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Week in America, and I rise today to 
celebrate these quality educational in-
stitutions. 

This year, the theme celebrated was 
‘‘Catholic Schools: Communities of 
Faith, Knowledge and Service.’’ 
Schools across the country observe the 
week with masses, open houses, and 
other activities for students, families, 
parishioners, and community members. 
Through these events, schools focus on 
the value Catholic education provides 
to young people and contributions to 
their church, communities, and to our 
Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, Catholic schools pro-
vide an excellent education to Catho-
lics and non-Catholics alike. These 
schools offer academic excellence and 
faith-filled education for students na-
tionwide. National test scores, high 
school graduation rates, college at-
tendance, and other data show Catholic 
schools frequently outperform schools 
in both the public and private sectors. 

While there have been challenges to 
enrollment in some areas, the good 
news is that there is a strong demand 
and enthusiasm for the rigorous and 
quality education Catholic schools pro-
vide. Nearly 30 percent of the schools 
have waiting lists for admission, and 
new schools are opening across the 
country. 

Congratulations to all involved in 
Catholic Schools Week and your efforts 
to educate the next generation. 

f 

ISIS AND FORCES OF DARKNESS 

(Mr. SHERMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, as 
many have explained on this floor, 
Trump’s executive order, his Muslim 
ban, repudiates our values and violates 
our Constitution. 

After 20 years on the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, I think it is important to 
come to this floor and explain how that 
executive order is harmful to our na-
tional security. Trump’s executive 
order plays right into the ISIS nar-
rative. It says that there is a clash of 
civilizations and that all Islam is our 
enemy. ISIS, which has, perhaps, a few 
hundred thousand followers, dreams of 
convincing all of Islam—dreams of con-
vincing 1.5 billion Muslims—that they 
are at war with America and the West. 

We do not have a clash of civiliza-
tions. We have a clash between civiliza-
tion and the forces of darkness bent on 
destroying civilization, whether they 
reside in Raqqa or at 1600 Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF GRANT 
RONNEBECK 

(Mr. BIGGS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in memory of a young man who would 
have been my constituent. 

Two years ago last week, 21-year-old 
Grant Ronnebeck was manning the 
counter at a Mesa, Arizona conven-
ience store. An illegal alien walked 
into the store and shot Grant in the 
head, killing him, over a pack of ciga-
rettes that the man did not want to 
pay for. 

The illegal immigrant, Apolinar 
Altamirano, had been out on bond 
awaiting deportation due to a violent 
criminal history. Grant had his whole 
life ahead of him, but lost it because of 
the failure of his government to pro-
tect him from criminally violent, ille-
gal immigrants. 

I have introduced H.R. 486, otherwise 
known as Grant’s Law. This bill would 
end the practice of releasing illegal 
aliens guilty of deportable crimes so 
they are no longer a danger to innocent 
American citizens. 

I was emboldened last week when 
President Donald Trump invited 
Grant’s father, Steve, to the White 
House to witness the signing of an ex-
ecutive order administratively ending 
this dangerous policy. I am thankful 
for a President that protects Ameri-
cans and seeks the rule of law. How-
ever, if Congress fails to pass H.R. 486, 
this policy remains a temporary Presi-
dential order and does not carry the 
permanent force of law. 

We must make sure that Grant’s fate 
never again happens to any young man 
or woman. We must pass Grant’s Law. 

f 

THE WEEK IN REVIEW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, here it 
is, Friday. It has been a good week in 
Washington. We have gotten some of 
President Trump’s nominees approved 
and through the Senate. Call them like 
you see them, I think. 

Majority Leader MITCH MCCONNELL 
has done a great job this week. I ap-
plaud his efforts. And as a result of 
what President Trump has been 
doing—and actually part of it is just 
his getting elected—has done for our 
economy because people know—at least 
a lot of people know—he is going to 
keep his word. He is already showing 
he is doing that, and he has repealed 
some of the executive orders that have 
been doing so much damage to our 
economy. 

And when we say economy, what we 
mean is, the rank and file people, the 
backbone of America who have been 
struggling, who have made less money 
than they did 8 years ago when ad-
justed for inflation. Those are the peo-
ple we are talking about; those who 
have been out of work, the 94 or 95 mil-
lion who have become so desperate, 
they pulled out of even applying for 
work. 

I enjoyed, to an extent, the exchange 
between my friend, KEVIN MCCARTHY 

and my friend across the aisle Leader 
HOYER. And I get amused when I hear 
Democrats quoting Senator MCCAIN 
and Senator GRAHAM—wonderful peo-
ple. LINDSEY GRAHAM, it is a real joy to 
be around talking to LINDSEY GRAHAM. 
But if you look at positions they have 
taken, it would make you think twice 
about quoting them as positions you 
wanted to have supporting yours. 

I mean, nothing stands taller than 
the 30 million of the 90 million or so 
living in Egypt, when they rose up that 
June because a Muslim brother named 
Morsi was seizing power. He was on his 
way to becoming the Chavez in North 
Africa, and the people rose up. It was 
not only the largest peaceful dem-
onstration in the history of the world, 
it was the largest demonstration in the 
history of the world. 

All over Egypt, moderate Muslims, 
Christians, Jews, secularists, they all 
rose up, went to the streets and de-
manded the removal of the man who 
would be king, the Muslim brother 
named Morsi. The difference in this 
king is, as many of the Egyptians have 
pointed out when I have been in Cairo 
and other places, he wasn’t just going 
to be king. He was going to be the pup-
pet of the spiritual leader of Islam in 
Egypt. 

