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Stu Evans, the DOJ National Security
Division official with oversight of the
FISA process, did not even know that
Bruce Ohr, another DOJ official, had
been in communication with the FBI
about the Russia investigation. He
didn’t know that Ohr had been inter-
viewed by the FBI until he saw the
Grassley-Graham referral.

Ultimately, the inspector general
was not able to interview everyone in-
volved in the chain of command to the
extent that the inspector general want-
ed to do that. For example, James
Comey and Jim Baker, the former FBI
general counsel, did not request that
their clearances be reinstated for the
interviews. Quite obviously, they
didn’t want to be interviewed. That
means the inspector general was un-
able to ask them classified questions
related to their conduct.

Comey claims that he is transparent,
but he clearly wasn’t in this case.
Moreover, Glenn Simpson and Jona-
than Winer—the latter a former State
Department official—refused to sit for
any interviews at all. These individuals
played key roles in the Russia inves-
tigation. It is a shame that they didn’t
want to speak up. So can’t we legiti-
mately ask: What are they trying to
hide? From what I have seen, they are
trying to hide an awful lot.

With all that said, the FBI’'s FISA-re-
lated behavior has been so bad that the
inspector general has initiated a com-
prehensive audit that will fully exam-
ine the FBI’s compliance with the
Woods procedures. In the past, when
there has been evidence of our govern-
ment improperly infringing on the civil
liberties of American citizens, we as a
nation have firmly rejected that course
of action. We have taken those mo-
ments as real opportunities to
strengthen our resolve and to renew
our commitment to the values that we
all share about our God-given liberties
and freedoms.

Under the leadership of J. Edgar Hoo-
ver, from about 1920 to 1969, which was
when he died, the FBI would wiretap,
recruit secret informants, and fix the
paperwork in ways that trampled on
the rights of ordinary Americans as a
matter of practice. In those times of
the FBI, it was business as usual. Let’s
hope it doesn’t become business as
usual now. That is why, during the
1970s, because of the abuse of J. Edgar
Hoover, this Chamber undertook vig-
orous oversight efforts, under the lead-
ership of the late Senator Frank
Church, to shine a light on the excesses
and abuses of our intelligence bureauc-
racy.

Based on what we learned from that
inquiry 40 years ago, Congress passed
FISA. This legislation establishes pro-
tections to ensure that government bu-
reaucrats can’t just spy on American
citizens willy-nilly, whenever they feel
like it. In order to surveil an American
citizen, the FBI must acquire a lawful
order and do it from a court of law. We
give those in the FBI that power along
with an expectation that they will do
their due diligence in using it.
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We have found out now, during this
Russia investigation, that those in the
FBI—in this decade—did not do that
due diligence. We give this with the ex-
pectation that they will provide the
court full and accurate information,
which they didn’t provide to the FISA
court in regard to the Russia investiga-
tion; that they will follow the rule of
law and their own internal guidelines;
and that they will respect the bound-
aries Congress has set for them, in-
stead of reverting to the freewheeling
and very heavy-handed tactics that
they embraced in the past.

Most of the hard-working men and
women in our Department of Justice
and in our FBI today understand and
truly respect these boundaries. How-
ever, it seems old habits really die very
hard. Politics has crept back into the
FBI's work, at least at the highest lev-
els. The actions that were taken by
Obama and Comey’s FBI sound an
awful lot like the ones taken under
Hoover.

Where do we go from here? We have
to learn from our past mistakes. I have
said it before, and I will say it again:
Sunlight is the best disinfectant.
Transparency brings accountability. It
helps us take reasoned steps to ensure
that the mistakes of the past will not
be repeated in the future.

After what I believe was far too long
a wait, I am happy to have finally re-
ceived this Horowitz report that we
call the inspector general’s report. I
thank IG Horowitz and his staff for all
of their hard work. I am pleased to see
that much of the inspector general’s
report is publicly available. Once
again, this is due in no small part to
President Trump’s unprecedented com-
mitment to transparency.

I appreciate the President’s willing-
ness to grant Attorney General Barr
broad declassification authority, and I
appreciate Attorney General Barr’s
willingness to use that authority to
bring much of what happened out into
the open. It is an important first step
towards ensuring accountability. Of
course, there are still many, many un-
answered questions.

In going forward, I eagerly await Mr.
Durham'’s findings with respect to how
the intelligence community handled its
part of the corrupted Russia investiga-
tion. Mr. Durham is the U.S. attorney
in Connecticut, but he has been award-
ed by Mr. Barr the responsibility of
getting to the bottom of all of these
problems that I am talking about now
and a lot of other problems. Unlike
Horowitz, Mr. Durham has authority to
prosecute, and he has already opened
criminal investigations.

In the sense of Mr. Durham’s work, I
view this most recent inspector gen-
eral’s report as just one part in a
multi-part act. Durham’s public com-
ments make clear that he finds issue
with whether the opening of the Russia
investigation was properly predicated.
His findings may prove critical to fi-
nally and fully understanding what
happened during the Obama adminis-
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tration’s fabricated investigation into
Trump.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and
be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
KENTUCKY NEW ERA

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
it is with great pride that I pay tribute
to a long-standing community institu-
tion in southwestern Kentucky. The
Kentucky New Era newspaper recently
marked 150 years of quality journalism
and community engagement, and I
would like to take a moment today to
review the paper’s distinguished his-
tory and celebrate its many achieve-
ments.

Prominent Kentucky newsman Chip
Hutcheson, whom I am proud to call a
dear friend, spent years working for
the New Era, and he summed up the
reason it has thrived for so long. Chip
recalled a paper-wide culture of writing
“‘columns that cemented readers’ rela-
tionships to the writer and the paper.”
I think it is that commitment to read-
ers and to what matters in their lives
and community that has helped make
the New Era the oldest business in
Hopkinsville, KY.

Since the paper was launched as a
weekly publication in the winter of
1869, the New Era has certainly under-
gone some change to solidify its rela-
tionship with readers. To meet a de-
mand for local, State, and national
news, the New Era added a daily issue,
and delivered the news and com-
mentary its subscribers wanted to
read. Part of that frequent change dur-
ing the early years came in the form of
different owners, but in 1873, Hunter
Wood took charge, and his family
would steer the New Era as majority
owners for the following 130-plus years.

Under their direction, the paper cov-
ered a wide range of issues affecting
life in Christian County. From politics
to agriculture, mixed with lighter com-
munity-interest pieces and extensive
coverage of high school sports, the New
Era has served as a important source of
information for its readers. Its staff
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