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The last thing, this is not meant to 
be a non sequitur. It is meant to be a 
closing on the discussion of the misery. 

I am a border State. I know most of 
the Democrat votes aren’t anywhere 
near the border States, so you don’t 
give a damn about us, but I am dead se-
rious. 

I am blessed. I have just an amaz-
ingly wonderful congressional district. 
It is where I grew up. It is my home. It 
is my obligation to try to defend them. 

Even neighborhoods that don’t vote 
for me, come drive with me, and come 
see the misery that is living in the 
alleys behind these houses. 

Fentanyl has crashed in price in the 
Phoenix area. I have a Phoenix police 
sergeant who is my neighbor. He was 
telling me, a year or 2 ago, $120 to get 
high for the day. Today, it is like $12. 
Now, we are finding a new form of syn-
thetic opioid crossing our border. It is 
10 times more potent than fentanyl. 

Maybe you don’t give a damn about 
people in the Southwest or the misery 
of the little 14-year-old girl who just 
died down the way from me, taking one 
pill. But when this stuff gets left on a 
countertop somewhere at your favorite 
wine bar, and everyone in the room is 
dead, will the left take seriously the 
misery that their open border policies 
have brought to us? 

Look, my pitch is really simple. The 
economics are all screwed up. The 
Democrats set off inflation. That piled 
on the debt, piled on our demographics, 
piled on our healthcare. We are in real 
trouble as a nation. 

If we would embrace the disruptions 
of technology and the incentives for 
productivity, we can at least bend the 
curve. We are not going to pay down 
the debt, but we can bend it so that 
debt-to-GDP is survivable, but you 
have to get other policies right. 

This place is having no conversations 
that are actually serious, honest, and 
important, and I don’t know how this 
became Republican versus Democrat. 
We are now just talking about the sur-
vival of our Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION IS KEEP-
ING MONEY FROM 9/11 VICTIMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KAHELE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2021, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
is recognized for the remainder of the 
hour as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 28 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. GOHMERT. We had a bill we 
took up the last vote of the day before 
we are out for October, and it was 
strange because this bill got rushed to 
the floor. I can’t find anybody on our 

side of the aisle who had any idea this 
was coming until yesterday afternoon. 

It is interesting, though. It is titled 
Fairness for 9/11 Families Act, and it 
makes $2.982, right at $3 billion, avail-
able for 9/11 families. 

There has been a lot of money pro-
vided in the past, but it is interesting 
because just last week, I was talking 
about this article from September 12 
by Daniel Greenfield about what the 
Biden administration was doing in bat-
tling against 9/11 victims’ families in 
court. 

There was $7 billion of Afghanistan 
assets, bank funds, liquid money funds 
in the bank in America that were fro-
zen after 9/11 when we found out who 
was responsible. 

The 9/11 victims’ families sued, and 
they had gotten a judgment against 
the Taliban, al-Qaida, and Iran for $6 
billion. 

As this article points out, White 
House Democrats have a history of 
fighting against terror victims who are 
suing Islamic terrorists. 

The Obama administration battled 
American terror victims suing the 
PLO. In 2015, after they won a $218 mil-
lion judgment against the terror group, 
Blinken, then only a Deputy Secretary 
of State, intervened, claiming that the 
lawsuit threatened ‘‘several decades of 
U.S. foreign policy.’’ In other words, he 
took up for the terrorists against the 
victims’ families. 

The article points out that now the 
Biden administration is fighting 9/11 
victims on behalf of the Taliban. At 
stake are billions of dollars being held 
by the Afghan central bank fund in the 
United States. 

Further down, it points out that 
since Afghanistan has assets in this 
country, the United States, including 
$7 billion in bank funds, it is now en-
tirely possible for the victims to col-
lect that money. 

Biden officially announced that he 
was splitting the $7 billion between the 
families of the victims and a trust fund 
to provide ‘‘humanitarian aid’’ for the 
people of Afghanistan. 

For those who don’t understand 
international relationships, when the 
Biden administration says it is for hu-
manitarian aid, what it means is they 
have to give that money to the Taliban 
and trust the people who have lied and 
killed Americans and killed 13 Ameri-
cans on the very day that the Biden ad-
ministration had that ridiculous, hasty 
retreat. You are going to trust them? 
Are you kidding me? It is just so out-
rageous. 

The article points out that $3.5 bil-
lion was placed in a separate trust that 
would be separate and distinct from 
around $800 million the Biden adminis-
tration has already spent on aid to Af-
ghanistan. 