Some of my Egyptian friends, when I 
have been over there, say: yeah, we 
have seen video of him taking his or-
ders from the spiritual imam, and he 
followed his leadership. So if that is 
true, then he wasn’t just going to be 
king. He was going to be a king puppet. 

But the Muslim brother was removed 
as a result of 30 million people rising 
up peacefully. Morsi only, allegedly, 
got around 13 million to claim the win 
and made clear his opponent knew—for 
the original Presidential election—that 
if he raised a stink about any votes 
being fraudulent, they would burn the 
country down—that was some of his 
supporters. Because the Muslim Broth-
erhood, if you go back and check, when 
churches are burned, it is normally the 
Muslim Brotherhood over there. 

In Egypt, they had been anathema to 
representative government, to civilized 
government, to nonsectarian govern-
ment. They want a new caliphate to 
start with basically the old Ottoman 
Empire and Erdogan in Turkey; he is 
undoing all of the great reforms made 
by the great Ataturk nearly 100 years 
ago, and he is undoing them. 

b 1145 

There are those in Turkey who would 
like to see a caliphate—a new Ottoman 
Empire—and it have its leadership in 
Turkey. They long for the days when 
they ruled an expansive caliphate. 

I had a reporter say: Why would you 
say that? 

I said: Go look at a map. I know you 
weren’t ever taught what the Ottoman 
Empire was. Go look at a map and look 
at the countries where our President is 
supporting an uprising that eventually, 
if we don’t stop it, will become anarchy 
or it will become part of the caliphate. 
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The new jobs report that is just out: 

227,000 new jobs. And from what I’m 
hearing from constituents, these aren’t 
just the part-time jobs or the minimum 
wage jobs that the previous President 
bragged about. He had to brag about it 
because he didn’t have anything else to 
talk about. People lost their full-time 
jobs and could only acquire part-time 
jobs, and this administration bragged 
about those. If they got two part-time 
jobs to make up for losing their full- 
time job, this Administration bragged: 
We created two jobs. 

I would submit that when you are 
creating two jobs by causing a person 
to lose all of their benefits and full- 
time employment, you haven’t done 
such a good thing. 

Fortunately, the people of Egypt did 
not listen to Senator MCCAIN and Sen-
ator GRAHAM when they flew to Cairo 
and begged for the people of Egypt to 
return the Muslim ‘‘brother who would 
be king’’ back into his royal kingship. 
I know they weren’t intentionally sup-
porting an evil ruler; it is just they 
didn’t know. So, hopefully, they will 
become more aware that it is not a 
good thing to support the Muslim 
Brotherhood. 

With regard to Australia and the al-
leged news about President Trump get-
ting into it with the leader of Aus-
tralia, well, to whom is the leader of 
Australia accountable? To whom does 
the leader of Australia owe his alle-
giance? 

It is the people of Australia. So when 
he calls or talks to President Trump 
and begs or demands Trump to take 
these refugees that the Prime Minister 
in Australia knows are a threat to the 
safety of the Australian people, when 
he wants them out of Australia, there 
is a reason—because his allegiance is 
not to the people of the United 
States—his allegiance is to the people 
of Australia. So, naturally, being alle-
giant to the people of Australia, he 
wants the dangerous refugees out of 
Australia. 

President Obama, basically by his ac-
tions, in effect, was saying: Give us not 
your tired, your poor, the people yearn-
ing to be free, but give us your people 
that yearn to destroy America because 
we’re going to bring them in. We’re not 
going to vet them properly because we 
have got no information to properly 
vet them. That’s how we have been 
able to let people in who had their fin-
gerprints on IEDs that killed Ameri-
cans, and maimed Americans because 
we are not properly vetting them. 

Oh, yeah, we compare any informa-
tion we have against what we’ve got. 
But don’t forget, as Phil Haney, the 
whistleblower from Homeland Secu-
rity, pointed out, he was personally re-
quired to delete massive pages of infor-
mation about terrorist ties of people 
coming into the United States because 
they did not want those terrorist ties 
in the Homeland Security database. 
Then he also, of course, was on his 
computer when he saw somebody above 
his pay grade deleting things that he 

personally put in about terrorist ties. 
They were deleting them. 

So when Janet Napolitano talks 
about, We get a ping and we connect 
the dots, she caused massive numbers 
of dots to be deleted. They are not 
there. We don’t know who we are get-
ting. When anyone comes from Syria— 
we know ISIS has taken governmental 
printing areas before. They can 
produce official Syrian passports not 
with the support of the Syrian Govern-
ment, but just because they have the 
equipment to do it. So when we get in-
formation saying, I am from Syria, 
maybe they are, and maybe they’re 
not. We don’t know where they’re 
from. 

The FBI Director created one of the 
most incredible political stunts of any 
FBI Director in history last summer 
when he stepped up and outlined that a 
crime had been committed by Presi-
dential candidate Hillary Clinton. But 
then he goes on to say: But no reason-
able prosecutor would pursue this. It is 
incredible the extent he went to to help 
Hillary Clinton. 

I know there were some of my Demo-
cratic friends that got mad at him 
when a week before the election he said 
that they were reopening the investiga-
tion. But if you look at the cir-
cumstances, it was information that 
we had FBI agents who were so upset 
that Comey wouldn’t reopen the inves-
tigation. When they knew some of 
what was in the computers that they 
had gotten ahold of belonged to An-
thony Weiner and Hillary Clinton’s 
closest adviser and confidante, Huma 
Abedin Weiner, the word was we had 
FBI agents saying that: If you don’t re-
open, we’re going to have a press con-
ference, we’re going to resign, and 
we’re going to out you that you’re pro-
tecting Hillary Clinton. So what could 
he do to help Hillary Clinton but say: 
‘‘I am going to reopen the investiga-
tion?’’ 

