, in order not to, we must have a re-
straint and fortitude on our part so
that we can guard against that out-
come as we seek our retribution
against the terrorists who have com-
mitted such a crime against us.

Thus, as we proceed to do our duty,
we must recognize that there are Mus-
lims throughout the world who are on
our side. These people, too, have been
victimized by these terrorists and
gangsters. We need to reach out and
enlist freedom-loving Muslim people in
the world to join us; and especially we
must recognize that the many Muslim-
Americans, our fellow citizens, are
with us and feel even a greater sorrow
for the despicable crime that has been
committed against us, because they,
too, are us, the United States.

Our greatest strength as a Nation is
that America is a land of people of all
races and religions and ethnic groups.
At the prayer service at our National
Cathedral, all faiths, including Islam,
were represented; and we can be very
proud of that. Now is the time for all of
us to stand together.

So how is it that this land of liberty,
this free and open society, should be-
come the target of such hatred that it
led to the slaughter of thousands of
helpless, innocent, kind-hearted, work-
ing American people? Those folks were
at their desks at work before 9 a.m., so
why is it that they and we and America
is so hated?

Let us not forget that the Nazis knew
that the light of freedom from America
was a force which would derail their
evil plans. Hitler then declared war on
us. Similarly, the Japanese militarists
of the 1930s knew full well that the
only force in the world that stood in
their way of ruling Asia and the Pacific
with an iron hand was the United
States of America; and they, too, at-
tacked us.

The attack on New York was, of
course, worse than Pearl Harbor. Then
our Navy, our military personnel and
their weapons, were the target. What
happened in New York was far more
cowardly an attack, a ruthless slaugh-
ter of civilians, of unarmed and totally
innocent men, women and children. A
united America rose up after Pearl
Harbor and righteously struck down
those evil forces that threatened the
world at that time.

During the years after the Second
World War, it was America that stood
tall and faced down the last great to-
talitarian evil that threatened this
planet, communism. Communism, like

Naziism, was defeated in a Cold War
that sometimes was very hot. Victory
was assured by our resolve, by our
courage, and by tough decisions made
by our leaders, America’s leaders.

I worked in the White House during
the years when Ronald Reagan brought
an end to the Cold War, culminating
with the dismantling of the communist
dictatorship that controlled Russia and
its puppet states. Essential to that
great victory was President Reagan’s
support for various people who were
fighting to free themselves from com-
munist tyranny.

The bravest and most fierce of these
anti-Soviet insurgents were in Afghani-
stan. The American people can be
proud that we provided the Afghan peo-
ple the weapons they needed to win
their own freedom and independence.
That Cold War battle was a major fac-
tor in breaking the will of the com-
munist bosses in Moscow, thus ending
the Cold War, making almost everyone
on this planet in these last 10 years, es-
pecially in the Western democracies,
safer and more prosperous.

This, however, is where we must
begin to understand the grotesque
crime that has now been committed
against us. One of the common errors
found in news reports in these last few
days has been the suggestion that
those holding power in Afghanistan
today are the same people who we sup-
ported in the war against Soviet occu-
pation in Afghanistan back in the
1980s. This, by and large, is wrong.

Yes, some of those currently in power
in Kabul also fought the Russians. But,
by and large, we are talking about two
different groups, two different sets of
people. Those who fought the Soviet
occupation were called the Mujahedin.
During my time at the White House
during the 1980s, I had the opportunity
to meet and get to know most of their
leaders. The current Taliban leadership
does not include any of those wartime
leaders.

After I left the White House and was
elected to Congress, but before I was
sworn into Congress, I knew I had that
two months between November and
January to do things that I could never
do once I was elected to Congress. I
chose to hike into Afghanistan as part
of a small Mujahedin unit and to en-
gage in a battle against the Russian
and communist forces near and around
the city of Jalalabad.

The Mujahedin I marched with were
incredibly brave, but they were not
senseless killers. Their religious faith
was devout, but they were not fanatics.
They prayed daily, but I did not see
them chastising those who were not
joining them in prayer. They faced
death, but their dreams were of life.

I will never forget one moment as I
hiked in from the Khyber Pass and
around to the other side of Jalalabad
to join this battle. As we marched
forth into the night with the
Mujahedin unit, the nights were lit up
by, and you could hear the thunder, of
cannons and see the flash of the can-

nons in the distance. We knew we were
hiking into a battle.

b 1215

One of the Mujahedin in this unit
with which I marched rushed to my
side, and he was probably around 16 or
17 years old, with an AK–47 strapped
across his back. He talked to me in per-
fect English saying, I understand that
you are in politics in America. I said,
yes, I am a political person in America.
He said, I need to know, are you a don-
key or are you an elephant?

