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trade without serious human rights
conditionality.

Indeed, President Clinton delinked
human rights in trade on May 26, 1994.
I went up there and gave a press con-
ference. I was joined by a few others
saying how serious that was to give up
on human rights and allow profits to
trump human rights.

We have seen the brutal nature of the
Communist regime, especially under Xi
Jinping, and the Chinese Communist
Party’s ultimate desire to seek hegem-
ony.

Over the years, I have chaired 76 con-
gressional hearings on China and au-
thored several pieces of legislation, in-
cluding the Hong Kong Human Rights
and Democracy Act, and was the Re-
publican sponsor of JIM MCGOVERN’S
Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act.
We now have to make sure those laws
are being faithfully implemented.

Mr. Speaker, 20 years ago when China
became a member of the WTO, most
Members of Congress, and certainly in
the business and community on foreign
policy establishment, bought into what
James Mann rightfully called ‘‘the
China fantasy.”

In other words, if you just trade more
with a dictatorship, somehow they will
matriculate into a democracy.

That fantasy has been shown to be
demonstrably naive, at best. The CCP
has become more powerful because of
the trade and dual use items that have
accrued over there that are now being
used by their military and by their po-
lice.

I would note, parenthetically, I
chaired two hearings on why China
should not be invited into the WTO and
no one—no one—listened.

The record is clear, Mr. Speaker. As
predicted, we have become more like
them. Thankfully, that is changing,
but many in our corporate establish-
ment, as we saw with the Olympics,
were standing right by Beijing and the
CCP and Xi Jinping and wouldn’t utter
a word, including Coca-Cola and others,
about the terrible Kkilling of the
Uyghurs and the use of forced labor
camps.

We have stood by as the Chinese em-
bassy and the Ministry of State Secu-
rity have harassed people of Chinese
heritage and nationality living law-
fully in the United States.

We have not done all that we can do
for the people of Hong Kong, Tibet, and
the Uyghur people in the autonomous
region.

But today, thankfully, we are turn-
ing a page, and I applaud our Speaker
for pushing hard for this select com-
mittee. Hopefully, it will make a dif-
ference.

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

Mr. Speaker, this select committee
has the potential to do some sub-
stantive work, and there is a bipartisan
group here in this House that for years
has been focused on holding China ac-
countable and upholding a high stand-
ard of human rights.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I don’t want to close without ac-
knowledging the incredible leadership
of Speaker PELOSI in all of this. I trav-
eled with Speaker PELOSI to China a
few years back, and she insisted that
we visit Tibet, a place that was blocked
off for congressional visits for many
years.

She refused to take no for an answer,
and we went to Tibet. Under her lead-
ership, the legislation that I mentioned
at the beginning of my remarks was
passed, the most consequential legisla-
tion to hold China accountable passed
in this Congress in history.

The potential that this select com-
mittee has really is contingent on
making sure that the words that were
expressed by Speaker MCCARTHY and
by incoming Chair GALLAGHER are ac-
tually upheld. The concern that you
hear on our side really is concern that
this devolves into something that is
about promoting conspiracy theories
and that tolerates racist language.

We say that because we have been
through all of this. The use of the
words that the former President chose
to employ resulted in hate crimes
against Asian Americans in this coun-
try. It is unconscionable.

If this committee goes in that direc-
tion, I assure you that the Democrats
on that committee will push back
forcefully.

We want this committee to be effec-
tive. In theory, this is a committee
that we should all get behind, and I
hope that it is successful. I hope that it
is bipartisan. I hope that it is all that
we have been promised here today.

As I said, I am going to vote for this
because I think it is the right thing to
do, and I have faith that our Members
on both sides will do the right thing.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote their conscience. I am going to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I begin by thanking my friend for the
debate and for his tremendous work in
holding China accountable in the
human rights area.

I am certainly confident the Speaker
will do as he said, and we will have a
committee both sides can be proud of.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this resolution cre-
ating a Select Committee on the Stra-
tegic Competition Between the United
States and the Chinese Communist
Party.

It is beyond dispute that Communist
China poses an urgent generational
threat to the United States’ interests
and values. America has become far too
economically dependent on China in re-
cent decades, and as a result, our sup-
ply chains have become dangerously
fragile. We must urgently take steps to
secure our supply chains and bring
them home.

The Chinese Communist Party con-
tinues to push the envelope, both in
the United States and abroad. They
steal American intellectual property.
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They build spy networks and propa-
ganda machines on American soil.
They threaten our allies in Asia and
the South China Sea. They have spread
their influence throughout the devel-
oping world, seeking to ensnare vulner-
able developing countries in debt-trap
diplomacy.

Mr. Speaker, the time has come for
the House of Representatives to take a
comprehensive look at Communist
China. We must build on the excellent
work done by the China Task Force in
2019 and 2020. We must investigate Chi-
na’s actions and respond appropriately
to ensure America confronts this very
grave threat.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this resolution, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, the previous
question is ordered on the resolution.

The question is on adoption of the
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
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 question are post-
poned.

on

———

SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE
WEAPONIZATION OF THE FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, as the des-
ignee of the majority leader, pursuant
to House Resolution 5, I call up the res-
olution (H. Res. 12) establishing a Se-
lect Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment as a select investigative sub-
committee of the Committee on the
Judiciary, and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, the resolu-
tion is considered read.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 12

Resolved,

SECTION 1. SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE
WEAPONIZATION OF THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT; COMPOSITION.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is hereby estab-
lished for the One Hundred Eighteenth Con-
gress a select investigative subcommittee of
the Committee on the Judiciary called the
Select Subcommittee on the Weaponization
of the Federal Government (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ‘‘select subcommittee’’).

(2) COMPOSITION.—

(A) The select subcommittee shall be com-
posed of the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary,
together with not more than 13 other Mem-
bers, Delegates, or the Resident Commis-
sioner appointed by the Speaker, of whom
not more than 5 shall be appointed in con-
sultation with the minority leader. The
Speaker shall designate one member of the
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select subcommittee as its chair. Any va-
cancy in the select subcommittee shall be
filled in the same manner as the original ap-
pointment.

(B) Each member appointed to the select
subcommittee shall be treated as though a
member of the Committee on the Judiciary
for purposes of the select subcommittee.

(b) INVESTIGATIVE FUNCTIONS AND AUTHOR-
ITY.—

(1) INVESTIGATIVE FUNCTIONS.—The select
subcommittee is authorized and directed to
conduct a full and complete investigation
and study and, not later than January 2,
2025, issue a final report to the House of its
findings (and such interim reports as it may
deem necessary) regarding—

(A) the expansive role of article II author-
ity vested in the executive branch to collect
information on or otherwise investigate citi-
zens of the United States, including ongoing
criminal investigations;

(B) how executive branch agencies work
with, obtain information from, and provide
information to the private sector, non-profit
entities, or other government agencies to fa-
cilitate action against American citizens, in-
cluding the extent, if any, to which illegal or
improper, unconstitutional, or unethical ac-
tivities were engaged in by the executive
branch or private sector against citizens of
the United States;

(C) how executive branch agencies collect,
compile, analyze, use, or disseminate infor-
mation about citizens of the United States,
including any unconstitutional, illegal, or
unethical activities committed against citi-
zens of the United States;

(D) the laws, programs, and activities of
the executive branch as they relate to the
collection of information on citizens of the
United States and the sources and methods
used for the collection of information on
citizens of the United States;

(E) any other issues related to the viola-
tion of the civil liberties of citizens of the
United States; and

(F) any other matter relating to informa-
tion collected pursuant to the investigation
conducted under this paragraph at any time
during the One Hundred Eighteenth Con-
gress.

(2) AUTHORITY.—

(A) The select subcommittee may report to
the House or any committee of the House
from time to time the results of its inves-
tigations and studies, together with such de-
tailed findings and legislative recommenda-
tions as it may deem advisable.

(B) Any markup of legislation shall be held
at the full Committee level consistent with
clause 1(1) of rule X of the Rules of the House
of Representatives.

(¢) PROCEDURE.—

(1) Rule XI of the Rules of the House of
Representatives and the rules of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary shall apply to the
select subcommittee in the same manner as
a subcommittee except as follows:

(A) The chair of the select subcommittee
may, after consultation with the ranking mi-
nority member, recognize—

(i) members of the select subcommittee to
question a witness for periods longer than
five minutes as though pursuant to clause
2(j)(2)(B) of such rule XI; and

(ii) staff of the select subcommittee to
question a witness as though pursuant to
clause 2(j)(2)(C) of such rule XI.

(B) The Committee on the Judiciary (or
the chair of the Committee on the Judiciary,
if acting in accordance with clause
2(m)(3)(A)(i) of rule XI) may authorize and
issue subpoenas to be returned at the select
subcommittee.

(C) With regard to the full scope of inves-
tigative authority under subsection (b)(1),
the select subcommittee shall be authorized
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to receive information available to the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence,
consistent with congressional reporting re-
quirements for intelligence and intelligence-
related activities, and any such information
received shall be subject to the terms and
conditions applicable under clause 11 of rule
X.

(2) The provisions of this resolution shall
govern the proceedings of the select sub-
committee in the event of any conflict with
the rules of the House or of the Committee
on the Judiciary.

(d) SERVICE.—Service on the select sub-
committee shall not count against the limi-
tations in clause 5(b)(2)(A) of rule X of the
Rules of the House of Representatives.

(e) SUCCESSOR.—The Committee on the Ju-
diciary is the ‘‘successor in interest’ to the
select subcommittee for purposes of clause
8(c) of rule II of the Rules of the House of
Representatives.

(f) SUNSET.—The select subcommittee shall
cease to exist 30 days after filing the final re-
port required under subsection (b).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution shall be debatable for 1 hour,
equally divided and controlled by the
majority leader and the minority lead-
er or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
CoOLE) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res.
12.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 12, a resolution establishing
the Select Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment.

This select subcommittee is modeled
on the famous Church Committee,
which investigated the American intel-
ligence community in the 1970s and un-
covered and exposed a wide variety of
abuses, including many directed
against American citizens.

Similar to the situation that con-
fronted America in the 1970s, in recent
years we have witnessed abuses of the
civil liberties of American citizens
committed by the executive branch.

The select subcommittee will operate
as a select investigative subcommittee
of the Judiciary Committee and will be
tasked with studying and reporting on
the executive branch’s authority to
collect information on or otherwise in-
vestigate citizens of the United States.

It will investigate how executive
branch agencies work with and ex-
change information with the private
sector and other government agencies
to facilitate action against American
citizens; how executive branch agen-
cies collect, compile, analyze, use, or
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disseminate information about citizens
of the United States; the laws, pro-
grams, and activities of the executive
branch as they relate to the collection
of information on citizens of the
United States; and any other issues re-
lated to the violation of the civil lib-
erties of American citizens.

Mr. Speaker, it is undeniable that, in
recent years, the executive branch of
the Federal Government has abused its
authority and violated the civil lib-
erties of American citizens, often for
political purposes. There are many ex-
amples to point to, ranging from a fa-
ther being labeled a ‘‘domestic ter-
rorist’” for confronting a school board
over the sexual assault of his daughter,
to the Federal Government’s role in
suppressing information on Twitter, to
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s plans to create a Disinformation
Governance Board, and to the revela-
tions regarding the FBI’s abuse of its
Foreign Intelligence and Surveillance
Act authority.

All these examples and many more
demonstrate how prevalent such abu-
sive actions have become.

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve to have confidence in their gov-
ernment. They deserve to know that
the broad powers granted through the
Federal Government to the FBI, to the
Department of Homeland Security, and
to the intelligence agencies are not
being abused. They deserve to know
that the executive branch is not posi-
tioning itself as the final arbiter of
what constitutes truth. They deserve
to know that they will not be labeled a
domestic terrorist for advocating for
their children in front of a school
board.

Mr. Speaker, it was Supreme Court
Justice Louis Brandeis who stated that
“sunlight is said to be the best of dis-
infectants.” At the end of the day, that
is the purpose of the select sub-
committee. It will bring abuses by the
Federal Government into the light for
the American people and ensure that
Congress, as their elected representa-
tives, can take appropriate action to
remedy them.

I have confidence that this select
subcommittee will accomplish that
goal.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today, we will consider
the creation of a new subcommittee
here in the House that Republicans call
the Select Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment. I call it the McCarthy com-
mittee, and I am not talking about
Kevin. I am talking about Joe.

Mr. Speaker, this committee is noth-
ing more than a deranged ploy by the
MAGA extremists who have hijacked
the Republican Party and now want to
use taxpayer money to push their far-
right conspiracy nonsense.

Let’s start with the subcommittee’s
mandate, which is recklessly broad.
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Speaker MCCARTHY is essentially hand-
ing Mr. JORDAN the power to target
anyone and anything he doesn’t like,
anything and anyone he deems uncon-
stitutional, illegal, or unethical.

Who decides what is unconstitu-
tional, illegal, or unethical? Mr. JOR-
DAN does.

O 1330

Why don’t we just be blunt here? Re-
publicans claim to care about law en-
forcement, but this new committee is
about attacking law enforcement. It is
about going after people. It is about de-
stroying people’s careers and lives. It is
about undermining the Department of
Justice, defunding the police, and set-
tling scores on behalf of the twice-im-
peached and disgraced former occupant
of the Oval Office.

The MAGA extremist fringe of the
Republican Party will use this com-
mittee to push QAnon conspiracy theo-
ries and lies from Truth Social. They
are going to use it to gin up fake inves-
tigations into nonexistent scandals. I
think we need to just start calling this
the tinfoil hat committee.

Speaker MCCARTHY even changed the
language at the last minute to provide
unprecedented authority for the sub-
committee to interfere in ongoing
criminal investigations.