I commented to somebody in the 
media back then: 

Well, of course, it may appear to help Hil-
lary. We will know whether that was his in-
tent or not because you can’t examine tens 
of thousands of emails adequately. You can 
do an algorithm search, but you can’t ade-
quately investigate them for a crime, includ-
ing false statements to the FBI, within a 
week. So if he comes out before the election 
and says that there is nothing here, then we 
know why he came out and said that we are 
reopening. It was to stop FBI agents from re-
signing and from outing him for protecting 
Hillary Clinton. 

So what happens? 
Two days before the election, he said: 

Yeah, we checked it all out. 
He couldn’t possibly have. 
He said: We checked it all out, and 

there is nothing here to prosecute. 
So that same FBI Director, though, 

didn’t help the Obama administration. 
On occasion, he was calling them like 
he saw them; and that is: 

Yeah, we will vet these people, but when 
they give us information from Syria, we 
have no information against which to vet 
that. We have to accept it for what it is be-

cause, yeah, we’re technically vetting it 
against what we have, but we have nothing, 
so we don’t know who these people are. 

So, in the meantime, the economy is 
turning around. 

How sad is it when we have just lived 
through 8 years under a President’s 
policies that were so abysmal for the 
good of America that the economy, 
when adjusted for inflation, was slower 
than it was in the 4 years of Jimmy 
Carter? 

I know there are some in the media 
that would grab 1 month and say: See, 
this was a good month. 

Let’s look at the 8 years compared to 
the 4 years of President Carter, 4 of the 
worst years for the American economy 
in history since the Depression. Presi-
dent Obama, over 8 years, had a slower 
economy when adjusted for inflation. 
That is pretty sad. 

It is also sad this week to read this 
article from The Daily Caller: ‘‘Laura 
Wilkerson, whose teenage son was tor-
tured and murdered by an illegal alien 
in 2010, got into an emotional con-
frontation with House Democratic Mi-
nority Leader Nancy Pelosi at a CNN 
town hall event Tuesday night. 

‘‘Wilkerson told Pelosi, ‘In 2010, one 
of the illegals slaughtered my son. He 
tortured him, he beat him, he tied him 
up like an animal, and he set him on 
fire. And I am not a one-story mother. 
This happens every day because there 
are no laws enforced at the border. We 
have to start giving American families 
first.’ 

‘‘On the issue of Pelosi and Demo-
crats’ support for sanctuary cities, 
Wilkerson asked, ‘How do you reconcile 
in your head about allowing people to 
disavow the law?’ 

‘‘ ‘There’s nothing, I’m sure, that can 
compare to the grief that you have, 
and so I pray for you,’ Pelosi said.’’ 

PELOSI went on: ‘‘But I do want to 
say to you that in our sanctuary cities, 
our people are not disobeying the law. 
These are law-abiding citizens. It en-
ables them to be there without being 
reported to ICE in case of another 
crime that they might bear witness 
to.’’ 

‘‘Pelosi then asked if her son was 
murdered in a sanctuary city. Josh, 
Wilkerson’s son, was murdered just 
outside Houston, Texas, which is a 
sanctuary city.’’ 

So I believe in the power of prayer. I 
think it’s one of the greatest gifts God 
gave us. C.S. Lewis talked about we are 
here on Earth behind enemy lines, if 
you would. 

Can you imagine being behind enemy 
lines and getting messages from your 
home headquarters and you refuse to 
open them and read them? 

He says that we have a Bible. Those 
are messages from our home head-
quarters. We ought to be reading them. 

I do believe in the power of prayer, 
just like our minority leader, Ms. 
PELOSI; but we need to distinguish be-
tween things that we should pray for 
and things that we can fix ourselves. 
Things that are outside our control, we 
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ought to be praying about. Those 
things which are in our control—when 
it is within your control—to return to 
the rule of law, enforce the laws that 
exist, treat everybody fairly under the 
law, that’s something you don’t really 
have to pray about. You just help us do 
it. 

I have not met Tommy Nelson, a pas-
tor in Denton, Texas, but I listened to 
a 12-hour Bible study he did; and one of 
his comments on that study in Eccle-
siastes was basically what so many 
people say: We don’t have to worry; 
God is in control. 

Tommy Nelson said: Yeah, God is in 
control, but just because He is in con-
trol doesn’t mean He wants us to lean 
on our shovel and pray for a hole. When 
you have got a shovel in your hand, 
you don’t have to pray for a hole; you 
just start digging. 

When you have got the tools to pro-
tect the American people and enforce 
the rule of law, you just do it. Now, 
you can pray for wisdom to help you as 
you go. 

I know it may have been a Freudian 
slip—may not have been—but when Mi-
nority Leader PELOSI was asked about 
illegal aliens, she referred to them as 
‘‘our people.’’ 

I don’t know; could that be because 
they know when illegal aliens vote, 
they vote Democrat? 

We know that most dead people vote 
100 percent Democrat. I have encour-
aged the Republican Party: Let’s don’t 
have any group that we’re not willing 
to recruit votes from, and traditionally 
dead people vote 100 percent Democrat. 
Perhaps it’s time that some of them 
started voting Republican for a change. 

In any event, the minority whip, Mr. 
HOYER, was talking about a fellow with 
tears in his eyes saying: Please don’t 
repeal ObamaCare because my son will 
be unable to get insurance if you repeal 
ObamaCare. 