I will never forget that young person.
He knew more about our politics, and
certainly none of our young people
could know that much about what was
going on in that part of the world. As
he marched into this battle, he told me
of his dream to be an architect so that
someday he could help rebuild his
country, Afghanistan, into a decent
place for families and for people to
live, and expressed to me how grateful
he was to me and to all Americans for
the help that we were giving them to
throw off the Soviet occupation forces
that were so brutal to their country-
men. I do not know if that young man
ever survived that war.

It was a year later when the Russians
retreated from Afghanistan and the
Russians left. The United States, which
had been providing $1 billion a year to
finance that war, we simply walked
away. We walked away and left Af-
ghanistan to its own fate.

After years of death and destruction,
we walked away; we left them with no
guidance and no resources to even re-
build. We did not even help them clear
the landmines which we had personally
given the Mujahedin to help them de-
feat the Russians, much less clear the
Russian landmines that were still
there. We left these brave heroes who
helped us end the Cold War; we left
them to sleep in the rubble. Most im-
portantly, we left them with no leader-
ship, except that of Pakistan and Saudi
Arabia, two countries that have played
a shameful role in Afghanistan over
these last 10 years.

After the collapse of the Communist
regime in Afghanistan, the Mujahedin
factions who fought the Russians, but
with no direction from the United
States, began bickering and fighting
among themselves. This went on for
several years. Then, in 1996, a new force
appeared, seemingly out of nowhere:
the Taliban. These were fresh, well-
equipped forces who had, by and large,
sat out the war in Pakistan. They had
been in Pakistan in what they called
schools. ‘‘Taliban,’’ by the way, means
student, even though most of these are
older men who are totally illiterate.
All of the money America provided the
Mujahedin during the war had to be
sent through; that is, the war against
Soviet Union occupation, had to be
sent through the equivalent of the
Pakistani CIA, which is called the ISI.
But apparently, the Pakistanis had si-
phoned enough off to create a third
force, and since the war was over and
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the other factions had been bled white,
they could use this third force to domi-
nate Afghanistan.

Also behind the Taliban is and was
Saudi Arabia. During the war against
the Russians, the Saudis provided the
Afghan resistance with hundreds of
millions of dollars. For that we can be
grateful. They are one of the few coun-
tries that stepped up to the plate dur-
ing the Cold War to actually confront
the Soviet Union aggression. Unfortu-
nately, however, the Saudis were fi-
nancing antiwestern as well as
AntiCommunist Muslims, and one of
those who they financed was bin
Laden.

I cannot forget also as I marched
with that Mujahedin unit to the battle
of Jalalabad and, by the way, that bat-
tle was a long-time siege that had been
taking place around the city, we at one
point in that march came across a
camp of tents. They were white tents
and you could see them in the distance,
and I was told at that point I must not
speak English for at least another 3
hours, because the people in those
tents were Saudi Arabians under a
crazy commander named bin Laden,
and that bin Laden was so crazy that
he wanted to kill Americans as much
as he wanted to kill Russians. Thus, I
must keep my mouth shut or we would
be attacked by those forces, by those
forces under bin Laden.

Later, much later, after I had become
a Congressman, I met with the head of
Saudi intelligence, the man responsible
for providing that money to the Af-
ghans during the war, the $200 million
or so, or whatever it was that the
Saudis provided to the Afghans. His
name was General Turkey. I suggested
to General Turkey that what we need-
ed to do now that the Russians had left
Afghanistan was to bring back to Af-
ghanistan the exiled king of Afghani-
stan. It was King Zahir Shah who was
overthrown in 1972. It was that over-
throw of this king who had been a very
good person and a good man, it was his
overthrow that started the bloody
cycle of events which eventually led to
the Soviet Union invasion of 1979 and
the subsequent war against Soviet
Union occupation.

I suggested to bring back the king of
Afghanistan because he was a wonder-
ful person and beloved by his people.
He was a person who was a moderate in
his approach and never killed other
people. He, in fact, was truly a mod-
erate and, I might say, pro-western or
western oriented, although a devout
Muslim. But the Saudis wanted noth-
ing to do with bringing back a mod-
erate good-hearted king from exile.
They and their Pakistani allies were in
the process of creating a secret third
force that I did not know anything
about: the Taliban. But during my con-
versation, it was mentioned that a
third force was being created, one that
could take over Afghanistan and bring
stability, but, of course, one that
would do the bidding of their Pakistani
and Saudi handlers.