Let me repeat: The Republican
Party, the party that claims to care
about law and order, has created a
committee not just to defund the po-
lice based on their wacky conspiracy
theories, but to actually try to shut
down ongoing investigations, including
into domestic terrorists, phony elec-
tors, insurrectionists, people who are
on trial for sedition because they tried
to overthrow the government, and even
disgraced former President Donald
Trump.

This is outrageous. We are a country
of laws, but this committee seeks to
undermine the law, undermine the po-
lice, and make a complete mockery of
the investigative and oversight powers
of the House.

As seen on this week’s Sunday shows,
some sitting Republicans being inves-
tigated right now by the FBI and the
Department of Justice want to serve on
this committee.

I mean, what? I mean, come on. Give
me a break. I know my Republican
friends have some ethically challenged
members who asked for pardons from
the former President, but this is be-
yond the pale. This is unconscionable.
This is a conflict of interest.

First, they gut the Office of Congres-
sional Ethics. Now, they give Members
of Congress the ability to investigate
and to try to shut down criminal inves-
tigations that they are subjects in. One
set of rules for the American people,
another set of rules for Republican
Members of Congress. It is incredibly
offensive.

On their first real week in the major-
ity, this is what my Republican friends
are pushing through? Not a bill to fight
inflation. Not a bill to raise wages for
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people. A bill for Republican Members
of Congress to shut down investiga-
tions into their own wrongdoings.
What is wrong with these people?

On top of all of that, this sub-
committee expects to use the power of
the subpoena to advance their delu-
sional QAnon conspiracy theories and
harass Federal law enforcement agents.

I would say it is almost comical if it
wasn’t so disturbing that Speaker
MCCARTHY and Mr. JORDAN refused to
comply with Dbipartisan subpoenas
issued by the January 6th Committee.
So I guess for them, it is do as I say,
not as I do.

In my mind, it speaks volumes that
House Republicans are choosing to
prioritize this kind of dangerous par-
tisan garbage instead of actually try-
ing to help everyday Americans.

Whatever happened to Republicans’
commitment to America? They prom-
ised to tackle inflation, end the opioid
crisis, reduce the national debt, and
more. None of those issues are ad-
dressed in their first 12 bills.

In fact, the very first bill they passed
last night doesn’t reduce the deficit, it
adds $114 billion to the deficit by mak-
ing it easier for billionaires to cheat on
their taxes.

This is where we are week 2 of the
118th Congress, and we are creating a
witch-hunt committee where Repub-
licans plan to air their grievances and
further incite crazy fringe conspiracy
theories from the internet at the tax-
payers’ expense.

Senator Joseph McCarthy would be
very proud of what Republicans are
doing today. Putting their own per-
sonal power and partisan politics over
the needs of the American people. Just
like Senator McCarthy Ilooking for
imaginary communists, they are going
to find QAnon conspiracies everywhere
they look because that is what they
want to find.

Just like the McCarthy committee,
this will become another shameful, dis-
graceful moment for the Congress of
the United States.

This has nothing to do with the rule
of law, nothing to do with proper over-
sight of government. It is simply about
revenge. It is about disrupting and de-
stroying rather than collaborating and
creating. It is about putting politics
over people instead of putting people
over politics to build a better future
for America.

This subcommittee is an awful idea,
and I urge my colleagues, in the
strongest possible terms, to vote ‘‘no”
on this monstrosity that will further
empower the extremists at the expense
of the American people.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. JORDAN), who is my very good
friend and the distinguished incoming
chairman of the Judiciary Committee.

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding.

A ploy? It is not a ploy when the De-
partment of Justice treats parents as
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terrorists; moms and dads who are sim-
ply showing up at a school board meet-
ing to advocate for their son or daugh-
ter. It is not a ploy when the FBI pays
Twitter $3 million, not 1, not 2, $3 mil-
lion to censor American citizens.

It is not a ploy when the Department
of Homeland Security tries to set up a
disinformation governance board be-
cause we all know that the Department
of Homeland Security can tell what is
good speech and what is bad speech.
You have got to be kidding me.

I will tell you what, dozens of whis-
tleblowers who have come and talked
to Republican staff on the Judiciary
Committee don’t think this is a ploy.
That is why they came to talk to us.
They know how serious this is.

The former Democrat chair of the Ju-
diciary Committee is in the press today
saying we are going to fight this tooth
and nail. This is political. Meanwhile,
the former Democrat chair of the Intel-
ligence Committee pressured Twitter
to censor a journalist. You have got to
be kidding me.

This is about the First Amendment,
something you guys used to care about.
I had actually hoped we could get bi-
partisan agreement on protecting the
First Amendment, the five rights we
enjoy as Americans under the First
Amendment: Your right to practice
your faith, your right to assemble,
your right to petition the government,
freedom of press, freedom of speech.
Every single one has been attacked in
the last 2 years.

The Government was telling people
they couldn’t go to church just a few
years ago; your right to assemble. Your
right to petition the Government. The
Democrats kept the Capitol closed.
You couldn’t, as a citizen, come to
your Capitol that you pay for to ad-
dress your Member of Congress to re-
dress your grievances because NANCY
PELOSI wouldn’t let you in.

Freedom of the press. I just told you
what the head of the Intel Committee
tried to do to a journalist. The most
important right we have, though, is
your right to talk. Because if you can’t
talk, you can’t practice your faith, you
can’t share your faith, you can’t peti-
tion your government. The right to
speak is the most important, and that
is what they are going after. That is
why we have had dozens of whistle-
blowers come talk to us. We want to
focus on that because we want it all to
stop. We want the double standard to
stop. This idea that, oh, if you are a
pro-life activist, you are going to get
your door kicked in and you are going
to get arrested and handcuffed in front
of your seven kids and your spouse for
simply praying in front of abortion
clinic, and telling the guy who was
harassing your son to knock it off you
are going to have the FBI raid your
home; but the protests that went on at
Supreme Court Justices’ homes in the
aftermath of the leak of the Dobbs
opinion, oh, no problem there. Ameri-
cans are sick and tired of it.

We don’t want to go after anyone. We
just want it to stop. We want to respect
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the First Amendment to the Constitu-
tion that the greatest country in the
world has. That is what this committee
is all about, and that is what we are
going to focus on. That is what we are
going to do.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD an article from
The Hill titled: ‘January 6 panel
names six House GOP lawmakers who
asked for pardons.”

[From The Hill, June 23, 2022]

JAN. 6 PANEL NAMES SIX HOUSE GOP
LAWMAKERS WHO ASKED FOR PARDONS
(By Mychael Schnell and Emily Brooks)

The Jan. 6 committee investigating the at-
tack on the Capitol revealed Thursday that
at least a half-dozen Republican lawmakers
asked for presidential pardons for their role
in voting to overturn election results in cer-
tain states on Jan. 6, 2021, according to testi-
mony from former Trump aides.

Testimony from Trump aides named Reps.
Matt Gaetz (Fla.) Mo Brooks (Ala.) Louie
Gohmert (Texas), Andy Biggs (Ariz.), and
Scott Perry (PA.) as seeking pardons.

An aide also said that Rep. Marjorie Tay-
lor Greene (Ga.) contacted the White House
Counsel’s office seeking a pardon.

Rep. Adam Kinzinger (R-I1l.), a member of
the panel who played an elevated role in
Thursday’s proceedings, presented an email
from Brooks, dated Jan. 11, 2021, in which the
congressman asked for presidential pardons
for himself, Gaetz, and lawmakers who ob-
jected to the Electoral College vote for Ari-
zona and Pennsylvania.

“President Trump asked me to send you
this letter. This letter is also pursuant to a
request from Matt Gaetz,”” the email reads.

‘“As such, I recommend that President give
general (all purpose) pardons to the fol-
lowing groups of people:,” the email adds.
“Every Congressman and Senator who voted
to reject the electoral vote submission of Ar-
izona and Pennsylvania.”

A spokesman for Brooks forwarded a full
copy of the email, which included a concern
that Democrats would ‘“‘abuse America’s ju-
dicial system by targeting numerous Repub-
licans with sham charges.”

‘“The email request says it all. There was a
concern Democrats would abuse the judicial
system by prosecuting and jailing Repub-
licans who acted pursuant to their Constitu-
tional or statutory duties under 3 USC 15,”
Brooks said in a statement. ‘“‘Fortunately,
with time passage, more rational forces took
over and no one was persecuted for per-
forming their lawful duties, which means a
pardon was unnecessary after all.”

The panel also showed a video of former
special assistant to the president Cassidy
Hutchinson, saying Gaetz and Brooks ‘‘both
advocated for there to be a blanket pardon”
for members of Congress involved with a
meeting that took place on Dec. 21, 2020, pre-
sumably the huddle at the White House that
focused on overturning the 2020 presidential
election.

She also said Gaetz and Brooks advocated
for a blanket pardon for ‘‘a handful of other
members that weren’t at the Dec. 21 meet-
ing.” Those were meant to be ‘‘preemptive
pardons,’ she noted.

Additionally, Hutchinson said ‘‘Gaetz was
personally pushing for a pardon, and he was
doing so since early December,” but said she
did not know why.

Gaetz reached out to Hutchinson asking
for a meeting with Meadows ‘‘about receiv-
ing a presidential pardon,’”’ according to her
closed-door testimony presented at Thurs-
day’s hearing.

Hutchinson said Biggs, Gohmert and Perry
also asked for pardons, but did not reveal
more details.
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And she said Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio), a
fierce defender of Trump, ‘‘talked about con-
gressional pardons, but he never asked me
for one,” noting that he was largely inquir-
ing about whether or not the White House
was going to grant the lawmaker pardons.

Brooks, Biggs, Perry and Jordan were all
issued subpoenas by the select committee in
May.

Perry previously denied that he asked for a
pardon, and stood by that in light of new tes-
timony.

“I stand by my statement that I never
sought a Presidential pardon for myself or
other Members of Congress. At no time did I
speak with Miss Hutchinson, a White House
scheduler, nor any White House staff about a
pardon for myself or any other Member of
Congress—this never happened,” Perry said
in a statement.

A spokesman for Perry previously denied
that he asked for a pardon, calling it ‘‘laugh-
able, ludicrous, and a thoroughly soulless
lie.”

In a statement Thursday night, Gohmert
said he requested pardons for U.S. service
members and military contractors—not him-
self.

He called the claim that he requested a
pardon for himself ‘‘malicious, despicable
and unfit for a U.S. Congressional hearing.”’

“I requested pardons for brave U.S. service
members and military contractors who were
railroaded by the justice system due to supe-
riors playing politics, as well as a civilian
leader who was also wronged by a despicable
injustice,” Gohmert said. ‘“‘These requests
were all far prior to, and completely unre-
lated to January 6.”

Biggs also objected to the committee’s as-
sertion that he sought a parton, writing in a
statement Thursday night that Hutchinson
“‘is mistaken.”

He said the testimony of Hutchinson dis-
cussing the pardons was ‘‘deceptively edited
to make it appear as if I personally asked for
her a presidential pardon.”’

Greene, Hutchinson said, did not contact
her directly, but she said she had heard that
Greene contacted the White House Counsel’s
office for a pardon.

Greene pushed back on the testimony in a
tweet, but did not directly deny asking for a
pardon.

“Saying ‘I heard’ means you don’t know,”
Greene said. ‘‘Spreading gossip and lies is ex-
actly what the January 6th Witch Hunt Com-
mittee is all about.”

Eric Herschmann, a former Trump White
House attorney, was also asked by the Jan. 6
committee in a deposition if Gaetz was seek-
ing a pardon.

‘““‘Believe s0,”” Herschmann said in a video
presented at the hearing. ‘“The general tone
was, ‘wWe may get prosecuted because we were
defensive of, you know, the President’s posi-
tions on these things.”

Herschmann said that Gaetz’s pardon re-
quest was ‘‘for any and all things,” and that
Gaetz had mentioned former President Rich-
ard Nixon’s pardon. Herschmann said that
Nixon’s pardon was not that broad.

Trump adviser John McEntee also testified
that Gaetz told him he asked Meadows for a
pardon.

A spokesman for Gaetz responded to testi-
mony about the pardon request by pointing
to a tweet from Gaetz calling the committee
a ‘‘political sideshow.”’

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, there
were at least six House Members who
sought pardons from President Trump
following the January 6 insurrection,
and many of them would like to be on
this committee, we are told.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER).
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Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to this resolution,
which appears designed to launch a
dangerous and unprecedented attack
on our law enforcement agencies.

Last week, Americans across the
country watched the Republican Party
melt down the moment it encountered
its first test. For days, the extremist
wing of the party held the rest of their
caucus hostage as they demanded a
steep price for their support. Today, we
have the first of their many demands
on display, an open-ended investigation
into whatever conspiracy theories may
be headlining the rightwing echo cham-
ber at the moment, with unchecked au-
thority to undermine ongoing criminal
and intelligence investigations.

For example, the select committee
can use its expansive authorities to
protect Donald Trump, those who per-
petrated fake elector schemes to over-
turn the 2020 Presidential election, in-
surrectionists facing trials for their
crimes, and other domestic terrorists.

It aims to undermine the safeguards
of our democracy and to embolden
MAGA extremists who would rather
see our institutions fail than to see
Democrats and President Biden suc-
ceed.

Make no mistake, the destroy democ-
racy subcommittee will enable the
House Republicans to interfere with
the free operation of businesses they do
not like, to inhibit the fight against
domestic terrorism, and to settle polit-
ical scores on behalf of Donald Trump.

The Judiciary Committee has serious
work to do. But rather than trying to
solve the problems of the American
people, this new subcommittee will ex-
pend untold time and money under-
mining our Nation’s law enforcement
agencies, our justice system and our
intelligence community, all for a polit-
ical stunt catering to the extremist
wing of the Republican Party.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this resolution,
and I encourage my colleagues to do
the same.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. COMER), my very good
friend, the incoming chairman of the
Oversight Committee.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the creation of the
Select Subcommittee on the

Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The Federal Government exists to
serve the American people, administer
the law impartially, and protect our
cherished freedoms enshrined in the
Constitution.