Well, that gets to all of us when 
somebody with tears in their eyes 
comes to us and begs for help. The only 
reason he had tears in his eyes is be-
cause of the false information being 
put out by the Democratic Party, be-
cause when we repeal ObamaCare, peo-
ple are not going to lose their insur-
ance. Some Americans have a right to 
be skeptical because they were told by 
President Obama and all of the Demo-
crats: No, no, when we pass 
ObamaCare, nobody loses their insur-
ance. 

Well, we found out that that was a lie 
to millions of Americans. Some of 
them were able to get insurance. Some 
of it ended up being Medicaid. Most of 
the new people got Medicaid, which is 
not really the insurance they were hop-
ing for, but that’s the insurance most 
people got. 

b 1200 

I had 17 people come to my office in 
Lufkin. They were looking to make a 
show and not so much to give informa-
tion; otherwise, they would have called 
for an appointment. 

My district representative there was 
at a service honoring her late father at 
a hospice and she forgot, in her emo-
tional state, to put a note on the door 
that she was running to that. Anyway, 
they made a big deal, here is an office 
not occupied. Hopefully, they will have 
a little sympathy for somebody in her 
situation. 

But they weren’t looking to get in-
formation to me. That is why the re-
porter had more information about the 
meeting when my office had no infor-
mation about the meeting. If they 
want an appointment, we make ap-
pointments. I am here most of the 
time, so I can’t be there. I have got 
people to meet with them. 

This article, February 1, Melissa 
Quinn, Daily Signal: 

‘‘Pamela Weldin’s experiences with 
ObamaCare can be boiled down to just 
a few numbers. 

Since the health care law’s imple-
mentation 3 years ago, Weldin, 60, has 
lost her insurance four different 
times’’—under ObamaCare. ‘‘And the 
Nebraska woman is currently enrolled 
in her fifth new insurance policy in 
four years.’’ 

She said: ‘‘ ‘Yet again, and through 
no fault of my own’. . . . ‘I’m just sit-
ting here minding my own business, 
and here we go again.’ ’’ She gets 
thrown off another insurance policy. 

Anyway, she goes on to explain she 
has been denied coverage because of a 
preexisting condition related to her ca-
reer as a dental hygienist. 

People are not going to lose their in-
surance. All we are going to do is cre-
ate the opportunity to have far better 
insurance policies than you have got 
under ObamaCare. You are not going to 
get a penalty for having better insur-
ance than what ObamaCare required. 
So you don’t have to pay a penalty, and 
you can have good insurance and you 
won’t be taxed for having better insur-
ance. It is going to be a great day for 
America to do that. 

That brings me to a point I want to 
get to next about the wall. 

An article here, February 1, Virginia 
Hale from Breitbart, says: ‘‘Smuggling 
Migrants to Europe Now a Major Fund-
ing Source for Islamic State.’’ 

Well, it only makes sense that the Is-
lamic State would figure that out, be-
cause we had information they con-
sulted with the drug cartels in Mexico. 
As the Border Patrolmen have told me 
during the middle of the night the 
times I have been down there, there is 
not an inch of the Mexican border that 
is not controlled by some drug cartel. 
Nobody crosses that border illegally 
without paying something to the drug 
cartel or promising to work for them 
when they get to America. 

What a great business model. You are 
selling drugs, making billions of dol-
lars getting it across the border ille-
gally into the United States, and, un-
like most businesses where you have to 
pay the employee, they get the em-
ployee to pay them as part of their 
debt repayment to get them into the 
United States. 

So, what a business model, making 
billions from selling drugs illegally 
gotten into the United States, and then 
the Department of Homeland Security, 
as one told me down on the border: 
They call us their logistics, in the drug 
cartels, because we ship people all over 
the country to cities where they need 
drug sales, prostitutes, mules. We send 
them there, and then they have got 
people selling drugs for them. 

If we build a wall—and I know there 
are areas like where the Rio Grande is 
so wide you don’t need a wall, you just 
have people guard the border—it cuts 
off the massive flow of drugs into the 
United States. It means the billions of 
dollars going to the drug cartels that 
they can use to corrupt the Mexican 
Government will dry up to thousands. 
Drug cartels know it. 

So I would submit, Mr. Speaker, the 
only Mexican leaders that object to a 
wall and total security of our border 
between Mexico are either ignorant— 
they don’t understand that the reason 
they are 60-something in world econo-
mies instead of being fourth or fifth or 
sixth is because of the corruption that 
comes from the drug cartels. You dry 
up the billions of dollars they are mak-
ing with a wall and border security, 
and Mexico gets in the top 10 econo-
mies. But, yes, it means the drug car-
tels dry up. They are either ignorant of 
what will really happen when we secure 
the border or they are in the pocket of 
the drug cartels. Those are the only 
two choices. 

If you are a Mexican leader and you 
oppose the United States enforcing our 
border, you are in the pocket of the 
drug cartels or you are just ignorant of 
why your economy is not one of the top 
10 in the world. You have got the best 
location. You have got two continents 
north and south above you. They would 
be great markets. You have got two 
great oceans on either side to ship. You 
have got incredible natural resources. 
You have got some of the hardest 
working people in the world in Mexico. 

So why is it so far down the chain of 
economies? Well, drug cartels. The wall 
and border security will dry them up 
and the Mexican people will be free 
with a vibrant economy, and they will 
take their appropriate place in the 
great economies of the world. 

I have been joined by my friend from 
Florida, and I mean that truly. I think 
the world of MATT GAETZ. 

I yield to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GAETZ). 

Mr. GAETZ. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak to 
the danger that is currently posed by 
the Islamic Republic of Iran. 

Iran and its fundamentalist govern-
ment pose the gravest threat to global 
peace, stability in the Middle East, and 
Israel’s existence. 