One must wonder why the Saudi Ara-
bians and the Pakistanis are even to
this day so involved in Afghanistan.
This is an important fact of history
that we need to understand. Number
one, the type of religious fervor they
have and the type of Islam they have in
Saudi Arabia is very similar to that in
Afghanistan. It is unbending and intol-
erant and they do not permit any other
faith in their country. Also, the Paki-
stanis, a large number of the Paki-
stanis, especially those who were the
Pastuns up near the border of Afghani-
stan, they too share the same type of
extremist and fanatic branch of Islam,
even though that has nothing to do, it
is an aberration, with the rest of Islam
throughout the world. So that is num-
ber one. They have that in common.

But the Pakistanis and the Saudis
have two other things in common. As
long as chaos was able to reign and
continues in Afghanistan, there will
never be a pipeline built through Af-
ghanistan that permits the oil from
central Asia. This vast quantity of oil
that we know exists in central Asia, it
cannot be brought to market because a
pipeline will never be built through Af-
ghanistan while the Taliban is in power
and while chaos reins. What does that
mean? That means oil prices have been
much higher, maybe $5 a barrel higher,
than they would have been had Afghan-
istan been under a good king and a sta-
ble government and a pipeline built
that would have brought that oil out
into the world market; and there are
vast quantities of oil in central Asia
waiting, just waiting to come to mar-
ket.

The other factor is drugs. Unfortu-
nately, there are many corrupt people
and there are corrupt people all over
the world, but there are many corrupt
people in the Pakistani intelligence
system, people who have been involved
with drugs right up to their eyeballs.
And what has Afghanistan produced in
these last 10 years? Sixty percent of
the world’s heroin. Sixty percent of the
world’s heroin comes from Afghani-
stan. That huge amount of money, I
knew, would bring down the govern-
ment of Pakistan, the democracy of
Pakistan.

Today, instead of a democracy, Paki-
stan has a military government be-
cause of the instability that is created
by a Taliban regime of fanatics right
next door. But there were people in
Pakistan that profited by that regime.

When the Taliban fist arrived on the
scene, people believed that they would
be a force for stability. So, by and
large, they were welcomed by many Af-
ghan people, except in the northern
provinces. And let me note that when
the Taliban first arrived on the scene,
they were carrying pictures of the old
exiled king, Zahir Shah, claiming they
were going to bring back the king, as I
say, a much beloved figure. Well, the
people in the northern provinces were
not fooled, and the Taliban, they did
not want the Taliban to take over their
areas; and the Taliban were blocked by

local commanders unwilling to permit
these unfamiliar troops, as I say, many
of whom totally sat out the war
against the Russians. They were not
going to let them just come in and
take over their territory. And all too
soon, the people of Afghanistan and the
rest of the world were to discover that
the Pakistanis and the Saudis had cre-
ated a monster.

The Taliban were and are medieval in
their words, in their world view, and
their religious view. They are violent,
they are intolerant, they are fanatics
that are totally out of sync with Mus-
lims throughout the world, even Mus-
lims in their own country, and they are
especially out of sync with Muslims
living in the western democracies.

The Taliban are best known for their
horrific treatment of women, but they
are violators of human rights across
the board. They have jailed and threat-
ened to execute Christian aid workers.
And let us not forget those Christian
aid workers who are in Afghanistan
being held under arrest as we speak. In
fact, they have jailed and threatened to
execute these Christian aid workers,
people who came there to help their
people, for allegedly, allegedly daring
to espouse a belief in Jesus Christ.
That is enough to get them executed in
Afghanistan.

The Taliban have ended all personal
freedoms. Freedom of speech and press
are not even under consideration. And
the Taliban ruled by fear and force and
when they were asked, and I challenged
them to have an election so the people
of Afghanistan could choose their gov-
ernment and if they chose the Taliban,
so be it, the Taliban only laughed and
stonewalled and refused to even con-
sider permitting the Afghan people to
have an election and choose their lead-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, the Taliban are as big
an enemy of the United States and,
yes, as big an enemy to the Afghan
people as they are to the people of the
United States. The Talibans believe
they have a private line to God, and
the rest of us, with our religious con-
strictions are, according to the
Taliban, we are not only wrong, but we
are evil. That is why they have been
willing to give safe haven to the likes
of bin Laden, the Saudi terrorist who
has been now in Afghanistan for sev-
eral years. About 5 years he has been in
Afghanistan, we have known he has
been there, he has been visible. And
while he has been there, he has been
clearly training terrorists and planning
out his attacks. This is nothing new.
We have known about that. And oh,
yes, bin Laden has an army of several
thousand gunmen who he has brought
in from various parts of the world, so
they are foreigners to the people of Af-
ghanistan, and this group of gunmen
have been running around Afghanistan
like a pack of mad dogs killing anyone
who is an enemy to Taliban power.
These foreign religious fanatics have
killed thousands of Afghans, so the
Taliban and bin Laden are as despised
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in that country as they are in our
country today.