However, some unelected, unaccount-
able Federal bureaucrats have abused
their positions of power. The other side
of the aisle likes to talk about ‘‘threats
to democracy,” but they refuse to do
any congressional oversight as the Fed-
eral Government weaponized its au-
thority, influence, and power to target
American groups and citizens based on
their political and ideological views.

Just yesterday, we learned that clas-
sified documents from Joe Biden’s time
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as Vice President were stashed in an
unsecured closet. The National Ar-
chives knew about these documents
several months ago, before the elec-
tion, but the American people were
just informed yesterday, thanks to
some investigative reporting.

Meanwhile, the FBI conducted a raid
on former President Trump’s Mar-a-
Lago residence for the same violation.
Why has President Biden, who has re-
peatedly kept classified materials in an
unsecured location for years, never
faced a raid? Is it because we have a
two-tier system of justice?

The left also continues to push for an
expanded IRS, even though the agency
has a history of targeting conservative
political groups. They have pushed for
more audits of middle-class Americans
instead of better customer service. In
another example, at President Biden’s
direction, the Department of Homeland
Security formed a dystopian
disinformation board tasked with po-
licing American speech online.

While this board has been disbanded,
we continue to learn more almost
every day about how the Biden admin-
istration pressures big tech to censor
and oppress Americans’ views online
that are contrary to their political nar-
rative.

The Biden administration’s Justice
Department also actively targeted par-
ents concerned about woke curricula in
their children’s schools and labeled
many as domestic terrorists. The
American people have made it clear
that they want accountability for
these abuses.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, we cannot
delay accountability any longer. We
need to get to work now. We must ex-
pose the abuses committed by the
unelected, unaccountable Federal bu-
reaucracy and enact solutions to pre-
vent similar abuses from happening in
the future.

I look forward, as chairman of the
House Oversight Committee, to work
closely with this new select com-
mittee.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD a CNN article ti-
tled: ‘“There are clear distinctions be-
tween Trump and Biden’s two cases.”

[From CNN Politics, Jan. 10, 2023]

THERE ARE CLEAR DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN

TRUMP AND BIDEN’S TWO CASES
(By Stephen Collinson)

Republicans seized on revelations that sev-
eral classified documents from Joe Biden’s
time as vice president were found in his
former private office to create cover for
former President Donald Trump’s hoarding
of secret records.

The disclosures Monday about the material
found last fall spun up an immediate polit-
ical storm at a time when Trump is in in-
creasing legal peril. The new GOP House ma-
jority is meanwhile rushing to undermine in-
vestigations against him and unleashing a
wave of counter investigations against the
current president.

The
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But there are clear distinctions between
the two cases.

The new controversy so far appears to be
on a smaller scale than the more than 100
classified documents—some bearing the
highest designations of government se-
crecy—taken from Trump’s resort at Mar-a-
Lago after a court-approved search by FBI
agents. And Biden appears to be cooperating
with the National Archives and the Justice
Department in a way that Trump failed to do
and unlike the former president he is not
being investigated for possible obstruction of
justice.

But Trump, who brands attempts to make
him face accountability for his conduct in
office and afterward as political victimiza-
tion, sought to capitalize on Biden’s discom-
fort over the documents in a post on his
Truth Social network.

‘“When is the FBI going to raid the many
homes of Joe Biden, perhaps even the White
House? These documents were definitely not
declassified,”” he wrote.

New House Oversight Chairman James
Comer told CNN: ‘““This is (a) further concern
that there is a two-tiered justice system.”

New House Speaker Kevin McCarthy also
moved quickly to respond to the discovery of
the documents in an office used by Biden
after he left the vice presidency.

‘“Oh, really? They just now found them
after all these years,” he told CNN. “What
has he said about the other president having
classified documents?”’

Attorney General Merrick Garland has
asked the US attorney in Chicago to review
the material, some of which bore the mark-
ing ‘‘sensitive compartmentalized informa-
tion”’—showing that it came from intel-
ligence sources.

QUESTIONS BIDEN MUST FACE

Fairness and respect for the law dictate
that Biden should answer many of the same
questions that Trump is facing, regarding
whether he was entitled to the records, why
they were not previously turned over, wheth-
er they were securely stored and how they
ended up in his office in the first place.

Critics will also wonder why Biden didn’t
immediately disclose the discovery of less
than a dozen documents last fall to the pub-
lic, given the huge sensitivity of the Justice
Department probe of Trump on a similar
question. And the president will be sure to
face accusations of hypocrisy given his sharp
criticisms that Trump did not take the prop-
er steps to secure classified documents at
Mar-a-Lago.

Still, even if there are adequate answers to
these issues, any distinctions in the severity
of the Biden and Trump documents will be
obliterated in the political torrent that is al-
ready stirring and with conservative media
likely to draw false equivalencies between
the two cases.

The report offers an immediate opening for
Trump as he seeks to dodge culpability for
his behavior and claims he’s a victim of per-
secution to thwart his 2024 campaign. The
former president is a master at turning one
incident into an entire campaign narrative—
as he did with former Democratic nominee
Hillary Clinton’s emails in 2016.

And the report will give the new Repub-
lican House majority fresh material as it
unleashes a multi-front investigative assault
against the White House. And while there so
far appear to be clear differences in the mag-
nitude of the cases, the report—first carried
by CBS—about Biden will inevitably raise
political pressure on Special Counsel Jack
Smith’s investigation into Trump’s reten-
tion of classified material.

Smith is also now reaching even deeper
into the ex-president’s inner circle by sub-
poenaing his former lawyer Rudy Giuliani as
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part of a federal grand jury probe looking at
Trump’s fund raising, among other issues re-
lated to the 2020 election.

GARLAND’S DILEMMA

The Biden document disclosures will also
deepen the already intense political head-
ache facing Garland as he contemplates an
eventual decision on whether to charge
Trump, whose status as an ex-president and
an active 2024 candidate carries huge polit-
ical implications.

Garland insists that investigations will go
where the evidence and the law demands as
he seeks to stress the independence of the
Justice Department—which was perpetually
in question when Trump was president. But
now, inevitably and however the Biden vice
presidential documents issue is resolved, a
decision to charge Trump over the classified
documents case but not to take the same ac-
tion against Biden would incite political up-
roar among conservatives who would be sure
to allege double standards.

The former president’s legal team issued a
temperate response to the Biden report that
sought to broaden openings that could shield
their client. One lawyer said that the Biden
story was ‘‘indicative of a larger problem
with trying to keep track of classified infor-
mation in the offices of the President and
the VP. There is an over classification prob-
lem, and at the end of an Administration,
things get packed up and moved and it’s hard
to keep track.”

The lawyer also warned that if Trump were
to be charged, his representatives would de-
mand all communications between the Na-
tional Archives and Biden’s team on the
matter.

THE BIDEN DISCOVERY

Biden’s attorneys found the documents in
a locked closet in a private office in Wash-
ington the future president used as a visiting
professor with the University of Pennsyl-
vania. The White House Counsel’s office noti-
fied the National Archives and officials at
the agency took control of the documents
the morning after they were found. Biden
wasn’t aware the documents were in the of-
fice until his personal lawyers reported their
existence and remains in the dark of the con-
tent of the material, a source familiar with
the matter told CNN. Federal office holders
are required by law to relinquish official doc-
uments and classified documents when their
government service ends.

Unlike in Trump’s case, Biden doesn’t ap-
pear to have tried to assert ownership of the
files, to obstruct their handover or make
outlandish claims that he had previously de-
classified them based on an undisclosed pri-
vate thought.

Trump is being investigated by Smith to
see whether he infringed the Espionage Act
by keeping classified material and for the
possible obstruction of justice.

REPUBLICANS MUSTER FOR INVESTIGATIVE
ASSAULT ON WHITE HOUSE

The Biden documents case will intensify
the showdown already emerging between the
new Republican House majority and the
White House.

For two years, Trump has been rocked by
blow-after-blow from congressional and
criminal probes over his conduct during and
after his presidency that have nudged him
ever closer to accountability.

But help is on the way.

The new Republican majority in the House
is ready to unleash a vast investigative ma-
chine apparently designed to discredit and
distract from Trump’s alleged transgressions
and to wound Biden’s nascent reelection
race.

Such an offensive was always coming,
given the extent to which the deeply con-
servative House GOP remains in thrall to the
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ex-president. But the intensity, scope and fi-
nancial muscle of the investigations was bol-
stered by the concessions offered by McCar-
thy as he caved to right-wing hardliners in
order to win his speakership last week. And
it represents a fast-expanding challenge for
the White House, which has already spent
months preparing its defense.

A new House rules package passed on Mon-
day for instance will set up probes into al-
leged political bias in agencies like the FBI
and the Justice Department and what Re-
publicans see as political weaponization of
such agencies.

The move cements the GOP’s sharp turn
away from the FBI, once seen as one of the
most conservative agencies in the US gov-
ernment following Trump’s repeated claims
he was illegally targeted by investigations
and his failure to enlist the bureau as a
weapon to advance his political grievances.

Rigorous scrutiny and oversight are inevi-
table and desirable as part of the constitu-
tional duty of Congress and responsibility to
ensure accountability with taxpayer money.
And in the first two years of the Biden ad-
ministration, there are multiple questions
that merit further investigation and over
which the public deserves more clarity.

This includes the chaotic management of
the withdrawal from Afghanistan in 2021, the
way that Covid-19 mitigation funds were
spent or the administration’s unwillingness
at least until recently to consider the rising
numbers of migrants crossing the southern
border as a crisis. Proper oversight can avoid
the repeat of errors and inform better policy
in future.

But as always in Congress, there are ques-
tions over when genuine oversight stops and
hyper-partisan politically motivated witch
hunts begin, especially in the case of key Re-
publicans who have a long record of crossing
over the line.

Incoming House Judiciary Chairman Rep
Jim Jordan, for instance, was a leading play-
er in a previous investigation by a GOP
House into the death of US ambassador to
Libya Chris Stevens and three other Ameri-
cans who were killed by Islamic militants in
Benghazi in 2012.

The two-year GOP-run House probe found a
perfect storm of bureaucratic inertia, rap-
idly worsening security in Libya and inad-
equate resources led up to the killings. But
Jordan was not satisfied when the final re-
port did not bear out conservative attacks
on the conduct of Hillary Clinton—who was
Secretary of State at the time of the deaths.

The Ohio lawmaker released his own far
more critical report, along with then Rep.
Mike Pompeo, who later became Secretary
of State himself. And at the time, McCarthy
boasted that the investigation harmed Clin-
ton’s 2016 presidential campaign, apparently
revealing partisan motivations behind the
probe.

As well as the building storm over classi-
fied documents, a key focus of the new GOP
House majority will be to investigate the
House Select Committee in the previous
Democratic-run House that painted a damn-
ing picture of Trump’s behavior following
the 2020 election and before the Capitol in-
surrection.

The fact that many of the current mem-
bers of the House voted to deny certification
of Biden’s election victory based on lies
about electoral fraud Trump was using to try
to steal power underscores why many observ-
ers are raising new questions about the par-
tisan nature of Republican investigations.

But after the revelations about documents
found in Biden’s office, Republicans know a
political gift when they see it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, the difference is clear.
Unlike in Trump’s case, Biden doesn’t
appear to have tried to assert owner-
ship of the files to obstruct their
handover or make unhinged claims
that he had previously declassified
them through his thinking. Trump is
being investigated to see whether he
infringed the Espionage Act by keeping
classified material and for the possible
obstruction of justice.

I would just say to my colleague who
spoke before, the American people also
have expectations of elected officials,
such as respecting the Constitution
and respecting free and fair elections
and not trying to overturn free and fair
elections. Unfortunately, a majority of
my friends on the other side of the
aisle chose to ignore that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GOLD-
MAN).
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Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to make some-
thing crystal clear: The primary pur-
pose of this special subcommittee is to
interfere with the special counsel’s on-
going investigation into a conspiracy
to overturn the 2020 election.

This is a shocking abuse of power,
but it is not just the usual efforts by
Members on the other side of the aisle
to, once again, do Donald Trump’s
dirty work. This time they are trying
to protect themselves.

One of them, a Member from Penn-
sylvania, had his cell phone seized pur-
suant to a court order finding probable
cause that he committed a crime. Yet,
he has indicated that he wants to be on
this subcommittee so that he can un-
dermine a criminal investigation into
himself.

My Republican counterparts can
dress up the subcommittee with a men-
acing name, but let’s call it what it
really is: the Republican committee to
obstruct justice.

The American people don’t want
that. They don’t want yet another
front of the Republican war on democ-
racy and the rule of law.

Mr. Speaker, I will vote ‘“‘no” and
urge everyone to do so.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. TURNER), my very good friend and
the distinguished incoming chairman
of the Intelligence Committee.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, last Con-
gress, I served as the ranking member
of the Intelligence Committee. Chair-
man JORDAN and I have already been
working to ensure that the intelligence
community and the Department of Jus-
tice, including the FBI, are not vio-
lating the civil rights of law-abiding
Americans.

Sadly, we already have very trou-
bling evidence to begin our investiga-
tion to ensure that our intelligence
community and law enforcement agen-
cies are not violating Americans’ con-
stitutional rights. Some of this infor-
mation is similar to what has been
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publicly disclosed by the Twitter files,
which is a small portion of the infor-
mation that we have that is gravely
concerning about the improper use of
government authority that this com-
mittee will be focusing on.

This subcommittee is about pro-
tecting rights, a task that everyone in
this body just took an oath to protect
last week. Our committee will be as-
sisting this subcommittee. We look for-
ward to working with Chairman JOR-
DAN on this important issue, and we
know that this is important to the
American people.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD an article from
The Guardian titled: ‘‘ ‘It’s going to be
dirty’: Republicans gear up for attack
on Hunter Biden,” and an article from
Politico titled: ‘“‘It’s not just Hunter
Biden: Prepare for a 2023 packed with
House GOP investigations.”