Iran continues to extend its dan-
gerous hegemony through the region in 
places such as Lebanon, by arming and 
training Hezbollah; in Gaza, by arming 
Hamas; in Syria, Iraq, and Yemen. 
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Iran’s taking hostage of U.S. sailors 

and its continued ballistic missile tests 
and death threats to Israel highlights 
Iran’s evil intentions and the need for 
the United States to play a leading role 
in rolling back Iran’s growing influence 
and its push to destabilize the Middle 
East and the world. These issues have 
been exacerbated by the irresponsible 
and catastrophic nuclear deal between 
Iran and the P5+1. 

It is obvious to anyone that the $150 
billion given to Iran will be used to 
fund more terror and further Iran’s de-
structive ambitions. In addition, the 
nuclear deal legitimizes Iran’s ability 
to enrich uranium and functionally en-
sures Iran’s path to a nuclear weapon 
within 10 years. The deal is structured 
to mask Iran’s inevitable noncompli-
ance. 

As a member of the Florida Legisla-
ture, I had supported Florida’s Iran di-
vestment. As a Member of Congress, I 
very much look forward to reauthor-
izing the Iran Sanctions Act. 

I am extremely proud of President 
Trump and his administration for en-
acting appropriate sanctions against 
Iranian officials who have been en-
gaged in the most recent destructive 
and destabilizing nuclear tests. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, Ameri-
cans, Israelis, and all citizens of the 
world who aspire to peace continue to 
be harmed by the reckless and irre-
sponsible foreign policy of the past 
President’s administration. Former 
President Obama believed in a policy of 
appeasement toward Iran. This is not 
dissimilar to the policies of appease-
ment that Neville Chamberlain used 
when confronting the threats of Nazi 
Germany. But if President Obama was 
America’s Neville Chamberlain, per-
haps his time has given rise to Donald 
Trump and the opportunity to be 
America’s Winston Churchill. 

I support President Trump’s efforts 
to send a message to Iran that ballistic 
missile testing will not be tolerated. 
Iran only understands strength. For 
the last 8 years, they have seen from 
this country far too much weakness 
and far too much willingness to accept 
their destructive role in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, the way Iran operates is 
through a series of franchises for ter-
ror. Whether that is Hamas or 
Hezbollah, the Houthis in Yemen, we 
see time and time again Iran acting as 
a neo-Persian, neo-Ottoman Empire. 
That cannot be tolerated in a peaceful 
world. It cannot be tolerated in the 
most dangerous neighborhood on 
Earth. It underscores the purpose of 
Americans speaking with resolve and 
with strength in condemning the most 
recent ballistic missile tests and in 
standing with our greatest ally, Israel. 

It was shameful that, in the waning 
hours of the Obama administration, 
President Obama was willing to allow 
the United Nations to take action 
against Israel while continuing its fur-
therance of appeasement toward some 
of the most dangerous countries on the 
planet Earth who do not share our val-
ues or our interests. 

So I am glad to see an American 
reset, a resurgent America again 
speaking to the great values that have 
functioned as a beacon of hope for the 
world for generations. That is what we 
must return to, and that is what Presi-
dent Trump is doing today. I applaud 
his administration. I applaud his Sec-
retary of the Treasury for stepping for-
ward and advancing these needed sanc-
tions. 

I am hopeful that this Congress will 
continue to take action to show sup-
port for President Trump in this en-
deavor, but we must also recognize 
that this is but a first step. So much 
damage has been done to the cause of 
peace for the last 8 years under Presi-
dent Obama, and we have much work 
to do in this Congress, whether it is re-
building and restoring our military so 
that we can be a force for peace, wheth-
er it is making sure that our allies 
know that we will stand with them, or 
whether it is making sure that our ad-
versaries know that we are very seri-
ous and there will be serious con-
sequences for their bad behavior. 

I am proud of this America that we 
are working toward together. I am 
proud of these policies. 

The gentleman from Texas may now 
wish to speak to the importance of 
Americans speaking with a voice of 
clarity for peace, prosperity, and 
strength throughout the Middle East 
and the world. 

Mr. GOHMERT. If the gentleman 
might take a question. I appreciate 
that clarity. It is clarity that has been 
missing for a long time. 

We have people screaming that Presi-
dent Trump should not have put a tem-
porary pause that was half as long as 
the pause President Obama put on. I 
understand there is so much stress and 
pressure when you are President; he 
probably just forgot he put a 6-month 
ban, previously, on a Muslim nation 
sending people in. 

You made so clear the case for con-
cern about Iran, and I am with you. I 
am thrilled that we have a President 
that is not choosing to give our lunch 
money, figuratively speaking, to the 
big bully in the schoolyard. 

I don’t know if my friend from Flor-
ida ever got bullied in elementary 
school. I did. I learned early on that it 
doesn’t help to give bullies money. 
They are not going to leave you alone 
until you stand up to them. Maybe 
they whip you, but they don’t want to 
go through what you put them through 
again by standing up to them, so they 
leave you alone. 

In our case, we are strong enough to 
take on any bully; but instead, we paid 
the big bully, Iran, as you pointed out, 
massive amounts, billions and billions 
of dollars. We agreed to pay them up to 
$150 billion. 

We have got some friends here in 
Congress in the House and Senate that 
were so upset with the President hav-
ing this 90-day pause on seven coun-
tries. They didn’t realize—I know we 
get so busy here that we don’t notice a 

lot of other things, but they apparently 
hadn’t realized that those seven coun-
tries were designated by the Obama ad-
ministration. One of them, Iran, a 
country you have talked so eloquently 
about, we have people here in this body 
that don’t think we should hold up ref-
ugees from Iran. 