For these last few years, the Taliban,
with the support of Saudi Arabia and
Pakistan, have captured control of all
but a small portion of Afghanistan.
Only the Panjshir Valley territory in
northeastern Afghanistan and the
Shamali Plains north of Kabul are
under the control and have been under
the control of a legendary and dashing
leader named Commander Massoud and
they remain free of Taliban domina-
tion.

The day before the attack on the
world trade towers and the Pentagon,
there was an attempt to kill Com-
mander Massoud. Many of us thought
he was dead, he was reported dead, but
he struggled for life for another 5 days
and just died 2 days ago.

b 1230

However, the attack on Commander
Massoud; and I knew him, I had met
him in Afghanistan. By the way, I will
just say that I have been in and out of
Afghanistan several times in these last
few years.

The last time I went in was to see
Commander Massoud. The attack on
the commander told me something ter-
rible was about to happen, something
terrible was about to happen, because
Massoud was someone that bin Laden
understood that if he did something
that would make the United States or
someone else very angry at him, that
Massoud was someone that would be
turned to immediately by our side to
ally with.

So before the attack on the World
Trade Towers and on the Pentagon, bin
Laden and his terrorists attacked Com-
mander Massoud and, unfortunately,
succeeded in killing him and elimi-
nating Commander Massoud from the
equation today.

I was so concerned about this, under-
standing that this was telling us that
something horrible was going to hap-
pen, that I made an appointment to see
the top officials in the White House in
the National Security Council. My ap-
pointment with the National Security
Council at the White House was to
warn them that this attack on Massoud
obviously meant something big was
about to happen. My appointment was
for 2:30 that afternoon. Unfortunately,
at 8:45 that morning, the first plane
slammed into the World Trade Center.

But the Taliban domination of Af-
ghanistan was something that we could
have ended long ago. Commander
Massoud and the Northern Alliance
were fighting the Taliban unsupported,
with no help from the outside for
years.

As a Member of Congress, for years I
pleaded with the previous administra-
tion, I pleaded with them at the high-
est levels to provide some kind of help
for the Northern Alliance, which was
then fighting almost without bullets
and weapons against the Taliban. They
could have done something, and no one
in that administration was willing to

do it. So I believe that in many ways
the previous administration was re-
sponsible for keeping the Taliban in
power, even though during this very
same time period, this very same time
period, bin Laden was openly declaring
war in the United States, planning at-
tacks against us and building a ter-
rorist network.

Every time I suggest that the last ad-
ministration was in some way acqui-
escing to the Taliban being in power,
there are those who just go ballistic be-
cause they believe I am being partisan
at a moment when national unity is
obviously the order of the day.

Let me emphasize that I am not
being partisan. As a senior member of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions, I officially requested State De-
partment documents that would prove
or disprove my suspicion that the last
administration was secretly supporting
the Taliban, and I was stonewalled in
that request.

Let me make this clear. I am a senior
member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. It is my job to
oversee the State Department. Other
people have other committees, and
they oversee those agencies and depart-
ments. As a member of that com-
mittee, that is part of my job.

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) joined me in a request for
these. Madeleine Albright, Secretary of
State, promised I would have the docu-
ments. I wanted the documents per-
taining to the development of our gov-
ernment’s policy toward the Taliban.
Yet, as an elected official, I had
unelected officials, executives at the
State Department, refusing to grant
me the access to understand what our
policy was toward the Taliban. I was
instead given meaningless documents.

Members will hear in answer to this
charge: ‘‘We gave the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) docu-
ments,’’ but these were meaningless
documents that had nothing to do with
the development of the Taliban strat-
egy. I never saw any of the documents
about how we should approach the
Taliban.

The State Department made a joke
out of Congress’ right to oversee Amer-
ica’s foreign policy, especially towards
Afghanistan. I pleaded with my col-
leagues to back me up in that demand.
I will say that several Democrats did
back me up in demanding that the pre-
vious administration provide me with
that documentation.