It wasn’t enough that this adminis-
tration left $85 billion worth of mili-
tary equipment that they could use to 
attack us later, but they have been 
sending millions of dollars over there, 
like that is going to really go to help 
the people. 

The article points out that what 
Biden actually did was take money off 
the table for the 9/11 victims, and it got 
worse. On the same day as Biden’s ex-
ecutive order reserving $3.5 billion for 
the terrorists, his Justice Department 
filed a statement of interest in court 
arguing that the judgment for the vic-
tims of terrorism here in the United 
States was too large and that actually 
turning over the money to those vic-
tims in America would interfere with 
the Biden administration’s foreign pol-
icy in Afghanistan, like we have a for-
eign policy in Afghanistan. Who be-
lieves that? 

This administration tucked tail and 
ran, and ran so fast, it exposed our 
military, our people, our allies to 
death. Policy in Afghanistan, for heav-
en’s sake. 

The article points out that now a 
magistrate judge has repeated back 
much of the Department of Justice’s 
arguments and ruled for the Biden ad-
ministration that the 9/11 families who 
were laying claim to the other half of 
the $7 billion, that $3.5 billion, were 
not entitled to it. 

If it weren’t for the Biden adminis-
tration going to court and fighting 
against the 9/11 victims’ families, there 
would have been $3.5 billion, and this is 
not just some speculation. That is 
money in the bank. This is liquidity. 
This is money that is there. 

The Biden administration has been 
fighting them in court to keep them 
from getting that $3.5 billion with a b 
that the Biden administration wants to 
give to the Taliban for ‘‘humanitarian 
aid.’’ 

Now, the Taliban is more likely to 
torture and kill, as they have done, 
anybody who was our ally than provide 
true humanitarian aid. To them, hu-
manitarian aid is treating women like 
property, preventing them from having 
an education, which was improving, 
and killing those with whom they dis-
agree. It is just tragic. 

If there is any doubt about who 
would get the money, the deputy gov-
ernor of the bank that this will go 
through is a Taliban leader who we 
have listed specifically as a global ter-
rorist. That is who the Biden adminis-
tration wants to help. 

It shouldn’t have been a surprise. I 
talked about this here on the House 
floor last week, that the Biden admin-
istration was fighting our own 9/11 vic-
tims, trying to keep them from getting 
reimbursement from the terrorists. 

So, what happens? The last thing, 
here we come, running in here. Oh, we 
don’t want the 9/11 families too mad at 
us. Let’s take $3 billion that American 
taxpayers have paid and give that to 
the 9/11 victims instead of the $3.5 bil-
lion that belongs to the Taliban, we are 
told, by this administration. 

Well, I think most Americans, if they 
knew that this had gone on, would say 
this is crazy. Do you actually want to 
give the people responsible for killing 
3,000 Americans $3.5 billion so that you 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:53 Oct 01, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30SE7.054 H30SEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8363 September 30, 2022 
can take taxpayer money from Ameri-
cans and give that for the damages 
that the terrorists did? 

That makes no sense, but it does ex-
plain why the last bill for the next 
month and a half was $3 billion of tax-
payers’ money that the Biden adminis-
tration wants to use instead of the $3.5 
billion that they say they need to send 
to the terrorists, the Taliban, in Af-
ghanistan. 

It was bad enough that this adminis-
tration deserted our allies in Afghani-
stan and left them to be massacred by 
the evil within the Taliban, but now 
they want to give the terrorists even 
more money? 

I mean, at least you would have 
thought somebody in this administra-
tion would have said: Do you know 
what? We left them $85 billion of mili-
tary equipment. I think they can get $3 
billion out of that. 

That would pay the victims of 9/11. 
But this administration—$85 billion of 
equipment they left with them—has 
added $800 million of American tax-
payer dollars sent over there to the 
Taliban for humanitarian aid. Now, 
they want to give $3 billion more of 
taxpayer money, instead of terrorist 
money, to 9/11 victims? 

I think there were 30 or so Repub-
licans who voted against this. Anybody 
who tries to say they don’t care about 
9/11 victims is a liar because they do, 
and that is why we have appropriated 
billions of dollars for them. 