[From the Guardian, Jan. 8, 2023]

‘IT’S GOING T0 BE DIRTY’: REPUBLICANS GEAR
UP FOR ATTACK ON HUNTER BIDEN
(By David Smith)

When Borat—alias British actor Sacha
Baron Cohen—told risque jokes about Donald
Trump and antisemitism at last month’s
Kennedy Center Honors in Washington, Joe
Biden was not the only one laughing in a red
velvet-lined balcony.

Sitting behind the US president was Hun-
ter Biden wearing black tie and broad smile
that mirrored those of his father.

The image captured the intimacy between
the men but also the sometimes awkward
status of Hunter as both private citizen and
privileged son of a president. It is a dichot-
omy likely to come under a harsh public
glare this year as congressional Republicans
set about making Hunter a household name
and staple of the news cycle.

“The right wing is licking its chops at the
chance to go after him,” said Joshua Ken-
dall, author of First Dads: Parenting and
Politics from George Washington to Barack
Obama. ‘“The level of venom is going to be
over the top and really, really dirty. The Re-
publicans’ rhetoric might get so heated that
it detracts from some of the actual behav-
iour.”

Republicans have been waiting a long time
for this moment. After regaining control of
the House of Representatives in last Novem-
ber’s midterm elections, they used their first
press conference to promise to investigate
the Biden administration and, in particular,
the president’s allegedly errant son.

Hunter has long faced questions about
whether he traded on his father’s political
career for profit, including efforts to strike
deals in China and reported references in his
emails to the ‘“‘big guy’’.

Hunter joined the board of the Ukrainian
gas company Burisma in 2014, around the
time that Joe Biden, then vice-president,
was helping conduct Barack Obama’s foreign
policy with Ukraine. Hunter earned more
than $50,000 a month over a five-year period.

Senate Republicans claim that his appoint-
ment may have posed a conflict of interest.
Last year more than 30 of them called for a
prosecutor to be given special counsel au-
thority to carry out an investigation into al-
leged ‘“‘tax fraud, money laundering, and for-
eign-lobbying violations’. But they have not
produced evidence that it influenced US pol-
icy or that Joe Biden engaged in wrongdoing.

House Republicans and their staff have
been studying messages and financial trans-
actions found on a now notorious laptop that
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belonged to Hunter. Having gained the ma-
jority, they now have the power to issue con-
gressional subpoenas to foreign entities that
did business with him.

Richard Painter, who was chief White
House ethics lawyer in the George W Bush
administration, believes that Joe Biden
should have recused himself from matters re-
lating to Ukraine. ‘‘The Ukrainian gas com-
pany wanted to curry favour with Joe Biden
so they put his son on the board,” he said.

“It’s pretty clear what’s going on there but
the missing link the Republicans are looking
for—but I don’t think they’re going to find—
is any kind of a quid pro quo, Joe Biden for
the Ukrainian gas company. Still, it would
have been better if Joe Biden had said:
‘Look, my son is going to be on this board,
maybe the secretary of state or somebody
else could handle Ukraine,” and he’d step
aside.”

Hunter’s taxes and foreign business work
are already under federal investigation with
a grand jury in Delaware hearing testimony
in recent months. There are no indications
that this involves the president, who insists
that he has never spoken to Hunter about his
foreign business arrangements.

Republicans are pulling at another strand.
Ethics experts have accused Hunter of cash-
ing in on his father’s name as he pursues a
career as an artist. He is represented by the
Georges Bergés Gallery in New York, which
reportedly struck an agreement with the
White House to set the prices of the art and
not reveal who bid on or bought it.

Berges said in an Instagram post in No-
vember that Republicans on the House over-
sight committee had written to him with
“‘certain requests’ and subsequently got into
a Twitter debate with Painter about money
and influence in art. Berges wrote: “‘If you're
going to scrutinize a profession then scruti-
nize all of them and every position that chil-
dren of Congress take in DC and elsewhere.”’

Painter said in an interview: ““I don’t think
there’s anything corrupt about the White
House or anything corrupt about President
Biden. But keeping the identities of the art
buyers secret was a bad idea. It leads to sus-
picion that people are passing money under
the table. It’s hard to keep who buys the art
secret in the close-knit world of Hunter
Biden’s friends or Hunter Biden himself so
the secrecy was a bad idea.”

Fox News and other rightwing media may
relish an opportunity to demonise the presi-
dent’s son ahead of an election in 2024. But
Republicans are in danger of overreach.
Trump’s attempt to get Ukraine to examine
Hunter’s business dealings led to his first im-
peachment. His efforts to weaponise Hunter’s
troubles in the 2020 presidential election fiz-
zled.

David Brock, a veteran political operative
and president of Facts First USA, a new
group set up to combat the congressional in-
vestigations, said: ‘“What we’re going to see
in the hearings is a recycling and a rehash of
old discredited stories and conspiracy theo-
ries. They’re doing it for political reasons.
[Congressman] Jim Jordan is on the record
saying that the investigations are all about
2024 and electing Donald Trump again.
That’s his own words, not mine.”

Hunter’s 2021 memoir, Beautiful Things,
generated sympathy in some quarters for a
man who 50 years ago last month survived a
car crash that killed his mother and sister
and who has been honest about his struggle
with alcoholism and drug abuse. Brock be-
lieves that a fresh Republican onslaught will
backfire.

‘“‘Going after someone who has an addic-
tion and has had mental health issues is sa-
distic politics and I don’t think it will work
with the American people,’” he added. ‘‘There
are so many people who have family mem-
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bers who’ve suffered in one way or another
and will identify with Hunter; they won’t
identify with the attackers. The Hunter-
hating narrative has been out there for three
years. It hasn’t really gained any traction
outside of the far right and I don’t think it
will.”

Republicans could also lose credibility by
focusing on Hunter and other retreads of the
past instead of advancing a plan for domestic
issues such as inflation, jobs and taxes.

Kurt Bardella, a Democratic strategist
who served as a senior adviser for Repub-
licans on the House oversight committee
from 2009 to 2013, said: ‘“‘For all the talk
about Republicans saying they want to re-
turn to regular order, they want to have bet-
ter stewardship over taxpayer dollars, they
want to act more responsibly with legisla-
tive power, well, OK, but how does inves-
tigating Hunter Biden do anything to help
the American people?”’

[From Politico, July 19, 2022]

IT’S NOT JUST HUNTER BIDEN: PREPARE FOR A
2023 PACKED WITH HOUSE GOP INVESTIGATIONS
(By Jordain Carney)

House Republicans are planning to bom-
bard Joe Biden’s administration with inves-
tigations next year, from Hunter Biden to
the border to the chaotic U.S. withdrawal
from Afghanistan.

As the GOP prepares for a likely takeover
of the chamber next year, committee chairs-
in-waiting have laid out a lengthy list of
oversight goals that goes beyond Biden’s
White House—including Democrats’ forma-
tion of the Jan. 6 select committee. But the
party’s highest-profile targets are those with
the potential to politically bruise the presi-
dent ahead of 2024: his son’s business deal-
ings, Afghanistan, the origins of the
coronavirus, inflation causes and the U.S.-
Mexico border.

Months before the midterms, Republican
lawmakers are already working behind the
scenes to divvy up which committee gets
which piece of the investigative action next
year. That includes talks with Minority
Leader Kevin McCarthy and other conference
leaders, plus member-on-member discus-
sions.

“I’ve been really impressed with leader-
ship—both from [Rep.] Jim [Jordan], from
[Rep.] Jamie Comer, from Kevin’s office—in
already starting to talk about that,” said
Rep. Kelly Armstrong (R-N.D.).

Republicans view executive-branch over-
sight as a significant piece of their 2023 agen-
da, driven in part by the reality that divided
government would leave no path for most of
their legislative priorities. Investigations
also give the House GOP high-profile chances
to lob subpoenas and tough questions at
Biden officials heading into 2024, when it
hopes to take the Senate and White House
too.

Republicans still need to nail down the
timelines and other specifics for each inves-
tigation, but they’ve already taken initial
steps such as document preservation re-
quests. Those have already hit the Jan. 6
panel, administration officials involved in
the Afghanistan withdrawal and Twitter
over its legally challenged sale to Elon
Musk, among other recipients.

After four years in the House minority, Re-
publicans have a backlogged wish list of top-
ics to dig into. Their real challenge, GOP
lawmakers predict, won’t be finding areas to
investigate but rather winnowing down their
focus.

“It’s not something where we’re having to
drum up, ’OK, what are we going to do?’ It’s
more of a limiting factor of, we only have 50
weeks a year,” said Rep. Michael Cloud (R-
Texas).
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Much of the investigative churn will spin
out of the Oversight Committee, a legisla-
tive octopus with jurisdictional tentacles
that can reach into several parts of the ad-
ministration.

Jamie Comer, the Kentucky Republican
who is expected to lead the panel should Re-
publicans take the majority, said that he
was trying to lay the groundwork now so
that he and his members could start right
away in January.

Republicans on the committee plan to hold
high-profile probes into Hunter Biden’s deal-
ings with overseas clients, but they also
want to hone in on eliminating wasteful gov-
ernment spending in an effort to align the
panel with the GOP’s broader agenda.
They’re also expected to probe the infant for-
mula shortage and the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, which regulates formula.

“We’re going to spend a lot of time in the
first three, four months having investigation
hearings and then we’re going to be very ac-
tive in the subcommittee process, focused on
substantive waste, fraud and abuse type
issues. . . . I'm going to bring the Oversight
Committee back to what its original intent
was,”” Comer said in a brief interview.

Comer said he’s already having conversa-
tions with the expected chairs of other com-
mittees to avoid duplicating investigative
work, adding that his panel is ‘‘so broad,
sometimes you ruffle feathers with other
chairs.”

The U.S.-Mexico border, for example, is ex-
pected to be a hot point for several commit-
tees.

Jim Jordan, the Ohio Republican and
House Freedom Caucus founding member
who is line to chair the Judiciary Com-
mittee, immediately pointed to Homeland
Security Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas and
the border as a focus for his panel in 2023.

“We certainly need to dig into more of the
terrible way Mayorkas has run—I think in-
tentionally—the way he has the Department
of Homeland Security,” Jordan said.

Jordan pointed to two potential areas he
wanted to probe: border enforcement and the
creation of a DHS ‘‘disinformation’ board,
which the department subsequently paused
after a flood of GOP criticism. Jordan has
also been communicating with Senate Re-
publicans who are brainstorming their own
investigative plans if they are able to flip
the upper chamber this fall.

Republicans are still sorting out how they
will probe the Jan. 6 panel and Capitol secu-
rity, an area of particular interest within
the conference. Illinois Rep. Rodney Davis,
the current top Republican on the House Ad-
ministration Committee, had pledged to use
his panel as an investigative springboard
into the select committee next year but re-
cently lost his primary to Rep. Mary Miller
(R-111.).

And some conservatives in the conference
are pushing for investigations into debunked
2020 election fraud claims, underscoring how
embedded former President Donald Trump’s
baseless claims to that end have become
within the party.

Beyond the headline-grabbing probes, Re-
publicans are prepping more bread-and-but-
ter oversight hearings that will give nearly
every committee a pathway to dive into gov-
ernment agencies.

“‘Oversight is going to be significant. And
we’ll have significant oversight of the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission, as well as
the [Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau],”’ said Rep. Patrick McHenry (R-N.C.),
who hopes to chair the Financial Services
Committee.

And while Republicans’ legislative dreams
would have to clear a high bar—given
Biden’s ability to veto anything for the next
two years—they see their oversight goals
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dovetailing with their legislative agenda,
giving them another lane to pressure Biden
and congressional Democrats. Investigations
have a longer political half-life, spanning
weeks and months beyond a one-time floor
vote.

Armstrong pointed to a border security
and immigration reform bill, a decades-long
legislative white whale, as a springboard for
Republicans holding oversight hearings on
related areas like fentanyl—potentially
building pressure on Democrats heading into
2024.

“If you can’t get to 60 in the Senate, you
can make it a real issue . . . going into the
next election,’” he said.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, with-
out a doubt, Mr. JORDAN will use this
subcommittee to go after people MAGA
extremists see as their opponents. All
the MAGA Republicans seem to want
to do is create a forum for settling
scores and pushing conspiracy theories.
They are not interested in governing.

They want to go on FOX. They want
to investigate Hunter Biden’s laptop.
They want to try to steal elections.
They want to shut down the govern-
ment if they don’t get their way.

We are at a very dangerous moment
in this country, and it is one of the rea-
sons why many of us were so stunned
that the new Speaker gave away so
much of his authority to a group of ex-
tremists in the Republican Conference
who have spent their entire careers
trying to blow this place up.

The bottom line is this committee is
basically an assurance that we are
going to see these very partisan, polit-
ical, MAGA-driven investigations go
forward.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA).

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for the time.

As Ranking Member NADLER from
the Judiciary Committee said, H. Res.
12 is a dangerous government attempt
to interject extremist politics into our
justice system and shield MAGA ex-
tremists from legal consequences for
their actions, including January 6 and
the follow-up and investigations that
are ongoing now. He is right about that
Republican strategy. H. Res. 12 is both
political cover and a political weapon.

Like any legislation, H. Res. 12 is
driven by the motivation of its spon-
sors, the Republican majority in the
House of Representatives. For example,
legislative action on climate change is
motivated by urgency and our collec-
tive health and life, but H. Res. 12 is in-
tended to intimidate, scare, and ulti-
mately cower our public institutions
into standing down as our descent into
division and fascism continues.

Power for the sake of power is truly
dangerous. H. Res. 12 is just that.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘“‘no’’ vote.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. ZINKE), my very good friend
and a distinguished veteran who served
the United States in a variety of capac-
ities, in and out of uniform.
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Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of a select committee to in-
vestigate the weaponization of the Fed-
eral Government, something I have a
lot of experience with firsthand.