But why? Why is it that I was
stonewalled? Why is it that they never
gave me those documents? I have to be-
lieve because those documents would
show that the previous administration
did consciously acquiesce to having the
Taliban in power, probably as some
kind of agreement with Saudi Arabia
and Pakistan that they would be per-
mitted to dominate this country, even
though it was clear that a terrorist
network was being set up there and
that America was the target of that
terrorist network. Americans had al-

ready been murdered by that time, in
Saudi Arabia, with barracks blown up
and such.

By the way, in Afghanistan and in
that region, it is commonly believed by
the people that the United States cre-
ated the Taliban and that we support
the Taliban. There are reasons that
they believe that we supported the
Taliban.

In 1996, for example, and this is a
very poignant example, and I hope peo-
ple will look at this example very
closely, in 1996, the Taliban over-
extended their forces and thousands of
their best fighters were captured in
northern Afghanistan. The Taliban re-
gime was vulnerable as never before
and never since. It was a tremendous
opportunity. The Northern Alliance
could easily have dealt a knock-out
punch to the Taliban.

At that time, I was in personal con-
tact with the leader of the Northern
Alliance, and I recommended to them a
quick attack and that they bring back
the old king, Zahir Shah, and he is in
exile in Rome, and that they bring him
back until some form of democratic
process could be established. Thus,
they would have a figurehead govern-
ment with the old king for a period of
time, and then they could establish a
democratic process.

This was a turning point. That was
doable. It could have been easily ac-
complished. The Taliban were vulner-
able. Who saved the Taliban? Again,
please, I am not being partisan when I
say this, who saved the Taliban when
they were vulnerable? It is my belief
that President Bill Clinton saved the
Taliban when they were the most vul-
nerable.

I beg Members, do not dismiss what I
say as being partisan. I would never
sink to that level at a time like this,
when American lives have been taken.

What happened was at this moment,
when the Taliban could have been
eliminated, President Clinton dis-
patched Assistant Secretary of State
Inderfurth and Bill Richardson, our
United Nations Ambassador, to con-
vince the leader of the Northern Alli-
ance not to go on the offensive. That
was when they were the most vulner-
able. Our top leaders, our United Na-
tions Ambassador, was dispatched,
along with the top leader in the State
Department, to go and tell them not to
attack the Taliban.

These two high-level American offi-
cials were sent by President Clinton to
propose a cease-fire and a supposed
arms embargo on all sides. Of course,
the minute that the cease-fire went
into effect, and of course the Northern
Alliance agreed to that, because they
thought we were being sincere and they
could trust the United States, but the
minute that cease-fire went into effect,
the Saudis and Pakistanis began a
massive rearming and resupply effort
to rebuild the Taliban forces in an
equivalent to the Berlin airlift, and
that was easy to spot.

It was easy to see that tons and tons,
airplane after airplane was landing at
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Kabul Airport with military supplies
from Saudi Arabia and from Pakistan.
I knew about it. Our intelligence serv-
ices had to know about it. But guess
what, the Northern Alliance was kept
in the dark until the Taliban were to-
tally restored to their strength. When
they were, the Taliban went on the of-
fensive. They drove the Northern Alli-
ance, which had had an arms embargo
against them during this time period,
which we enforced, and we convinced
people not to give them weapons, they
drove the Taliban, drove them out of
the country.

For years, I begged the previous ad-
ministration, our government, to sup-
port those resisting the Taliban re-
gime, to support the former King Zahir
Shah, and to let him head an interim
government until a more democratic
process could be put in place. This was
an alternative we had. Instead, the
only response that I got from the pre-
vious administration was stonewalling,
stonewalling that and stonewalling my
request to find out what the govern-
ment’s real policies were.

All the while, bin Laden, had killed
American military personnel at that
time, had declared war on the United
States, and was running around Af-
ghanistan openly, using it as a base of
operations, a safe haven for terrorists.
This man even tried to organize an at-
tack on the Pope in the Philippines.
His terrorists are responsible for the
kidnapping there in the southern Phil-
ippines, and we have given him a safe
haven all these years. We did nothing.

We were, in fact, I believe, acqui-
escing to Taliban control because I be-
lieve it was an understanding, as I say,
between Saudi Arabia and Pakistan to
let them dominate Afghanistan. This
understanding was obviously turning
into a nightmare. Even if it made sense
in the beginning to have such an under-
standing, we should have seen what
was going on, but our leaders lacked
the will to change that situation.