But in this case today, I can’t help 
but think if everyone on both sides of 
the aisle—well, I know some would 
have known. If they had known there 
was $3.5 billion from the terrorists’ 
own money in our banks that we could 
give to the 9/11 victims, then they 
would say that is probably a better 
idea than taking it from American tax-
payers. That is outrageous. 

b 1430 

Now, shifting to what is going on in 
our Department of Justice. We have 
been seeing these tactics that have 
been coming for some years, and people 
know that there was some corruption 
within J. Edgar Hoover’s FBI. People 
should have gone to prison within the 
DOJ for what they did to Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., to the point not only 
did they harass him, spy on him ille-
gally, but even send him messages that 
he needed to kill himself. 

We know it has been bad in the past, 
but most of us felt like there have been 
great strides forward to the point that 
in the 1980s and 1990s, if you asked peo-
ple around the world, they would say 
the FBI is probably the greatest law 
enforcement entity in the world. 

That is not the case anymore. Some 
of the first people that will tell you 
that are people working for the FBI, 
but they have to be very careful. I have 
heard from FBI agents, former FBI 
agents, people that have been around 
awhile, one of them said, you remem-
ber the way it used to be? The FBI was 
a class organization. 

We knew if there was a defendant 
who was nonviolent that—and I re-
member this happening before I went 
on the bench as a judge, and then dur-
ing my years on the bench as a district 
judge. I knew of cases, where the FBI 
knew they were nonviolent, white-col-
lar crimes, and even though they were 
very, very serious felonies, they would 
call the guy’s lawyer, and say, you 
need to show up at the jail at this 
time, you have been indicted or you 
will be indicted. They knew they would 
show up because otherwise they might 
come knock down the door. That was 
not what they did. That was not their 
practice. They believed in civility and 
humanity. 

I have been thinking about the in-
timidation tactics that have been used 
by the FBI, and it was for no other rea-
son but intimidation. I think Merrick 
Garland, through some of the things he 
and Christopher Wray have said, they 
made it clear, they are out to intimi-
date conservatives, and they have done 
a good job. 

Many are afraid to speak up about 
the improprieties that are going on 
within the FBI and the DOJ, even to 
the point that the head of the Depart-
ment of Justice, the Attorney General 
himself, who was nominated for the Su-
preme Court—thank you, God, that he 
is not there—but he is in a place he can 
do a lot of damage to people’s rights, 
and he has. He issued an order that 
DOJ and FBI, they were not to speak 
to a Member of Congress or the Senate 
without going through the FBI. 

I have heard from people that have 
complained about what is going on in 
DOJ and FBI. They have talked about 
how Christopher Wray has talked re-
peatedly using this line, protect the 
brand. Protect the brand. 

From the things that he would say, 
they tell me, he made it clear, we are 
not asking you to be honest and truth-
ful. We are asking you, when you find 
something that is criminal or a wrong-
doing within the FBI, don’t tell any-
body, just pass it up the chain of com-
mand. Let’s keep it inhouse because if 
people find out about corruption inside 
the FBI or the DOJ, then it hurts our 
brand. 

Christopher Wray and Merrick Gar-
land apparently don’t understand the 
damage that they have done to the 
brand of the FBI and the DOJ. 

The Attorney General knows the 
Constitution and knows this body’s 
right of oversight and knows that ev-
erybody inside and outside the Depart-
ment of Justice has a constitutional 
right to talk to their Member of Con-
gress without going through Merrick 
Garland’s screeners. Yet, he orders 
that they don’t have the constitutional 
rights they have got because he thinks 
his orders take precedence over the 
U.S. Constitution. 

Why wouldn’t he think that? They 
have been giving orders that take prec-
edence over the Constitution. 

I have been thinking, there is so 
much in the way of intimidation tac-

tics being utilized by the FBI and the 
DOJ, that is exactly what the tactics 
were of a group that people understood 
they were all about intimidation. We 
hear comparisons, people say, oh, Don-
ald Trump is like Hitler. 

Really? 
He wants more participation. He 

wants to have more rights back in the 
States. He wants to spread out the 
power of the government. 

And that the left thinks is like Hit-
ler? 

No, that is not. 
When you have a so-called Justice 

Department that is using the exact 
same tactics as the gestapo—you need 
to understand your Republic, a demo-
cratic Republic as it is often referred 
to, because we elect Representatives 
and then have Representatives rep-
resent us. They are servants of the peo-
ple. So it is a Republic, democratically 
elected, it is in jeopardy. And ours is in 
jeopardy when the DOJ gets this pow-
erful. 

Now, there were some that were ex-
tremely upset about what happened on 
9/11, like all Americans were, but they 
were concerned about what they saw as 
infringements on liberty within a 
month after 9/11. They have been talk-
ing about those for years now. 