I proudly served as the 52nd Sec-
retary of the Interior. Despite the deep
state’s repeated attempts to stop me, I
stand before you as a duly elected
Member of the United States Congress
and tell you that a deep state exists
and is perhaps the strongest covert
weapon the left has against the Amer-
ican people.

There is no doubt the Federal Gov-
ernment deep state coordinates with
liberal activists and uses politicians
and willing media to carry their water.

The deep state runs secret messaging
campaigns with one goal in mind: to
increase its power to censor and per-
suade the American people.

Dark money groups funded by liberal
billionaires and foreign investors fun-
nel money to shell organizations and
repeatedly attempt to destroy the
American West. In many cases, they
want to wipe out the American cowboy
completely, remove public access to
our lands, and turn Montana into a na-
tional park. They want to control our
land and our lifestyle.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
two parts of a five-part series of inves-
tigative articles by the Capital Re-
search Center titled: ‘‘Arabella’s Long
War: Web of ‘Pop-Up’ Groups’” and
‘““Arabella’s Long War: ‘Keep it in the
Ground.””’

[From the Capital Research Center, Nov. 12,
2021]

ARABELLA’S LONG WAR: WEB OF ‘‘Pop-UP”
GROUPS—HOW LEFTIST “DARK MONEY” AC-
TIVISTS BROUGHT DOWN TRUMP'S SEC-
RETARY OF THE INTERIOR AND PAVED THE
WAY FOR BIDEN’S RADICAL ENVIRONMENTAL-
ISTS

(By Hayden Ludmig)
A WEB OF ‘‘POP-UP”’ GROUPS

Enter Arabella Advisors, a consulting firm
based in Washington, DC, that quietly runs
arguably the most powerful activist and lob-
bying network in politics. Arabella manages
four in-house nonprofits collectively called
the ‘‘sisters,” each of which controls a small
army of activists and a legion of ‘‘pop-up”’
groups. And each pop-up group is made to
look like a slick, stand-alone website. These
pop-ups target virtually every issue in poli-
tics—control of the courts, abortion access,
gun control, and voter registration and mo-
bilization, even the Trump-Russia collusion
hoax—pushing left-wing policies in every
corner. What makes Arabella so powerful is
how these ‘‘pop-ups’ deceive individuals into
believing they represent genuine local grass-
roots interests, such as one pop-up in Alaska
created to oppose creation of the Pebble

Mine run from Arabella’s plush offices in DC.
Arabella’s network is extraordinarily well-

funded. In 2019 alone, the four ‘‘sisters’ re-

ported total revenues exceeding $730 million
and poured out $648 million. Between the

network’s creation in 2006 and its Form 990

filing for 2019 (the latest available),

Arabella’s empire has received more than $3

billion and spent nearly $2.5 billion. Most of

that funding was directed to the network’s
flagship 501(c)(3) nonprofit, the New Venture

Fund, whose largest known donors include

the Gates, Ford, Hewlett, Packard, and

Buffett Foundations.
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Beginning in 2017, Arabella turned its guns
on Trump’s Department of the Interior using
a pop-up pair: Western Values Project (WVP)
and its ‘‘sister,” Western Values Project Ac-
tion (WVPA).

According to their websites, WVP and
WVPA were created in 2013 in Helena, Mon-
tana, to expose corrupt corporate lobbyists
preying on public lands in the West. In re-
ality, WVP is run by the 501(c)(3) New Ven-
ture Fund while WVPA is run by the 501(c)(4)
Sixteen Thirty Fund, Arabella’s in-house
lobbying shop. Whatever staff the groups ac-
tually have would have been paid by one of
Arabella’s nonprofits or possibly by Arabella
Advisors itself; we’ll likely never know. But
in its 2018 Form 990, New Venture Fund re-
vealed that it is the ‘‘paymaster’ for Sixteen
Thirty Fund (which reported zero employees
on its own 2018 Form 990) and ‘‘pays the sal-
ary and immediately invoices Sixteen Thirty
Fund, which reimburses the full amount.”

It’s common for groups to use both kinds
of nonprofit to maximize their ability to
lobby through the 501(c)(4) and raise non-lob-
bying funds through the 501(c)(3), since do-
nors may deduct donations to the 501(c)(3)
from their taxes. But Arabella takes that
tactic to another level, using pop-up fronts
for its nonprofits that can take advantage of
the New Venture and Sixteen Thirty Fund’s
respective tax advantages without disclosing
their relationship to one another. Donations
to WVP and WVPA in fact benefitted the
Arabella-run nonprofits behind the projects,
as an archived version of WVP’s website
from October 2019 reveals.

Until late 2019 the website for WVP and
WVPA revealed a handful of staffers, includ-
ing Chris Saeger, ex-communications direc-
tor for the Montana Democratic Party and
former Service Employees International
Union (SEIU) staffer; Jayson O’Neill, a
Democratic staffer for Montana’s legislature
and Gov. Brian Schweitzer (D); and Yetta
Stein, a staffer for the left-wing political ac-
tion committee End Citizens United and
staffer for the 2018 reelection campaign Sen.
Jon Tester (D-MT). The archived website
also showed a small advisory board con-

sisting of:
Kjersten Forseth, a former chief of state
for Colorado State Senate Democrats,

former director of the left-wing strategy
group ProgressNow Colorado, political direc-
tor for the Colorado AFL-CIO, and chief po-
litical strategist for Rocky Mountain Voter
Outreach, a Denver-based get-out-the-vote
and ballot initiative firm.

Kent Salazar, an environmental health
manager for Albuquerque, New Mexico,
former New Mexico State game commis-
sioner for Gov. Bill Richardson (D), and a
board member for the left-wing National
Wildlife Federation.

Pat Smith, a lawyer representing Indian
tribes in Montana, member of the 2010 Mon-
tana Redistricting Commission, and ap-
pointee of Montana Gov. Steve Bullock (D)
to the Northwest Power and Conservation
Council.

WVP’s advisory board also included Caro-
line Ciccone, who in 2019 was executive direc-
tor of the New Venture Fund pop-up and
anti-Trump ‘‘oversight’ group Restore Pub-
lic Trust. Ciccone is a former communica-
tions director for the Democratic National
Committee (DNC), Obama appointee to the
U.S. Small Business Administration, and
Democratic strategist. From 2014 to 2017 she
led Americans United for Change (AUFC), a
top left-wing strategy group whose national
field director Scott Foval was recorded in
late 2016 by undercover journalists from
Project Veritas bragging that AUFC had
paid mentally ill and homeless people to in-
stigate violence at Trump campaign rallies.
“We know that Trump’s people will [tend to]
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freak the f— out,” Foval said in the video.
“It is not hard to get some of these a-----—-- to
‘pop off.””” The scandal ultimately led back
to Robert Creamer, co-founder of the power-
ful consulting firm Democracy Partners and
a former general consultant to AUFC who di-
rected parts of a vast network of advocacy
groups all aligned in support of Hillary Clin-
ton’s presidential bid. This led to speculation
that his firm helped Clinton’s campaign vio-
late collusion laws. Foval described Cream-
er’s role in the scandal as the ‘“‘kingpin’ who
is ““‘diabolical, and I love him for it.”” Within
days of the video’s release Creamer resigned,
and Foval was fired.

Also present was Kyle Herrig, a New Ven-
ture Fund board member who sat on the ad-
visory boards of at least five New Venture
Fund projects, including American Over-
sight, a judicial activist and litigation
group; Allied Progress, which attacked
Trump cabinet officials; and the Ciccone-run
Restore Public Trust.

In early 2020 it was announced that West-
ern Values Project and these three Arabella
“pop-ups’’ were being rolled into a new orga-
nization: Accountable.US, itself a former
New Venture Fund project fully established
as an independent nonprofit sometime later
that year, headed by president Kyle Herrig
and executive director Caroline Ciccone. (It
appears that Western Values Project Action
remains a project of Sixteen Thirty Fund,
but that remains unclear as of writing.)

This reveals that Western Values Project,
far from being a grassroots group, is en-
meshed in a deeply networked, highly co-
ordinated cabal of professional activists—
and it always was.

[From the Capital Research Center, Nov. 12,
2021]

ARABELLA’S LONG WAR: “KEEP IT IN THE
GROUND”’—HOW LEFTIST ‘“DARK MONEY”
ACTIVISTS BROUGHT DOWN TRUMP’S SEC-
RETARY OF THE INTERIOR AND PAVED THE
WAY FOR BIDEN’S RADICAL ENVIRONMENTAL-
ISTS

(By Hayden Ludwig)

Summary: For years ‘‘dark money’’ activ-
ists ran a coordinated campaign to sabotage
and undermine the Trump administration
from the offices of Arabella Advisors in
Washington, DC. The campaign culminated
in the most extreme environmentalist re-
gime in American history under President
Joseph Biden. This report goes inside that
campaign to destroy Trump’s Department of
the Interior and promote the Left’s war on
affordable energy.

In 2019, the Capital Research Center’s
groundbreaking report on Arabella Advisors
exposed the half-billion-dollar network for
the first time, dragging Arabella into the
limelight as the posterchild of the Left’s
‘“‘dark money.” Since then we’ve continued
to uncover this now $730 million activist em-
pire, tracing its shadowy campaigns on ev-
erything from abortion on demand to pack-
ing the Supreme Court to its war on the
Trump administration.

This report on the Arabella network exam-
ines the professional Left’s years-long cam-
paign to undermine President Donald
Trump’s Department of the Interior, laying
the groundwork for the Biden administra-
tion’s crusade against oil and the most rad-
ical environmentalist policies in American
history .

“KEEP IT IN THE GROUND”’

The U.S. Department of the Interior is pri-
marily responsible for managing roughly 450
million acres of federal land and conserva-
tion of their natural resources, most criti-
cally the nation’s vast reserves of oil and
natural gas. It manages hundreds of dams
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and reservoirs, regulates drilling on public
lands, runs the National Park Service, and
maintains public monuments, including doz-
ens attacked by radical Black Lives Matter
activists in 2020.

The department also plays a role in foreign
diplomacy and national security. Under
President Trump that included international
wildlife trafficking bans, encouraging trade
of precious metals and rare earths, and pro-
moting his Indo-Pacific security and eco-
nomic strategy.

But the department’s openness to expand-
ing oil and gas production brought the sharp-
est attacks from the Left. Since the depart-
ment is entirely under the president’s pur-
view, halting all drilling on public land is far
easier than attempting to halt private oil
and gas production nationwide—the radical
Left’s ultimate goal.

“The natural place to start phasing out
supply is on our public lands and oceans
where a ban on new leasing will keep up to
450 billion tons of carbon pollution in the
ground,” Center for Biological Diversity di-
rector Kieran Suckling said in 2015. Bill
McKibben, founder of the ultra-leftist
350.0org, has also stated that ‘‘public lands
are one of the easiest places for us to control
the flow of carbon into the atmosphere.”’

Unsurprisingly, that’s been the policy of
Democratic presidents and their activist al-
lies for years. President Barack Obama can-
celed lease sales in the Artic and Atlantic
offshore sites and banned the leasing of coal
on federal lands. Phasing down ‘‘extraction
of fossil fuels from our public lands’ was in
the Democratic Party’s 2016 platform. That
same year a 350.org activist asked Demo-
cratic presidential nominee Hillary Clinton
what she meant by ‘‘extraction on public
lands is a done deal?” Clinton replied,
“That’s where [President Obama] is moving:
No future extraction. I agree with that.”” Her
running mate, Virginia Sen. Tim Kaine,
later assured another 350.org activist that I
actually am now in that position.”

But even ‘‘phasing down’ is too conserv-
ative for today’s ‘‘keep it in the ground”
Left. No less than 20 Democratic presidential
hopefuls vowed to ban drilling on public
lands outright during their party’s 2020 pri-
mary. Ever the pawn of the radical Left, on
January 27, 2021—exactly one week after his
inauguration—President Biden indefinitely
suspended development of new o0il and gas
wells on public lands, which the left-leaning
San Francisco Chronicle cheered as ‘“‘a first
step to halting the granting of federal drill-
ing leases permanently.”

Why does this matter? Federal lands ac-
count for roughly 24 percent of America’s oil,
natural gas, and coal production. In 2019,
total crude oil production reached an all-
time high of 4.471 billion barrels, with a sig-
nificant chunk of that growth coming from
o0il drilled on federal lands. Biden’s ban
blocks future development of these key re-
sources, removing them from the supply
stream and hampering the energy independ-
ence the United States struggled to achieve
in recent years. This means higher gasoline
and household electricity prices, an esti-
mated $11.3 billion in lost federal royalties
and rental fees, and the destruction of hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs across the econ-
omy.

With a single executive order, the Left
could advance its crusade to ‘‘keep it in the
ground” for years in the name of global
warming. The stakes couldn’t be higher—all
that stood in its way was the Trump admin-
istration.

Mr. ZINKE. We all knew politics was
ugly, but we need to investigate and
uncover corruption no matter where it
lies. It is time to bring light to the
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shadows of the deep state and do our
duty.

Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleagues
will join me in supporting this critical
piece of oversight investigations.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, here is
a curious thing. The legislation that
creates this select committee, we were
first given this on January 2. Then, it
changed on January 6, and we didn’t
get that until 10 p.m. on January 6,
after 13 Speaker votes.

What changed in this legislation—
and this is really curious—is they ex-
panded the select committee’s author-
ity to investigate ongoing criminal in-
vestigations—think about that—in an
unprecedented way.

I don’t know how many votes that
got, but clearly, it was important
enough because we went through 13
Speaker votes before we got to this.

The reason why this is included, and
I am sad to say this, is because we have
Members in this Chamber who them-
selves may be subjects of investigation.
There are ongoing investigations
against the former President. So, this
was added.