Over and over again, I warned that
our policy toward the Taliban would
come back to hurt us. I was ignored
and at times belittled.

Mr. Speaker, I have an example of 7
times, and of the many, by the way,
not just 7, not just 14, but many, many
more times that I stood either on the
House floor or in subcommittee warn-
ing that if we did not do something
about the Taliban, that it would come
back and dramatically hurt the United
States of America. These warnings
that were ignored over and over again,
even while the State Department
stonewalled my efforts to get the infor-
mation.

Mr. Speaker, I include these docu-
ments for the RECORD.

The material referred to is as follows:
September 9, 1999—IR Committee Hearing:

‘‘I would again alert my fellow members of
this committee that what is going on in Af-
ghanistan is as important to America’s Na-
tional security as what is going on in Iran,
because we have a terrorist base camp.’’

August 11, 1998—Letter to Nawaz Sharif,
Prime Minister Pakistan: ‘‘International

Terrorists like Osama bin Laden will become
the deans of terrorism schools in Afghani-
stan. For example, the recent bombings of
U.S. embassies in Africa are tied to Osama
bin Laden and his thugs.’’

May 21, 1998—Letter to Newt Gingrich,
Speaker of the House: ‘‘As you may know,
Afghanistan has become the world’s largest
source of heroin. It is also one of the key ter-
rorist training and staging areas in the
world. Further, instability in Afghanistan
limits the economic and democratic develop-
ment of Central Asian states and negatively
impacts U.S. Policy toward Iran. In short
events in Afghanistan affect the lives of
more than 200 million people in the Central
and South Asian region.’’

August 10, 1998—Letter to Karl Indefurth:
‘‘I have been preparing serious alternatives
for Afghan policy for the past six years. I
have found no willingness on the part of this
administration to even try the alternatives
that I have suggested. I have come to the
conclusion that our goals are different. But
for the time being I will give you the benefit
of the doubt. The Stakes go far beyond Af-
ghanistan. There will be no peace in central
Asia, or on the subcontinent between India
and Pakistan until the U.S. decides that
there will be no peace on this region or else-
where with a policy that is not based on the
fundamental principles of representative
government and opposition to tyranny.’’

June 29, 2001—IR Committee Hearing:
‘‘This regime has permitted terrorists to use
Afghanistan as a base of operations from
which their country has been used as a
springboard for operations that have cost the
lives of people throughout the Middle East,
as well as targeted Americans. That alone
should giveaways a message about the re-
gime and our commitment and what ulti-
mately should have been done.’’

July 19, 1999—Floor Debate on the Amer-
ican Embassy Security Act of 1999: ‘‘As the
gentleman from New York (Mr. Gilman) has
stated, among the greatest threats to the se-
curity of American diplomatic missions and
personnel is by Osama bin Laden and his le-
gion of terrorists who train and operate out
of Afghanistan. The primary benefactors of
bin Laden’s terrorists are elements in Paki-
stan and the extremist Taliban militia, who
not only host and protect bin Laden but have
imposed a reign of terror on the people of Af-
ghanistan and especially on the women of
Afghanistan.’’

October 30, 2000—Floor Debate on State
Department authorization: ‘‘This member
and anyone who is in the Committee on
International Relations will testify, for
years I have been warning what results of
this administration’s policy towards Afghan-
istan would be. For years, I predicted over
and over again that, unless we did something
in Afghanistan to change the situation, that
we would end up with Afghanistan as the
center of terrorism, a base for terrorism not
only in Central Asia but for the world.’’

November 9, 1999—House Floor Debate on
Afghanistan: ‘‘A terrorist trained in Afghan-
istan helped blow up a building which housed
our military people in Saudi Arabia. There
was an assassination attempt on the Pope.
They found out that the terrorist who was
going to assassinate the Pope was trained in
Afghanistan. We can not let this go on, be-
cause not only is it immoral to let this go
on, but practically speaking, if we do, it will
come back and hurt us.’’

But why were we not warned then? It
was clear something was going on in
Afghanistan. Why were we not warned
by others of the horrific attack that
was about to be launched on us, the
American people?

There was a headline in The Wash-
ington Post on September 14 sug-

gesting that America’s intelligence
services have been conducting a secret
war against bin Laden for several
years. If that is true, then we need to
fire all of the incompetent leaders of
that covert war, because they were re-
sponsible for protecting us from this
heinous and cowardly gang; and they
obviously have dramatically failed.