As the gentleman was talking about, 
the Government of Iran has not shown 
any good faith at all. Would the gen-
tleman be concerned about having peo-
ple that the Iranian Government al-
lowed to slip out of the country and 
come into the United States? Do you 
have any problem with President 
Obama’s pause on that refugee surge 
into the United States? 

Mr. GAETZ. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas for yielding. 

Isn’t it refreshing to have a President 
of the United States who is willing to 
do, in office, precisely the things he 
said he would do on the campaign trail, 
notably, putting the interests of Amer-
icans and the security of Americans 
first in a world that even former Sec-
retary of State George Shultz said is 
more dangerous and perilous today 
than the highest tensions of the Cold 
War? 

b 1215 

So to specifically answer the gentle-
man’s question, I am grateful that 
President Trump is prioritizing the se-
curity of Americans. My hope is that in 
the 115th Congress, we will work with 
the President, with his administration 
to ensure that, as we continue to ma-
ture these policies and advance them, 
we do them in a way that is easily un-
derstandable for those enforcing them 
and for the American people, and that 
it sends a message to the world that 
America continues to be the most gen-
erous country on the planet when it 
comes to welcoming individuals who 
share our values and who aspire to be 
productive and prosperous and inclu-
sive. 

What we have no tolerance for are 
those who would want to come to the 
United States of America not to be 
part of the American experience, but to 
destroy it. Too often that has not just 
been the fear that we have felt from 
some who have been embedded by 
Daesh within refugees, but it is exactly 
what is preached by the Government of 
Iran. 

How silly of the United States to 
think that we would give hundreds of 
billions of dollars to a nation that calls 
America the Great Satan, that seeks to 
wipe Israel off of planet Earth, and be-
lieve that that money will be used for 
peaceful purposes. It won’t. Iran’s de-
sires for expanded hegemony are not to 
stabilize the Middle East, they are ex-
pressly to destabilize the Middle East. 
This regime in Iran will never share 
America’s values, so America should 
not be funding the very destructive be-
havior that has done so much to harm 
the lives of so many people. 

The gentleman from Texas brings up 
a great point. If we hadn’t endured the 
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policies of appeasement for the last 8 
years, if America hadn’t withdrawn 
from the world stage so suddenly, then 
perhaps we would not have the condi-
tions in the Middle East that have 
made life so difficult for people that 
they have wanted so badly to be refu-
gees to Europe and to the United 
States. We should want countries to 
succeed that are willing to be stable 
and inclusive, but those who are our 
sworn enemies, those who do not share 
our values should receive no quarter 
from the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I have the great honor 
to serve on the House Committee on 
Armed Services. We received briefings 
this week, thanks to Chairman THORN-
BERRY, from General Petraeus and 
other national security experts. They 
reinforced the fact that the world is 
dangerous as a consequence of Amer-
ican withdrawal. I am grateful that the 
115th Congress will stand with Presi-
dent Trump in his agenda to rebuild 
our military, to rebuild our standing, 
and to make very clear to the world 
that we will be with you if you want 
peace. But if you aspire to spread ter-
ror, there is no role for you on the 
global stage, and we will not do the 
things to elevate those terrible regimes 
to any place of prominence. 

This is a great time for revival and 
renewal in this country, and as Ameri-
cans do more to rebuild the country in-
ternally and grow our economy and 
achieve more prosperity with lower and 
fairer taxes, with a regulatory climate 
that is more acceptable for a pros-
perous country, we also have to keep 
an eye on the world and our position on 
the global stage. I think that it is re-
freshing that that is a time of revival 
and restoration of American promi-
nence, because the world is a safer 
place when America is the strongest 
country in the world. President 
Trump’s actions today to create sanc-
tions against those who have been di-
rectly involved in ballistic missile 
tests send a clear message: We will 
stand with our allies, and we will stand 
against the enemies of peace. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Those are such great 
points. The counterargument is made 
often to us: ‘‘Other than the San 
Bernardino shootings, has there been a 
terrorist attack involving a non-U.S.- 
born attacker since 9/11?’’ 

There was a great article in The Fed-
eralist by Kyle Shideler on January 30. 
He answers: Yes, but first of all, why 
exclude the San Bernardino killers, 
terrorists? 

Tashfeen Malik was born in Paki-
stan, and that attack killed 14. As Phil 
Haney, the whistleblower from Home-
land Security, pointed out, if he had 
not been removed from the line, he 
would have been allowed to secondarily 
question someone like Tashfeen Malik. 
It is worth noting, under the Obama 
administration, under Jeh Johnson, 
and before him, Janet Napolitano, they 
punished people who pointed out rad-
ical Islamists rather than giving them 
positions where they could recognize 
radical Islamists. 

Phil Haney points out that Tashfeen 
Malik is actually a man’s name. The 
woman came, and if she had come 
through him, he would have asked: 
Well, why do you have a man’s name, 
and it happens to be a man who was a 
terrorist centuries ago? 

Well, to ask a question like that, you 
have to be well educated into the his-
tory of radical Islam. Not Islam, but 
radical Islam. 

We have spent so much money as a 
country and even as a Congress on 
countering violent extremism. We hear 
from Homeland Security whistle-
blowers—some of them don’t want to 
go public yet, but we hear from them 
that so much of that money was spent 
on conferences and seminars teaching 
our Homeland Security agents, our FBI 
agents, our State Department people, 
our intelligence people to spot 
Islamophobes. They would teach them 
the phrases to look for when someone 
reported a potential radical Islamist so 
that they would know that that is an 
Islamophobe. That is exactly why in 
San Bernardino, when someone re-
ported this guy as a potential radical 
Islamist, that he was crazy, that he 
was going to hurt somebody, they 
wrote him off as just being prejudiced 
against Islam. It is because of the 
money spent by this government in-
timidating people into refusing to no-
tice radical Islam and getting them 
punished. If they didn’t find people who 
they named Islamophobes, their career 
was over. 