Why was this added? To try to frus-
trate those investigations.

When we talk about corruption, when
we talk about undermining the rule of
law, let’s understand what just oc-
curred here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2%2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF).

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to the Republican se-
lect subcommittee to investigate deep
state conspiracy theories.

If you had any doubt about what this
committee is really about, about its
true focus, my colleague from Montana
just confirmed this is all about deep
state nonsense.

Republicans claim, without merit,
that this subcommittee will inves-
tigate the so-called weaponization of
the Federal Government. What it is
really intended to do is to undermine
the legitimate investigation of Presi-
dent Trump’s incitement of a violent
attack on this building, on this Cap-
itol, on this citadel of democracy, an
investigation that implicates some of
the very Members of this body who
want to sit on that committee.

Make no mistake, this investigation,
this investigate the investigators com-
mittee, will do deep damage to our na-
tional security and only breed distrust
with our national security profes-
sionals, who will be reluctant to share
with Congress the information policy-
makers need to protect our country.

The committee will also seek to dis-
credit law enforcement like the FBI,
who are so important in the fight
against domestic violent extremism.

Republicans in Congress just don’t
care. The greatest terrorist threat to
our country comes from violent, right-
wing militia groups and their sympa-
thizers, and Republicans in Congress
just don’t care.

The last time Republicans were in
charge of the House, KEVIN MCCARTHY
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pushed to form another bogus select
committee, that one on Benghazi. He
did so, as he admitted, to tear down
Hillary Clinton’s numbers, a patently
political exercise.

Now, MCCARTHY is at it again, pushed
into forming this bogus subcommittee
by the QAnon members of his own Con-
ference.

He sacrificed a lot in his bid for
Speaker. That was his choice. Now, the
American people are going to pay the
price in the form of a body blow to our
national security.

Vote ‘no” on this ill-considered
measure. This is no Church Committee,
not a bipartisan effort to reform gov-
ernment, but a partisan effort to tear
it down, damn the consequences. Vote
44n0.?7

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado (Mrs. BOEBERT), my very good
friend.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, in re-
sponse to the blue anon rhetoric, I rise
in favor of H. Res. 12 to establish a sub-
committee on the weaponization of the
Federal Government.

The authoritarian left has used the
full might and authority of the Federal
Government to force its agenda on the
American people. The Federal Govern-
ment has been weaponized to pressure
private companies to censor conserv-
atives; target parents as domestic ter-
rorists simply for caring about their
children and their education; manipu-
late the American people by declaring
Hunter Biden’s laptop as Russian
disinformation; even failing to inform
American citizens about classified doc-
uments that a former Vice President
had in his possession; and launch an
unwarranted investigation into Presi-
dent Trump’s Presidential campaign.

Mr. Speaker, our Constitution is a
contract with the American people and
our government. That contract is de-
signed to produce maximum freedom
and minimum tyranny for this great
country.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NEWHOUSE). The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Colorado.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Sadly, the FBI and
the DOJ, and many other agencies, are
violating this contract and working to
make the American people subjects
rather than free citizens.

This committee is essential, and I en-
courage its creation and the adoption
of this resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H. Res. 12, the insurrection pro-
tection committee, which Speaker
MCCARTHY, the 21st century McCar-
thyism, had to agree to last week in
order to gain the Speakership.

MAGA extremist Republicans forced,
as a consequence of getting their vote,
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the Speaker to promise to create this
select committee. Donald Trump had
his hands in it. Donald Trump had his
hands in it last week. During this cir-
cular firing squad, he was calling the
shots, and this will benefit him.

This insurrection protection com-
mittee is set up to insulate the ex-
President, along with various MAGA
Republicans who are still serving here
in the House and who are under inves-
tigation. It is here to protect them
from that investigation. It is here to
disrupt the flow of justice in this coun-
try.

This is a dangerous, extreme com-
mittee that is put in the hands of a
group of people who even defied con-
gressional subpoenas and refused to
come to testify before the January 6th
Committee.
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Now they are trying to interfere with
the Justice Department deliberations
on whether or not they should be ac-
cused and charged with committing
criminal offenses in the lead up to, on
January 6, and thereafter. This is a
very dangerous piece of legislation.

MAGA Republicans are behind it, led
by the head election denier in this
country, who, by the way, instituted
something down in Brazil this week-
end. It is a worldwide affair. This is
dangerous. We must stop it. Vote ‘‘no”’
on H. Res. 12.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, with great power comes great
responsibility. We entrust our Depart-
ment of Justice, FBI, and intelligence
community with great power to keep
us safe. And yet, as long as these agen-
cies have existed, they have violated
everyday Americans’ civil rights.

The security state believes itself to
be above the Constitution and the laws
passed by Congress, or perhaps the be-
lief is only tacit. It is aware only of
power, not authority—power.

The FBI spied on Frank Sinatra,
John Lennon, Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., and Muhammad Ali because they
were national security threats—celeb-
rities, but everyday Americans as to
their constitutional rights.

The intelligence community abused
their power to spy on Presidential can-
didates, a sitting President, and Mem-
bers of Congress and their staffs.

The FBI continuously coordinated
with social media companies to mod-
erate social content, the public square.
So contemptuous and out of touch are
they that when confronted with this
just weeks ago, they said: We were
merely engaging with our community
partners.

Leading up to the 2020 election, the
FBI worked hand in hand with Twitter
and Facebook to silence the Hunter
Biden laptop story. Concealment from
everyday Americans. They have con-
tinued to censor in silence criticism of
COVID policies and vaccine mandates
to the harm of everyday Americans.
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In 2013, the former Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, James Clapper, lied
to Congress about the NSA collecting
data on millions of Americans. Yet, he
has escaped a reckoning.

The NSA spied on groups, including
Human Rights Watch, Amnesty Inter-
national, and other NGOs. FBI contrac-
tors conducted thousands of searches
on NSA databases. The intelligence
community spied on journalists and po-
litical opponents in clear violation of
the First Amendment.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. That
is not just all illegal, it is un-Amer-
ican, and it cannot continue. The gov-
ernment’s massive surveillance appa-
ratus is well-documented, but there is
still much more that we do not know.
We owe it to the American people to
reveal the rot within our Federal Gov-
ernment and cut it out so that it can
no longer harm everyday Americans.

Mr. Speaker, today we are putting
the deep state on notice: We are com-
ing for you on behalf of everyday
Americans.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
remember after 9/11 when we all
worked together to ensure the protec-
tion of the American people through
the Patriot Act and dealing with the
FISA courts, we worked together be-
cause truth is important.

I just want to simply be on the floor
today to speak about truth. I work
with school boards across my district. I
know that there is not one school
board that does not welcome a parent
to hear their voices because obviously
they are partners in the education of
our precious children.

In September 2021, the National
School Board Association sent Mr.
Biden a letter pointing to a trend of vi-
olence and threats against school offi-
cials. It included a brief reference to
Mr. Smith’s arrest incident and a long
list of examples with a footnote to a
news account that mentioned the ar-
rest in passing but without details, like
his daughter’s assault.

The point is that this came about be-
cause there were threats against school
board members.

So can we have truth here?

That is what I rise to bring to the at-
tention of this body as relates to this
committee and this select committee.

Is there going to be truth finding? Is
this going to be a committee that is
going to collect information or other-
wise investigate citizens of the United
States and give the most right-wing
Members who may have an ax to grind
the ability to participate or is it going
to be fair?

Is it going to be a gross misuse of
power with dangerous implications, un-
intended consequences, and potentially

The
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expose general operations of our na-
tional security infrastructure, which
will put American lives at risk?

Let me be very clear. Russia is one of
our most dangerous adversaries. We are
in the middle of a national quagmire,
and to undermine that through inves-
tigations of the FBI and Central Intel-
ligence is going to be extremely dan-
gerous.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, the
passage of this resolution would also
give MAGA Republicans the ability to
interfere in ongoing criminal inves-
tigations, including those investigating
that day that some declared was just a
bunch of tourists on January 6, 2021.

Mr. Speaker, I have worked with my
friends on the other side of the aisle. I
have worked with Mr. ROY.

But is this a question of truth?

That is the issue that we stand here
discussing today.

In this country, no one is above the
law, and to suggest that some people
should be because they don’t agree
with the force of law being applied to
their activities is contrary to the very
fabric of fairness, justice, and equality
that America was founded on.

Let me, as an aside, indicate that we
know what has been in the headlines—
10 documents found in a locked closet
that Mr. Biden may have had. Well,
you know what, Mr. Speaker, the proc-
ess of the law is proceeding. The call
was made. The documents were surren-
dered, if you will. The process goes for-
ward under the laws of this land. No
one denied it. No one rejected it. No
one did not in any way come to say
anything other than: Follow the law.
On the other hand, in Mar-a-Lago no
law was found.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
consider the truth and vote against
this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong opposi-
tion to H. Res. 12, a dangerous resolution
whose passage would Establish a Select
Committee on the Weaponization of the Fed-
eral Government or, more accurately, a sub-
committee that would threaten our nations
safety, security, and freedom.

MAGA Republicans love to hide behind the
idea that they are pushing an agenda that
would help the American people, but let’s see
this for what it truly is, a blatant assault on our
democracy, our law enforcement agencies,
our justice system, and our intelligence com-
munity, and an attempt to shield the twice-im-
peached former president from ongoing inves-
tigations being conducted by the Department
of Justice.

The establishment of this subcommittee
would give Republicans the ability to inves-
tigate any agency that “can collect information
or otherwise investigate citizens of the United
States” and gives the most right-wing mem-
bers of the Republican party access to con-
fidential documents solely intended for the
members of the Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence.
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This gross misuse of power will have dan-
gerous implications and unintended con-
sequences and could potentially expose gen-
eral operations of our national security infra-
structure which will put American lives at risk.

The passage of this resolution would also
give MAGA Republicans the ability to interfere
in ongoing criminal investigations including
those investigating the extremist insurrection-
ists who lead the brutal attack on this institu-
tion two years ago.

In this country, no one is above the law, and
to suggest that some people should be, be-
cause they don’t agree with the force of the
law being applied to their activities, is contrary
to the very fabric of fairness, justice and
equality that America was founded on.

This is a blatant attempt by House GOP
members to stifle the federal government’s in-
vestigatory powers, claiming that conserv-
atives are being prosecuted and silenced.

The new Select Subcommittee comes as
federal agencies such as the Department of
Justice are investigating the GOP and its allies
in multiple criminal investigations.

Members of the Republican party have been
on press tours announcing this new sub-
committee and have laid out their agenda, but
how would this subcommittee help the Amer-
ican people in any way?

For a party that claims to be pro-law en-
forcement, the Republican party is now getting
ready to undermine the hard work of our law
enforcement and surveillance agencies.

Mr. Speaker what really is the intent here?
| can tell you what | think it is. It is a back
door effort to handcuff the current administra-
tion in their normal and usual course of oper-
ations?

Mr. Speaker, | urge all my colleagues to op-
pose this dangerous and a completely irre-
sponsible Resolution that will put the lives of
Americans at risk and is a political stunt to fur-
ther advance their dangerous conspiracy theo-
ries.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
an article from The New York Times
titled: ‘“‘Republicans Preparing Broad
Inquiry Into F.B.I. and Security Agen-
cies.”

[From the New York Times, Jan. 8, 2023]
HOUSE REPUBLICANS PREPARING BROAD
INQUIRY INTO F.B.I. AND SECURITY AGENCIES
(By Charlie Savage and Luke Broadwater)

Newly empowered House Republicans are
preparing a wide-ranging investigation into
law enforcement and national security agen-
cies, raising the prospect of politically
charged fights with the Eiden administration
over access to sensitive information like
highly classified intelligence and the details
of continuing criminal inquiries by the Jus-
tice Department.

The House plans to vote this week on a res-
olution to create a special Judiciary sub-
committee on what it calls the
“weaponization of the federal government,”
a topic that Republicans have signaled could
include reviewing investigations into former
President Donald J. Trump.

The panel would be overseen by Represent-
ative Jim Jordan, Republican of Ohio, who is
also poised to become the Judiciary Commit-
tee’s chairman. It remains to be seen who
else Speaker Kevin McCarthy, who made nu-
merous concessions to a far-right faction of
his party to win the speakership, will put on
it.

In a Fox News interview on Friday
evening, Representative Chip Roy of Texas, a
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lead negotiator for hard-right lawmakers
who pushed Mr. McCarthy’s team for conces-
sions, portrayed the panel as part of the
agreement they struck for their support. He
said Mr. McCarthy had committed to giving
the subcommittee at least as much funding
and staffing as the House special committee
in the last Congress that investigated the
Jan. 6, 2021, attack on the Capitol.

‘““So we got more resources, more speci-
ficity, more power to go after this recal-
citrant Eiden administration,”” Mr. Roy said.
“That’s really important.”’

A spokesman for Mr. Jordan did not reply
to a request for comment, but both he and
Mr. McCarthy have spoken for months about
their desire for such an investigation and
pledged to voters during the 2022 campaign
to carry one out.

“We will hold the swamp accountable,
from the withdrawal of Afghanistan, to the
origins of Covid and to the weaponization of
the F.B.I1.,”” Mr. McCarthy said in his first re-
marks as speaker early Saturday. ‘“‘Let me
be very clear: We will use the power of the
purse and the power of the subpoena to get
the job done.”

The text of the resolution establishing the
subcommittee would give the panel essen-
tially open-ended jurisdiction to scrutinize
any issue related to civil liberties or to ex-
amine how any agency of the federal govern-
ment has collected, analyzed and used infor-
mation about Americans including ‘‘ongoing
criminal investigations.”

The Justice Department has traditionally
resisted making information about open
criminal investigations available to Con-
gress, suggesting that legal and political
fights over subpoenas and executive privilege
are most likely looming.