It has really come into focus in re-
cent days as the FBI has knocked down 
doors, leaked information to media so 
that they are there to film people when 
they drag them out in their underwear. 
In some cases, not even giving them a 
chance to put on clothes. 

Contrast that to the same treatment 
they would have gotten back in the 
1980s or 1990s of telling them they need 
to report to the jail on a certain day 
and a certain time. I don’t use the term 
‘‘gestapo’’ lightly. 

And why is our Justice Department 
feeling like they got to be like the ge-
stapo? 

I greatly admired the FBI when I saw 
the way they worked in the 1980s and 
1990s. They were so professional. 

Then along came Mueller in 2001 as 
the new director of the FBI. He started 
a policy that allowed the FBI to run off 
thousands and thousands and thou-
sands of years of experience because he 
wanted nothing but young, yes-people 
working at the FBI. 

So over the years, those people that 
would have said, excuse me, I know you 
think that is a good idea, but let me 
tell you what happened when we tried 
that before, or let me tell you where 
that is going and why it is not a good 
idea. They didn’t want those people 
there. 

If they wanted to go after a can-
didate like Donald Trump, they wanted 
people around them that would say, 
okay, here is how we can do it. We can 
do this secretly and we can do this and 
that. If it violates the Constitution, we 
don’t care. We need an insurance policy 
to keep Trump from getting elected. If 
he gets elected, we need to violate 
more rights and we need to have people 
working for the Justice Department 
that will lie in an affidavit. 
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I am telling you, that is why when I 

saw the lack of response, or appro-
priate response from the FISA court, 
when they found out that the FBI and 
the DOJ lied to them, and then kept 
filing for a warrant every 90 days, bas-
ing it back on a lie, those FISA judges 
should have been outraged. The Chief 
Justice across the street on our Su-
preme Court should have been out-
raged. They weren’t. They really didn’t 
do anything. 

The State district judges I know and 
the former Federal district judges I 
practiced in front of trying cases, I 
couldn’t imagine them not calling a 
lawyer in and finding them in con-
tempt because it was done in their 
presence and sending them to jail for 6 
months before any criminal prosecu-
tion even took place, and then demand-
ing that there be a criminal prosecu-
tion. That didn’t happen. 

So it tells you something about the 
FISA courts. We learned, I believe it 
was 2007, that the National Security 
Letters that give the FBI the ability to 
just send a letter like a warrant say-
ing, produce all the records you have 
on this individual, that individual. 
And, by the way, it is a Federal felony 
if you tell anybody that you got this 
letter. 

The IG did an inspection and ulti-
mately said, oh, there are probably 
3,000 or so National Security Letters 
that were sent out by the FBI when 
there was no case, there was no prob-
able cause, they were just doing fishing 
expeditions. That is unconstitutional. 
We would have hoped that that got 
cleaned up, but we had an FBI director 
named Mueller that kept adding to the 
problems. 

Instead of punishing the FBI agent 
that fabricated a case against Ted Ste-
vens, a Republican Senator, the one 
that brought forward the fraud by the 
FBI, he gets run out of the FBI. The 
one that was involved in the fraud got 
a promotion and got a better job. So 
that tells you even back not long after 
Mueller took over at the FBI, he was 
involved in intimidation. 

Really, I felt that ever since—we 
know that William Jefferson was a 
criminal, committed a crime, and was 
punished as he should have been. But 
when the FBI under Mueller made it 
clear—this is intimidation to Con-
gress—you better not mess with me or 
counter me or have legitimate over-
sight over what I am doing, or I may 
just come search your office. Well, they 
did. It had never been done before that. 

It was all about Members of Congress 
concerned about what was happening 
at the FBI, the abuses of our Constitu-
tion. So he shoves it right back in our 
face. It is intimidation. These are ge-
stapo-type tactics. 

There was an article that was written 
in the ‘‘Eurasia Review’’ back on Sep-
tember 1 of this year, and it expressed 
the concern I have. It is titled ‘‘The 
FBI’s Gestapo Tactics: Hallmarks of an 
Authoritarian Regime.’’ 

It talks about, ‘‘With every passing 
day, the United States Government 

borrows yet another leaf from Nazi 
Germany’s playbook: Secret police. Se-
cret courts.’’ 