Mr. GAETZ. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. GOHMERT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. GAETZ. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. The gentleman is from 
Texas. I am from Florida. Both of our 
States have seen many of the negative 
economic consequences of illegal immi-
gration, but my question relates to the 
negative national security con-
sequences that result from illegal im-
migration. 

We are receiving more reports that 
ISIS, Daesh, other Islamic fundamen-
talists are exploiting America’s weak-
ness on our southern border with Mex-
ico for their own economic gain, as 
well as to smuggle people into the 
United States who may function as 
lone wolves or even as a part of a co-
ordinated terrorist attack against 
Americans. 

So I would hope that the gentleman 
would speak to the interconnectivity 
between the need for strong border se-
curity and a wall on our southern bor-
der with Mexico and the risks posed by 
Islamic fundamentalism. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank the gen-
tleman. I would also note, as this Fed-
eralist article points out, yeah, of 
course, when there is a terrorist at-
tack, it also affects the economy. That 
is why Osama bin Laden wrote about 
how they had only spent a tiny amount 
of money to train their people from 9/ 
11 and that it had clearly cost America 
trillions of dollars, that even if they 

couldn’t bring us down any other way, 
if they could do other attacks like 
that, costing relatively low amounts to 
them but costing us billions and tril-
lions, they could bring us down eco-
nomically. 

So it only makes sense, though, Iran 
wants to bring us down, so they ought 
to be one of the seven that the Obama 
administration named as a threat, and 
they were. But even just recently at 
Ohio State University, Abdul Razak 
Ali Artan ran over several students 
with a car before attacking them with 
a butcher knife. That was a refugee 
born in Somalia, one of the seven coun-
tries that the Obama administration 
named as a threat, and so President 
Trump took the Obama administration 
seriously and named them as one of 
seven, that we would have not a perma-
nent ban but a temporary ban for 90 
days. The guy ran over numerous stu-
dents at Ohio State, but our friends on 
the other side of the aisle and their 
friends in the mass media, they refuse 
to notice what is going on. 

Look at Tsarnaev, the Tsarnaev 
brothers in Boston. As we know, Russia 
notified the United States not once but 
twice that the older Tsarnaev had been 
radicalized, and he had been to a coun-
try, and the people he hung around 
with were radicals, and it seemed like 
they probably radicalized him. 

So what happens? Well, they get in-
formation to our intelligence commu-
nity, and, since, they have been trained 
for the last 8 years to only notice 
Islamophobes. You can tell someone is 
an Islamophobe if they complain about 
a radical Islamist, then you know you 
have got an Islamophobe. So of course 
if they want to stay in the intelligence 
community, they are not going to be 
looking. They are going to follow their 
training, look for Islamophobes instead 
of looking for radical Islamists. I am 
sure they looked into it, but, based on 
their training, they have no basis to 
work with. 

So what happens? Russia notified us 
again. As I understand, they notified 
the FBI. And as the FBI Director com-
mented, look, we sent an FBI agent to 
interview him, and he said, basically, 
he wasn’t a terrorist, he was a good 
guy. Wow. Imagine that. Somebody 
who wants to kill Americans might 
also lie. Who would have ever thought? 
Except American juries. I have seen it 
as a judge. I have seen juries find that 
if you will lie to them, you may do a 
lot worse things as well. Well, the re-
verse is also true. Often, if you are 
willing to take someone’s life, you 
might just be willing to lie about it as 
well. 

So the FBI didn’t even stop there, 
taking the word. They didn’t take the 
word of Tsarnaev. They went to his 
mother, and apparently his mother 
said: No, my son is not a terrorist. He 
is a good boy. He is a good boy. 

There you go, full FBI investigation. 
Not under the old FBI. Not the way 
most FBI agents have ever been 
trained. But, of course, under the last 8 
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years of training of the FBI, they were 
afraid to ask the tough questions. 

The truth is, they don’t know the 
questions to ask. They don’t know that 
you should ask about whether there 
has been a tremendous increase in the 
amount of study of the Koran and a 
massive increase in the memorization 
of the Koran, and a change in the ap-
pearance, and knowing what to look 
for, and asking questions like: What do 
you think about Qutb, the Egyptian 
martyr, the Muslim brother who wrote 
the little book ‘‘Milestones’’ that 
Osama bin Laden said, along with Mr. 
Nasif, for whom Huma Abedin worked 
at one time according to the masthead 
of the publication, he credited Nasif 
and also Qutb’s book ‘‘Milestones’’ to 
radicalizing him. 

If you haven’t been trained with Kim 
Jensen’s 700 pages, which were out-
lawed by the FBI for a while, because 
he clearly explained what FBI agents 
should be looking for. Mr. Jensen told 
me that they banned his information, 
they struck it, and wouldn’t allow any-
body to be trained. Under incident in-
formation, they train people what to 
look for in a radical Islamist. But then 
they brought it back, but only for some 
of the leaders. The rank and file for so 
long under this administration did not 
get the benefit of his 700 pages that 
would help train. Why? Because CAIR, 
the Council on American Islamic Rela-
tions, who had implications in the Holy 
Land Foundation trial, the biggest sup-
porter of terrorism ever prosecuted in 
the United States, convictions all 
around in November of 2008, and they 
should have gone on to prosecute the 
named co-conspirators. The only rea-
son they didn’t is because a new admin-
istration came in. 