Republicans are promoting Mr. Jordan’s
panel as a new ‘“‘Church Committee,” refer-
ring to a 1970s investigation by Senator
Frank Church, Democrat of Idaho, that un-
covered decades of intelligence and civil 1lib-
erties abuses by presidents of both parties.

But in an environment in which Mr. Trump
has been the subject of multiple criminal in-
vestigations for years—including continuing
inquiries into his attempts to overturn the
2020 election results and his hoarding of sen-
sitive documents—Democrats predicted the
new investigative subcommittee was likely
to adopt a more partisan edge.

Representative Jerrold Nadler of New
York, the top Democrat on the Judiciary
Committee, said the Church Committee had
been ‘‘a serious and bipartisan attempt to re-
form the conduct of the intelligence commu-
nity, based on hard and verifiable evidence.”
By contrast, he said that ‘‘this new thing,
fueled by conspiracy theories and slated to
be run by the most extreme members of the
MAGA caucus,” was likely to be more simi-
lar to the notorious House Un-American Ac-
tivities Committee of the mid-20th century.

Mr. Jordan is a staunch ally of Mr. Trump.
Late last year, as the top Republican on the
Judiciary Committee when his party was
still in the minority, he oversaw a 1,000-page
staff report that claimed that the F.B.I. had
‘“‘spied on President Trump’s campaign and
ridiculed conservative Americans” and that
the ‘“‘rot within the F.B.I. festers in and pro-
ceeds from Washington.”

The resolution appears to give him author-
ity to subpoena the Justice Department for
information about the special counsel in-
quiry into Mr. Trump’s attempts to overturn
the 2020 election and his handling of classi-
fied documents, along with other politically
charged matters like an open tax investiga-
tion into President Biden’s son, Hunter
Biden.

The text of the resolution would also grant
Mr. Jordan’s panel the power to receive the
same highly classified information that in-
telligence agencies make available to their



H140

oversight committee, the House Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence.

Intelligence Committee members have ac-
cess to some of the most sensitive secrets in
the government, including information
about covert actions, which are not shared
with other lawmakers. Traditionally, House
leaders tend to place on the intelligence
panel members of their party they think are
especially trustworthy not to disclose classi-
fied information.

While Mr. Jordan’s investigative unit will
be housed within the Judiciary Committee,
its 13 members—eight of whom would be Re-
publicans—will not be limited to lawmakers
on that panel.

It is not clear, for example, whether Re-
publican leaders would select hard-right
members, such as Representative Marjorie
Taylor Greene, the Georgia Republican who
was stripped of her committee assignments
in 2021 for making a series of violent and
conspiratorial social media posts before she
was elected. Mr. McCarthy has already prom-
ised her a spot on the House Oversight Com-
mittee, and she broke with other far-right
members to support his speakership bid from
the first ballot, as did Mr. Jordan.

Such a situation could result in lawmakers
trying to scrutinize a Justice Department in-
vestigation as that inquiry potentially ex-
amines some of those same lawmakers’ con-
duct concerning the events of Jan. 6.

In an interview on ABC’s ‘“This Week’ on
Sunday, Representative Scott Perry, Repub-
lican of Pennsylvania, rejected a suggestion
that he should pledge not to serve on Mr.
Jordan’s subcommittee because it may scru-
tinize the Jan. 6 investigation and as a wit-
ness in that inquiry, he had a conflict of in-
terest. Mr. Perry, who played an important
role in Mr. Trump’s attempt to overturn the
results of the 2020 election, had his cellphone
seized by the F.B.1.

“Why should I be limited—why should any-
body be limited just because someone has
made an accusation?” Mr. Perry said, add-
ing: “I get accused of all kinds of things
every single day, as does every member that
serves in the public eye. But that doesn’t
stop you from doing your job. It is our duty
and it is my duty.”

Some Republicans also seem to see the
panel as an opportunity to raise culture-war
issues and promote conspiracy theories. In
his interview with Fox, Mr. Roy described
the subcommittee’s mission as going ‘‘after
the weaponization of the government, the
F.B.I., the intel agencies, D.H.S., all of them
that have been, you know, labeling Scott
Smith a domestic terrorist.”

In fact, no agency labeled Mr. Smith a do-
mestic terrorist. Mr. Smith, whose daughter
was sexually assaulted in a high school bath-
room in Virginia, was arrested after he
lunged at someone at a school board meeting
during a tense and chaotic debate over bath-
room policy for transgender students. He was
convicted of disorderly conduct.

In September 2021, the National School
Boards Association sent Mr. Biden a letter
pointing to a trend of violence and threats
against school officials. It included a brief
reference to Mr. Smith’s arrest incident
amid a long list of examples, with a footnote
to a news account of the meeting that men-
tioned the arrest in passing but without de-
tails like his daughter’s assault. The letter
also said acts of violence and threats against
school officials could be classified as ‘‘equiv-
alent to a form of domestic terrorism and
hate crimes,”” and asked for federal help.

A few days later, Attorney General
Merrick B. Garland issued a memorandum
directing U.S. attorneys and the F.B.I. to
convene meetings across the country with
local officials to discuss ‘‘strategies for ad-
dressing threats’ against school officials and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

teachers. His memo did not call anyone a do-
mestic terrorist, and it specifically distin-
guished spirited debate, which it stressed
was constitutionally protected, from acts of
violence and threats.

But voices on the right have made Mr.
Smith a cause celébre, falsely telling their
viewers and readers that the Biden-era Jus-
tice Department and the F.B.I. consider par-
ents who disagree with liberal school board
policies to be domestic terrorists.

The subcommittee investigation proposed
by Mr. Jordan is just one of a number of in-
quiries House Republicans plan to approve
this week.

Included in a separate rules package sched-
uled to come up for a vote on Monday is a
wide-ranging inquiry into the coronavirus
pandemic, including the origins of the virus,
so-called gain-of-function research, the pro-
duction of vaccines and the conduct of Dr.
Anthony S. Fauci, Mr. Biden’s former chief
medical adviser, whom Republicans have
pledged to haul before them for questioning.

Republicans are also planning to form a
special committee to investigate the Chinese
government’s ‘‘economic, technological and
security progress, and its competition with
the United States.”

Both the China investigation and the in-
vestigation into law enforcement are sched-
uled for a vote on Tuesday.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ROY), my
friend.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I listened

with interest to my colleague from
Texas as she recounted some of the re-
alities when talking about school
boards. Well, I have come to know
Scott Smith of Loudoun County. I con-
sider him a friend. I have been talking
to him since the actions against his
family—in response to his daring to go
to the school board to question the
abuse of his daughter—resulted in his
name being put out as the poster child
for the weaponization of government
against parents who dare question
school boards.

And, yes, in fact, the National School
Board Association sent a letter. But
what became increasingly clear is that
it was in collusion with the White
House seeking the letter. That has be-
come readily clear from the emails
that we have gotten through Freedom
of Information Act requests, that the
Biden White House was seeking the Na-
tional School Board Association to
have that kind of a letter request in
order that they, the Biden administra-
tion, be able to target Scott Smith and
other parents around this country.

Every American should shudder at
the power of the government, the Fed-
eral Government, being targeted at
parents for daring to stand up and de-
fend a daughter who was abused in a
bathroom in the Loudoun County Pub-
lic Schools.

By the way, the superintendent in
Loudoun County has been indicted.
This is the truth. Yet, this administra-
tion wanted to make Scott Smith the
bad guy—not the rapist, not the school
board that allowed this to occur in the
schools in Loudoun County. It is not
just parents.

What about Bunni Pounds in the
Christians Engaged organization? The
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IRS was targeting their nonprofit sta-
tus because they happened to be reli-
gious. This is the power of the IRS.

How about the power of our public
health elite who made decisions and
put out misinformation that under-
mined the ability of Americans to
stand up and to continue their jobs and
continue to go to school?

Instead, they were masked and had
needles put in their arms.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 15 seconds to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Now we want to know the
truth. Not the origins, but the truth.
This committee is critically impor-
tant, and we are going to find the
truth. We are going to defend the

The

American people against the
weaponization of government.
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1

would simply say in response to that
that there are oversight committees
that are equipped and ready to look
into all the issues that the gentleman
just raised, and into all the conspiracy
theories that they want to raise. But
they went ahead and created this addi-
tional committee, and there is a reason
for it.

This new committee they are cre-
ating has the authority to basically in-
vestigate ongoing criminal investiga-
tions. It is unprecedented.

In any event, I would remind the gen-
tleman, you have oversight commit-
tees. You are in charge now; you can do
whatever you want to do.

But there is a reason for this com-
mittee and there is a reason why after
13 roll call votes for Speakership they
added an additional line giving this
committee the authority to look into
ongoing investigations.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Texas (Mr. PFLUGER), my very
good friend, who served the country in
and out of uniform.

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
because Americans are completely fed
up. They are fed up with being tar-
geted. And the assertion that I just
heard that MAGA Republicans are do-
mestic terrorists, the assertion that
this is happening throughout the coun-
try, I must tell my 90-year-old grand-
mother.

Mr. Speaker, this assertion has been
made time and time again that MAGA
Republicans will blow something up,
that MAGA Republicans are terrorists.
Listen, we have seen censorship and
meddling by former intelligence com-
munity experts and current Federal
law enforcement agencies against Re-
publicans and preventing media stories
from actually coming to light. This is
a fact.

My friend from Texas just talked
about the IRS and other agencies that
have done this. We are not standing
idly by, and it is time that the truth
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comes out. When we say things like
MAGA Republicans, I think we should
all be very careful and not be disingen-
uous because there are plenty of good
Americans and patriots that are will-
ing to stand up to get the truth out.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 15 seconds to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, it is im-
portant that free speech be upheld—
protected free speech be upheld. Not
libel, not slander, and not any sort of
assertion that all MAGA Republicans
are bad because we know that that is
not true. In fact, there are many good
Americans that are standing up for
their rights.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman just got up and made all
kinds of assertions that things were
just said that weren’t said. I don’t
know what the hell he is talking about.

Mr. Speaker, I will, again, urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’” against the
creation of that committee because
this is unprecedented. This is a witch
hunt. This is a committee designed ba-
sically to protect those who, quite
frankly, are under investigation right
now.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

The
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCLINTOCK), who is my
very good friend.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, in
order to enforce our laws, we give terri-
fying powers to such agencies as the
FBI, the IRS, and the CIA, among oth-
ers. The misuse of these powers to ef-
fect political outcomes would be fatal
to freedom, and it is the hallmark of
any dictatorship. This, our Constitu-
tion, was written to prevent whoever is
in power.

Now, in recent years we have
watched the IRS target individuals be-
cause of their political beliefs. We have
seen a glaring double standard in the
enforcement of our laws by our Justice
Department based on the political be-
liefs of their targets. We have seen
their powers used to intimidate citi-
zens into silence, whether the Tea
Party or parents questioning their
school boards.

Most alarmingly, we have seen the
use of the FBI and our intelligence
agencies to suppress political view-
points disagreeable to those in power
or to manufacture or propagate one of
the greatest scandals in American his-
tory: the Russian collusion hoax.

Now, when a government can inter-
fere with the elections that govern it
and when agencies can act independ-
ently of the outcome of these elections,
then democracy will die.

This select committee is designed to
get to the bottom of these alarming al-
legations, and I would hope the Demo-
crats would be just as eager to sort this
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out as the Republicans. After all, it
was not that long ago that these pow-
ers were turned against the left and
could be again if we do nothing.

As Madison warned: Democracy alone
is not enough to protect our liberty,
for in a pure democracy, 51 percent of
the people can vote any time to throw
the other 49 percent in jail. That is
why we have a Constitution which lim-
its the powers of government through
checks and balances like this Congress
and like our Bill of Rights, and it is
why each of us takes an oath to sup-
port and defend it.

Let us all honor that oath today.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me just make this
clear for my colleague. A change was
made in this legislation, and it was not
just to allow the committee to inves-
tigate ongoing criminal investigations
which is quite nefarious in and of
itself.

Originally it was only supposed to be
able to have investigative authority
over the Department of Justice, DHS,
and the FBI; the CIA and the IRS were
added. This was all done after 13
Speaker votes at 10 o’clock at night
clearly in an attempt to win more
votes.

The people who are asking for these
changes are the same people who want
to investigate the people who are in-
vestigating them.

This is really, really unprecedented. I
don’t know what the hell is going on
here, but this isn’t right. This isn’t
openness, and this isn’t transparency.

My friends talk about corruption.
This is corruption. This is unaccept-
able. The American people ought to
know it, and reasonable colleagues on
the Republican side ought to say no to
this.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from the
great State of Pennsylvania (Mr.
PERRY).

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Oklahoma for yielding.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle are so concerned all the time
about civil rights, having the majority
for the last few years, they are not in-
terested. They are not interested in
what the American people or the little
guy has been enduring every day when
he comes home from a hard day’s work.
He watches the TV, and asks: How
many more times do I have to say, huh,
I told you so?

We just had Social Security numbers
of the targets of the so-called J6 inves-
tigation released to the public.

Huh, I told you so. No surprise there.

What about the school board associa-
tion working in collaboration with the
White House, working in collaboration
with the White House and the Depart-
ment of Justice to intimidate Amer-
ican citizens.

Thirty miles from here, just a little
drive from here, a young lady was
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raped. A schoolgirl was raped, and her
father was concerned about her safety
and had the gall to question the school
board.

And what does he get?

Persecution and intimidation by his
own Federal Government.

I told you so. We all told you so.

People on important committees in
this institution lie on national TV over
and over and over again with no con-
sequence. They come home and say:
Yeah, I told you so. That is not a big
surprise here.

The Federal Government is collabo-
rating with Big Tech to silence Ameri-
cans’ voices.

Where are their civil liberties?

The Federal Government is collabo-
rating with Big Tech and the health
agencies to silence information that
concerns the health of every single
American citizen.

Yeah, I told you so.

How many more times?