We have FISA, and I am fine if we get 
rid of them. We had national secrets 
that were kept before FISA. But the 
abuses and the lack of concern about 
the abuses by the judges tell me we 
need to get rid of them. 

It says, ‘‘Secret government agen-
cies. Surveillance. Censorship. Intimi-
dation. Harassment. Torture. Bru-
tality. Widespread corruption.’’ 

Look, if that power is there and the 
Republicans take over and put staunch 
conservatives in there, you know, we 
still would need very, very stringent 
oversight, so that nobody did that to 
the Democrats because when it hap-
pens to one side it should concern ev-
erybody. 

I got really upset when I found out 
about the abuses of the National Secu-
rity Letters, and that was under the 
Bush administration. I was calling it 
out. I was angry about it. And I am not 
hearing any Democrats concerned 
about the abuses of the Constitution 
that have gone on. The intimidation, 
borrowing pages directly from the ge-
stapo. 

b 1445 
This is how you intimidate people. 

This is very serious, and I don’t have 
time to go into all of this. It is a good 
article from the Eurasia Review, but it 
goes and documents what the Gestapo 
did and what the FBI is doing, and it is 
scary. 

I hope that if Democrats are not will-
ing to address this issue now then, 
surely, they will be when we have a Re-
publican administration because the 
abuse needs to stop. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

DEMOCRATS HAVE DONE GREAT 
THINGS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleagues for giving me the 
opportunity to be able to speak this 
afternoon from the heart. 

Democrats have done great things. 
We have certainly appreciated the 
Members of the other side of the aisle 
who have joined us on some of those. 
Those things include passing a very ef-
fective CHIPS bill that I hope to bring 
thousands of jobs to my congressional 
district through the production and 
manufacturing, using precious metals, 
in particular, coming from the Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo. 

We now have families who suffer 
from diabetes who, shockingly, for the 
first time in their lives, can have insu-
lin capped at $35. I am glad to have 
been a part of that. 

I seek, as I did before, that Medicaid 
recipients can also have their insulin 
capped. 

I am glad that working families, in 
this storm of inflation, can, through 
the Biden administration and Congress, 
have subsidies for healthcare and get 
cheaper healthcare. 

I am glad that the flooding that is so 
intensive in places like Houston, can, 
in fact, now have the bipartisan infra-
structure bill; and isolated commu-
nities without transportation or tran-
sit can, in fact, now have the potential 
of billions of dollars coming to those 
rural and urban centers, inner-city cen-
ters that need an infrastructure re-
build. 

We need clean water, and Flint and 
Jackson, Mississippi, should not be the 
norm in the United States of America; 
and lead in pipes that helped destroy 
the cognitive genius of our children 
should not exist. 

We have done great things. And as we 
go to work in our districts, listen to 
our constituents even more than we do 
when we have a moment over the week-
ends that we go home, we go home to 
hold in our hands the destiny of democ-
racy when we fight for re-election for 
the purpose of ensuring the value of 
this Nation, as I look, In God We Trust. 

We have done great things. Families 
of America should know that this lead-
ership, under NANCY PELOSI, and STENY 
HOYER, and JIM CLYBURN, and the 
chair, Mr. JEFFRIES, and the vice chair 
of the Democratic Caucus, we should 
all know that there have been good 
things that were done. 

So, when I go home, I have no hesi-
tancy to be able to go and to champion 
the lives we have saved; the veterans 
who will get answers to their questions 
and their health conditions; the people 
who suffered under the burn pit, now 
relief, they celebrated because of this 
Congress, this Democratic Congress, 
with our friends who wanted to do what 
is right. 

We have given hope to those burn pit 
victims. They can’t breathe, and we 
have finally given relief. 

This body has determined that the 
electoral count should be accurate, 
with no false electors showing up, giv-
ing false representation that they rep-
resent the States. No Vice President 
can do anything but ministerial. 

There will be no doubt that if you 
vote in a Presidential election fairly 
and electors are selected to cast their 
vote for you—something, of course, 
that I think is a figment of our past 
and should not be in place, but let’s 
make it perfect—you can now trust 
that the electors will do right, as they 
did in 2020; and they provided the final 
vote under the Vice Presidency of Mr. 
PENCE that elected Joe Biden and 
KAMALA HARRIS. 

We pray to God that we will never 
see January 6 again; never again; never 
the violence and brutality, the blood-
shed of our police officers, the deaths 
that occurred, the innocent lives lost. 
We hope never again. 

We have done some good things. 
There is such a litany of them, I can-
not list them all. 
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