Instead, there was no warning. Yet,
we were told the heads of our intel-
ligence organizations were focused on
bin Laden. There is a war being con-
ducted against bin Laden, we were fo-
cused on him, and he was able to at-
tack us and slaughter thousands of our
people without any warning from these
people who were supposedly focused on
him?

We spend tens of billions of dollars
annually for good intelligence, and we
have tens of thousands of people com-
mitted to this endeavor. And they to-
tally missed a terrorist operation of
this magnitude run by their number
one targeted terrorist. This was clearly
the worst failure of American intel-
ligence in our history.

I cannot help but remember, in an-
other poignant story, I cannot help but
remember a few years ago I was called
by a friend who had worked in Afghani-
stan during the war against the Rus-
sians. This man has thousands of
friends in Afghanistan because he had
been there, and he had helped thou-
sands of Afghans who were his friends
and looked at him as a wonderful per-
son. He had kept in touch with them.

He indicated to me that he could pin-
point bin Laden’s location. I passed on
his phone number to the CIA. After a
week, he had yet to be contacted, so I
called them again. For another week
there was no response. When I gave
them this man’s credentials, I told
them, ‘‘This is a man who knows about
Afghanistan. He has sources that you
do not have.’’ They did not call him for
2 weeks. Another week, no response.

Finally, I contacted the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. GOSS), the chairman
of the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence here in the Congress. He
set up a meeting with me and the bin
Laden task force. There they were, the
CIA, the NSA, the FBI. Guess what?
They, too, left my friend waiting by his
phone and did not follow up.

After weeks, finally, a second time
when the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
GOSS) had to call them on the carpet,
my friend was at last contacted. He de-
scribed the agents who talked to him
as being somewhat disinterested. That
may have been because by the time
they got to him, over a month had
passed and perhaps the tip-off was a lit-
tle stale. Or perhaps, as we are learning
in the paper today, or not today but
yesterday, when there were reports in
the paper, that our intelligence serv-
ices knew about the location of bin
Laden several times but were not per-
mitted to attack him. So there are peo-
ple in the intelligence services that
wanted to go forward and did not end
and could not because of decisions
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made by people higher up, or perhaps
in their own agencies, people who were
incompetent.

b 1245

My friends, the slaughter of these
thousands of Americans must be
avenged, there is no doubt about it;
and we must see to it that such a mon-
strous crime can never happen again.
To accomplish this, we must be strong
and we must be smart. Now, we do not
need our troops, the worst thing we
could do is just try to send an army
into Afghanistan. If there are two rules
of modern warfare it is you do not
march on Moscow and you do not in-
vade Afghanistan. That does not mean,
however, that we cannot commit mili-
tary action. I think this calls for mili-
tary action.

We should already be dispatching
special forces teams and rangers to
those countries on the northern border
of Afghanistan. Those teams and other
military units should establish a sys-
tem of supply and equip those Afghans
friendly to the United States so that
they can free themselves, with our
help, from Taliban rule. We can then
join them. Once Taliban rule has been
eliminated in Afghanistan, we can join
them in hunting down and killing
every member of bin Laden’s terrorist
gang and hanging their bodies from the
gate.

But revenge is not an end in itself.
We cannot permit ourselves to strike
out blindly, to hurt people who have
nothing to do with this. Some people
have said, oh, let us bomb Kabul. Kabul
is filled with people who hate the
Taliban. Afghanistan is filled with peo-
ple who hate the Taliban. We cannot
make enemies out of people who will be
our allies.

We must be smart and not just
strong. Revenge in itself is not the an-
swer, even though revenge is called for.
By killing bin Laden and his gang, it is
not just revenge; it is an act also of de-
terrence, of saving lives. We must keep
in mind that our motive is to prevent
further terrorist attacks slaughtering
our own citizens, and especially by
making sure we work with other people
in the Muslim world and elsewhere who
will join us in this effort, and not just
the Muslim world and not just others
who are on the periphery.

We need to lead this world, as our
President, George W. Bush, is doing, to
set a new moral standard. We have to
keep to that moral standard as we pro-
ceed to seek justice and vengeance for
the death of our people. That new
moral standard has got to be that non-
combatants will not be attacked. We
will not kill unarmed innocent people
in order to achieve a political objec-
tive.