I ask the minority: How many more
times do we have to say ‘‘I told you so”’
before you will recognize the over-
whelming power and the abuse of power
by this Federal Government? Will you
ever do anything about it?

Do you know when you want to do
something about it?

When you think you have the Presi-
dency in 2024 and you try and regain
this House, then you are going to be all
into it investigating all your enemies.

That is not what the Federal Govern-
ment is supposed to be for. It is sup-
posed to protect our civil rights, so we
don’t serve it but so that it serves us.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to other
Members in the second person.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would say what the gentleman just
said is terrible, but this committee has
absolutely nothing to do with that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE).

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Oklahoma for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the very words ex-
pressed by those opposed to this com-
mittee demonstrate the dire need for
this committee. We have gone 4 years
without oversight, and to quote Shake-

speare, ‘‘The lady doth protest too
much, methinks.”
Those who argue against trans-

parency may have something to hide.
So I listened very closely when I heard
the former chairman of the Intel-
ligence Committee give the reason that
maybe we shouldn’t ask for this infor-
mation from the intelligence commu-
nity.

He said that the intelligence commu-
nity after this committee may be re-
luctant to share information with Con-
gress and that Congress needs to craft
legislation.

I would suggest if they are reluctant,
then they are disqualified from holding
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these positions. If they have grown so
big that they are no longer accountable
to the branch of government that cre-
ated them, that funds them, and that is
responsible for their oversight, then
they need to be hemmed in.

I implore my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle to populate this com-
mittee with serious Democrats. I know
there are some over there. I have
worked with them. We have cospon-
sored amendments on privacy over the
past decade. Some of them have passed.

Please populate it with serious Mem-
bers.

Please, to my colleagues on this side
of the aisle, give us the resources we
need to do this job.

If I may rebut one thing that man
said on the other side of the aisle about
ongoing criminal investigations, he
said that it is unprecedented that Con-
gress would engage in an investigation
that involves an ongoing criminal in-
vestigation.

What was the January 6 Committee?

This is not unprecedented. It is what
you wasted millions of dollars on over
the past 2 years.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
rule and support for the committee
that it will create.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would just say in response to the gen-
tleman who said that he hopes that we
populate this select committee with se-
rious Democrats that he populate the
committee with Republicans who did
not ask for a pardon and who did not
have their phones seized by the FBI.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE).

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Oklahoma for yield-
ing.

Last week, as I fought as one of the
20 conservative Members to secure vic-
tories for the American people by dis-
mantling this institution’s broken sys-
tem and restoring this people’s House
as it should be, part of the status quo
here in Washington, which we fought
to change, is politicians making empty
promises of government account-
ability.

But believe me in this, Mr. Speaker,
when we vowed accountability is com-
ing, we meant it. Establishing the Se-
lect Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment hands the House a powerful tool
to uncover the two-tiered justice sys-
tem that is rotting our Republic.

It is no secret that alphabet agencies
have been dangerously weaponized
against the American people. As an
alarming example, the FBI has coerced
citizens to relinquish their Second
Amendment rights and has used Big
Tech companies as private-sector prox-
ies to silence Americans’ free speech.

It is time to thoroughly investigate
our Government agencies’ atrocious be-
havior and abuse of power in dis-
regarding and destroying America’s
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precious freedoms, and this select sub-
committee will have the teeth to do
just that.

I thank Speaker MCCARTHY and
Chairman CoOLE for their invaluable
support in bringing this resolution to
the floor for a vote.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in voting for this
resolution so we may deliver trans-
parency, answers, and, yes, account-
ability to the American people as we
have promised.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD an article from
The Hill titled: ‘“‘Perry won’t agree to
stay off new House committee inves-
tigating January 6 probes.”

[From The Hill, Jan. 8, 2023]
PERRY WON'T AGREE ToO STAY OFF NEW
HOUSE COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING JAN. 6
PROBES

(By Julia Mueller)

Rep. Scott Perry (R-Pa.) on Sunday
wouldn’t pledge to stay off the possible new
House committee that would investigate
probes into the Jan. 6, 2021, attack at the
U.S. Capitol despite being a subject of a De-
partment of Justice (DOJ) inquiry into the
matter.

“Why should I be limited—why should any-
body be limited—just because someone has
made an accusation? Everybody in America
is innocent until proven guilty,” Perry said
on ABC’s “This Week.”

Host George Stephanopoulos pressed
Perry, asking, ‘“‘Doesn’t that pose a conflict
to you, since you’re also part of the inves-
tigation?”’

‘“So, should everybody in Congress that
disagrees with somebody be barred from
doing the oversight and investigative powers
that Congress has? That’s our charge. And
again, that’s appropriate for every single
member, regardless of what accusations are
made. I get accused of things every single
day, as does every member that serves in the
public eye,” Perry countered.

Newly elected Speaker Kevin McCarthy
(R—-Calif.) has indicated the Republican ma-
jority just sworn in plans to review the work
of the House select committee that last year
probed Jan. 6 and look into the federal inves-
tigations.

DOJ investigations seized Perry’s phone in
connection with the rioting, and obtained
email exchanges between Perry and former
Trump attorney John Eastman, among oth-
ers.

Perry also introduced former President
Trump to Jeffrey Clark, whom Trump con-
sidered appointing as attorney general in
order to propagate his claims of election
fraud during the 2020 presidential contest.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I would ad-
vise my friend that I am prepared to
close whenever he is.

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

Mr. Speaker, the American people
want us to roll up our sleeves and get
to work. They want us to make
progress and deliver results that help
them in their day-to-day lives.

They don’t need Congress to bend and
break to the will of MAGA extremists,
and they definitely don’t need us to
push crazy conspiracy theories and go
on witch hunts to settle political
scores.
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My friends in their rules package
gutted the Office of Congressional Eth-
ics, and here they are with this new
subcommittee which threatens our
safety, our security, and our freedom.

It is an unprecedented attack on our
Nation’s law enforcement agencies, our
justice system, and our intelligence
community.

Mr. Speaker, I would just say to my
colleagues who spoke before about the
intelligence oversight, we have an en-
tire Select Committee on Intelligence
that has oversight responsibilities on
those matters. I am sorry the gen-
tleman who spoke doesn’t have con-
fidence in whom the Republicans are
going to propose as chair.

This committee is deranged. It is a
bad idea, and it will go down in history
as one of the worst committees that a
Congress has ever put forward. It will
be in the same category as the Joseph
McCarthy Committee on Un-American
Activities or the Benghazi Committee
which now Speaker MCCARTHY admit-
ted was an attempt to try to take down
Secretary Clinton.

But here is the deal, and here is what
it is all about: There are six on the
other side of the aisle who asked for a
pardon from President Trump. They
did his dirty work, but Trump left
them hanging. He did not give them a
pardon. So now they are effectively
trying to pardon themselves with the
creation of this select committee.

This is unconscionable. It is so bla-
tant. Again, the changes that were
made to give them the ability to par-
don themselves were done after the
13th Speaker vote in the dead of night
to try to win their votes over.

This is not the way this Congress
should run. This is not the way Repub-
licans or Democrats, or any majority
should behave. People should be
ashamed of themselves that this is in
the rules package and that this is what
my friends are pushing right now.

We are better than this. We should
not be going down this road. My friends
said that they want to combat infla-
tion and that they want to make the
lives of the American people better.
Let’s focus on those things. Let’s focus
on areas that actually improve the
lives of the American people. This is a
colossal waste of time. But even worse,
it is to me the epitome of what corrup-
tion is all about.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no”’ vote, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I urge all my
colleagues to support this resolution
creating the Select Subcommittee on
the Weaponization of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

In the 1970s it was apparent from rev-
elations in the popular press that the
American intelligence community had
committed abuses as part of their ac-
tivities. In response, Congress created
the Church Committee which inves-
tigated these abuses and brought them
into the light.
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Today, it is again apparent that the
Federal Government has been
weaponized for political purposes. Like
the Church Committee—which this
subcommittee is modeled on—the Se-
lect Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment will investigate the abuse of
Americans’ civil liberties and bring
them into the light. I am confident
that this subcommittee will do the
American people a great service. They
deserve to have confidence in their
government, and that confidence starts
with ensuring that the vast powers of
the executive branch are not abused.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
vote ‘‘yes’” on the resolution, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in strong opposition to H. Res. 12, a
dangerous resolution whose passage would
Establish a Select Committee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Government or,
more accurately, a subcommittee that would
threaten our nations safety, security, and free-
dom.

MAGA Republicans love to hide behind the
idea that they are pushing an agenda that
would help the American people, but let’s see
this for what it truly is, a blatant assault on our
democracy, our law enforcement agencies,
our justice system, and our intelligence com-
munity, and an attempt to shield the twice-im-
peached former president from ongoing inves-
tigations being conducted by the Department
of Justice.

The establishment of this subcommittee
would give Republicans the ability to inves-
tigate any agency that “can collect information
or otherwise investigate citizens of the United
States” and gives the most right-wing mem-
bers of the Republican party access to con-
fidential documents solely intended for the
members of the Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence.

This gross misuse of power will have dan-
gerous implications and unintended con-
sequences and could potentially expose gen-
eral operations of our national security infra-
structure which will put American lives at risk.

The passage of this resolution would also
give MAGA Republicans the ability to interfere
in ongoing criminal investigations including
those investigating the extremist insurrection-
ists who lead the brutal attack on this institu-
tion two years ago.

In this country, no one is above the law, and
to suggest that some people should be, be-
cause they don’t agree with the force of the
law being applied to their activities, is contrary
to the very fabric of fairness, justice and
equality that America was founded on.

This is a blatant attempt by House GOP
members to stifle the federal government’s in-
vestigatory powers, claiming that conserv-
atives are being prosecuted and silenced.

The new Select Subcommittee comes as
federal agencies such as the Department of
Justice are investigating the GOP and its allies
in multiple criminal investigations.

Members of the Republican party have been
on press tours announcing this new sub-
committee and have laid out their agenda, but
how would this subcommittee help the Amer-
ican people in anyway?

For a party that claims to be pro-law en-
forcement, the Republican party is now getting
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ready to undermine the hard work of our law
enforcement and surveillance agencies.

Mr. Speaker what really is the intent here?
| can tell you what | think it is. It is a back
door effort to handcuff the current administra-
tion in their normal and usual course of oper-
ations.

Mr. Speaker, | urge all my colleagues to op-
pose this dangerous and a completely irre-
sponsible Resolution that will put the lives of
Americans at risk and is a political stunt to fur-
ther advance their dangerous conspiracy theo-
ries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, the previous
question is ordered on the resolution.

The question is on adoption of the
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
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 question will be post-
poned.

on

———

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.
Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 29 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
0O 1600

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 4
p.m.

SWEARING IN OF RESIDENT
COMMISSIONER-ELECT

The SPEAKER. Will the Resident
Commissioner-elect please present her-
self in the well. )

Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico appeared at the bar of the House
and took the oath of office, as follows:

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that you
will support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies, for-
eign and domestic; that you will bear true
faith and allegiance to the same; that you
take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evasion;
and that you will well and faithfully dis-
charge the duties of the office on which you
are about to enter, so help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You
are now a member of the 118th Con-
gress.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WEBER of Texas). Proceedings will re-
sume on questions previously post-
poned. Votes will be taken in the fol-
lowing order:

Agreeing to House Resolution 11; and

H143

Agreeing to House Resolution 12.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, the remaining
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

———
SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE
STRATEGIC COMPETITION BE-

TWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND THE CHINESE COMMUNIST
PARTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on adoption
of the resolution (H. Res. 11) estab-
lishing the Select Committee on the
Strategic Competition Between the
United States and the Chinese Com-
munist Party, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on adoption of the resolu-
tion.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 365, nays 65,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 26]

YEAS—365

Adams Cicilline Franklin, C.
Aderholt Ciscomani Scott
Aguilar Clark (MA) Fry
Alford Cleaver Fulcher
Allen Cline Gaetz
Allred Cloud Gallagher
Amodei Clyburn Gallego
Armstrong Clyde Garamgndl
Arrington Cohen Garbarino
Auchincloss Cole Garcia (TX)
gabin Collins ggrcia, Mike

acon imenez
Baird ggf;z; Golden (ME)
Balderson Costa Gonzales, Tony
Banks N Gonzalez,
BZZ’EJy : Crane Gooden ('IEX)
Bentz Crawford Gosar
Bera Crow Gottheimer
Bergman C“euaf Granger
Beyer Curtis Graves (LA)
Bice D’Esposito Graves (MO)
Biggs Davids (KS) Green (TN)
Bilirakis Davidson Green (TX)
Bishop (GA) Davis (NO) Greene (GA)
Bishop (NC) De La Cruz Griffith
Blumenauer Dean (PA) Grijalva
Blunt Rochester DeLauro Grothman
Boebert DelBene Guest
Bost Deluzio Guthrie
Boyle (PA) DesJarlais Hageman
Brecheen Diaz-Balart Harder (CA)
Brownley Dingell Harris
Buchanan Doggett Harshbarger
Buck Duarte Hayes
Bucshon Duncan Hern
Budzinski Dunn (FL) Higgins (LA)
Burchett Edwards Higgins (NY)
Burgess Ellzey Hill
Burlison Emmer Himes
Calvert Bshoo Hinson
Cammack Espaillat Horsford
Caraveo Bstes Houchin
Carbajal Ezell Houlahan
Cardenas Fallon Hoyer
Carey Feenstra Hoyle (OR)
Carl Ferguson Hudson
Carson Finstad Huizenga
Carter (GA) Fischbach Hunt
Carter (TX) Fitzgerald Issa
Cartwright Fitzpatrick Jackson (NC)
Case Fleischmann Jackson (TX)
Casten Fletcher Jacobs
Castor (FL) Flood James
Castro (TX) Foster Jeffries
Chavez-DeRemer Foxx Johnson (LA)
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