Khalid Sheikh Mohammed—the mas-
termind of 9/11, of the brutal killing of 
about 3,000 Americans and other for-
eigners, innocent victims—has bragged 
about his planning. In a guilty plea 
where the judge went through, as I 
used to, to make sure they understood 
their rights, he bragged about that and 
some terrorist attacks they didn’t even 
know he had involvement in. He was 
bragging. 

b 1230 
And he says, if we have terrorized 

you, then praise be to Allah. And he 
says such things as we deserve attack, 
we deserve to be killed in America, 
anyone who is a low-life Jew or says 
that God has a Son. 

So those of us who believe God had a 
Son, and He loved the world so much 
He sent His only begotten Son and 
whosoever believes in Him shall not 
perish but have eternal life, anybody 
who believes that is worthy of death 
under the Koran, according to the bril-
liant teacher and mastermind of the 9/ 
11 attack. And then he quotes from the 
Koran that anyone who tries to com-
bine someone with Allah is worthy of 
death, and that means any Christian. 
They have explained these things. 

But Khalid Sheikh Mohammed went 
through an expansive hearing with a 

judge explaining what all he was in-
volved in and why he was guilty of 9/11 
and praise be to Allah for all of the 
people that were killed on 9/11 at the 
Pentagon, at the World Trade Centers. 

Why was he not sentenced? Because 
we had an election in 2008, and before 
the plea was made final, we had a new 
Attorney General named Eric Holder. 
At that point, all bets were off. They 
didn’t follow up the plea was with-
drawn, and he still hasn’t been sen-
tenced for the things he admitted to 
over 8 years ago. 

Had they simply moved forward with 
the guilty plea, if we had had a Presi-
dent for the last 8 years that made 
clear ‘‘you might as well plead guilty 
because nobody else is going to let you 
out,’’ then we would have finished the 
guilty plea, and he would have been ap-
propriately sentenced. But instead, 
this administration chose to send hope 
to Khalid Sheikh Mohammed he might 
end up being one of the people they re-
lease; because, if they close Guanta-
namo Bay, he either gets moved to the 
United States or we let him go, maybe 
like we have for some who went to 
Yemen and are back in the fight, or 
other people like Saudi Arabia and are 
back in the fight. 

He had real hope once President 
Obama came in and Eric Holder be-
came Attorney General, and Loretta 
Lynch after him, that he might get re-
leased even after he admitted to the 
most important role in the killing of 
3,000 people on American soil on 9/11. 
He still has not been prosecuted. They 
didn’t follow up on his guilty plea. The 
plea was withdrawn. 

That man should not be allowed out 
of prison. He is a threat to the world, 
and he is a valuable tool in the hands 
of radical Islam. 

Well, thank God, as President Obama 
said, elections have consequences. We 
have a President who didn’t take an 
oath of office to protect all of the peo-
ple of Australia. He made clear that 
our friends will know they are our 
friends, and I can see him working very 
closely with the Prime Minister of Aus-
tralia in the future. But leaders around 
the world are now taking notice: Wait 
a minute. America has a President that 
is not coming to us and apologizing for 
America’s goodness and their pursuit 
of freedom for as many people as they 
can—not apologizing. 

He is making clear, if you are our 
friend, you are going to feel it. If you 
are our enemy, you are going to feel it. 
So I think Iran may have finally met 
their match. We don’t have an apolo-
gist to come in and apologize for Amer-
ica’s efforts, the blood, the treasure 
that has been spent on behalf of people 
around the world. 

And now even our Australian Prime 
Minister understands: Look, I want to 
work with you—President Trump feels 
that way; he wants to work with them, 
and he will work with them—but my 
oath is to the United States of America 
and I know your oath is to Australia. I 
know because of your oath to help and 

protect the people of Australia you 
want to get rid of those refugees, some 
of whom may be dangerous. 

I know President Obama said: Yeah, 
we will take the dangerous people that 
may hurt Australians. Never mind we 
have got Americans being hurt. We will 
take them. 

Well, there is a different sheriff in 
town here in Washington, and leaders 
around the world need to know that 
starting on January 20, the United 
States is no longer going to take ac-
tions that are detrimental to our own 
well-being, to the well-being of Ameri-
cans, and to the security of the United 
States under our Constitution. So 
thank God, thank Trump, thank those 
that are seeing with clarity what is 
going on. 

We will look forward to working with 
the Mexican leaders that realize the 
only way Mexico ever achieves its 
rightful economic place in the world is 
if a wall is built where it can be so that 
our border is enforced and the drug car-
tels are impoverished. Then Mexico can 
be one of the top economies in all the 
world because of the best workers, 
some of the best workers in the world, 
and massive natural resources with 
which they have been blessed. They 
just, so far, have not had America be 
the kind of good neighbor that would 
help them stop the drug cartels. In-
stead, we would have Presidents, ad-
ministrations like the past one, that 
would send 2,000 weapons to the drug 
cartels instead of stopping them. 

It is a new day. Thank God it is. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. EVANS (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today. 
Ms. CLARKE of New York (at the re-

quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 

Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of du-
ties in congressional district. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE 115TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 2, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to clause 2(a) 
of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives and clause (b) of rule I of the 
Rules of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, I submit the Rules of the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure for the 115th Congress for publica-
tion in the Congressional Record. On Janu-
ary 31, 2017, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure met in open ses-
sion and adopted these Committee Rules by 
voice vote with a quorum present. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman. 
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