Now, when people attack other peo-
ple’s military, as the Japanese did in
the beginning of World War II, that was
an act of war; it was not an act of ter-
rorism. Yes, people can commit acts of
war; but let us set a standard, a moral
standard that we will proceed and de-

mand and enforce that no longer will
anyone be able to set a bomb off in a
pizza place or retaliation will not take
place against unarmed civilians, no
matter what that crime was. And there
are legitimate concerns in the Middle
East by all sides that both sides of the
Palestinian-Israeli battle have over the
time of this conflict attacked unarmed
people or retaliated against unarmed
people when someone else’s unarmed
people were attacked.

The new standard should be for this
world that we will not tolerate women
and children be used as targets or un-
armed combatants being used for tar-
gets for any reason. First, our dead
Americans, yes, they will be avenged;
but they will be avenged by estab-
lishing this new standard. Hopefully,
that will deter at least some of those
swine who contemplate such attacks in
the future. And by affirming that the
targeting of unarmed combatants any-
where in the world for whatever reason
will not be tolerated, we have taken a
major step forward.

We will be building a better world
even if it is being built on the ashes of
this tragedy. We will do it by seeing to
it that the bin Ladens of this planet
are never again, which is a corollary to
this, those people who are committing
such terrorist attacks against unarmed
people, nowhere will they be given safe
haven. And any country that provides
safe haven for the terrorists who target
these innocents, that will not be toler-
ated; and they will be held responsible
for the terrorist acts that are being
committed by people who use their
country as a staging area. And those
countries which harbor the criminals,
those countries which help them laun-
der their money, those countries that
give them support, they themselves
will pay a heavy price for this criminal
disregard for the victims of terrorism.
There will and must be an accounting
across the board.

At home, those top government ex-
ecutives whose policies protected the
Taliban must be held accountable.
Those people who stonewalled the Con-
gress’ efforts to get that information of
what our policy was; those officials
who in the Taliban were vulnerable
convinced their enemies not to attack.
The intelligence officers who were sup-
posed to be protecting us, those people
in the State Department who should
have been adhering to America’s moral
and ethical and political standards and
supporting those opposed to the
Taliban rather than acquiescing to
leaving the Taliban in power because of
the argument of stability, those State
Department people, those intelligence
officers, these are executives, are not
political appointees. These are top-
level executives who have been there
for years. They need to be cleared out.
They need to be held responsible for
the slaughter of thousands of Ameri-
cans without any warning.

We had no warning here in Wash-
ington, D.C. at all. They could have de-
stroyed this Capitol building. We had

no warning. With a massive operation
like this, and we had no warning. It is
incompetence on our side. We have to
do that; we have to correct this in
order to make sure it does not happen
again. All of this pounding of our
chests and expressing our moral out-
rage means nothing unless we are will-
ing to take that type of action. And it
is not easy telling someone, I am sorry
you’re out of your job because you
were incompetent.

Those countries, Afghanistan, Paki-
stan, Saudi Arabia, they have a price
to pay. We will figure out what it is.
First and foremost they have to do a
reversal on what they are doing to pro-
tect the Taliban and protect the terror-
ists right now. And we will figure out
what they have to do to make up for
what they have done that led to this
crime.

And, finally, the murdering terrorists
themselves will pay the ultimate price.
They will pay this price. We will have
victory over those ghouls who mur-
dered our defenseless fellow Americans.
We will win, because we are united as
never before, and because this genera-
tion of Americans, as these terrorists
will find out, have the courage, the te-
nacity, and the ideals that have always
been America’s greatest source of
strength.

It is up to us to do this. Past genera-
tions of Americans met the challenge.
They saved the world time and again.
It is up to us to do it again, and we
will. We will do it because it is our
duty and nothing will deter us.

f

ON TERRORIST ATTACK OF
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from California (Mr. Dreier)
is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take a few minutes to talk
about a number of very important
issues, building in many ways on the
remarks of my friend from Huntington
Beach, who, as he said very appro-
priately, was one of the key leaders in
our effort to ensure that the Soviet
Union was extricated from Afghanistan
during the 1980s. It was a very trou-
bling time; but, Mr. Speaker, as you re-
call, there was a tremendous victory, a
victory because forcing the Soviets
from Afghanistan was critically impor-
tant to the demise of the Berlin Wall
and the Soviet Union. So that is why
we should celebrate what it is that we
were able to do during the 1980s; but at
the same time, we need to look at
where we are today and what we need
to do as a Nation.

It is very true that over the past sev-
eral years we have seen a crumbling of
our relationship with some countries
that had been traditional allies of ours
during the war between Afghanistan
and the Soviet Union, and specifically
Pakistan, the country to which my
friend, the gentleman from (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), referred. Today, however, I
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