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ensure that our respective laws punish 
those who hate and incite violence 
against Jews. 

Finally, if we are to protect our chil-
dren from the evil of anti-Semitism, we 
must re-educate ourselves and system-
atically educate our children. While 
that starts at our homes, the classroom 
must be the incubator of tolerance as 
well. It seems to me that only the most 
hardened racist can remain unmoved 
by Holocaust education and remem-
brance. Only the most crass, evil and 
prejudiced among us can study the hor-
rors of the Holocaust and not cry out: 
Never again! 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. RICHARD-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. RICHARDSON addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE ACTIONS AND POLICIES OF 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF BELARUS AND 
OTHER PERSONS THAT UNDER-
MINE DEMOCRATIC PROCESSES 
OR INSTITUTIONS IN BELARUS— 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 111–47) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 

notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed no-
tice stating that the national emer-
gency and related measures blocking 
the property of certain persons under-
mining democratic processes or insti-
tutions in Belarus are to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2009. 

Despite some positive developments 
during the past year, including the re-
lease of internationally recognized po-
litical prisoners, the actions and poli-
cies of certain members of the Govern-
ment of Belarus and other persons that 
have undermined democratic processes 
or institutions, committed human 
rights abuses related to political re-
pression, and engaged in public corrup-
tion pose a continuing unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States. For these reasons, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency and related 
measures blocking the property of cer-
tain persons undermining democratic 
processes or institutions in Belarus. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 12, 2009. 

f 

COUNCIL ON AMERICAN-ISLAMIC 
RELATIONS—CAIR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, as rank-
ing member on the Commerce, Justice, 
Science Appropriation Subcommittee, 
which last week considered the fiscal 
year 2010 appropriations bill, I have a 
keen interest in and oversight respon-
sibility for a host of counterterrorism 
and related initiatives. 

The bill which is expected to come 
before the full House next week in-
cludes $7.7 billion to support the work 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
the FBI, whose top priorities include 
protecting and defending the United 
States against terrorism and foreign 
intelligence threats. 

b 1315 
The FBI was intimately involved in a 

15-year investigation, which cul-
minated last fall in the Holy Land 
Foundation and five of its former orga-
nizers being found guilty of illegally 
funneling more than $12 million to the 
terrorist group Hamas. 

A Department of Justice press re-
lease issued May 27, 2009, reported, 
‘‘U.S. District Judge Jorge A. Solis 
sentenced the Holy Land Foundation 
for Relief and Development and five of 
its leaders following their convictions 
by a Federal jury in November 2008 on 
charges of providing material support 
to Hamas, a designated foreign ter-
rorist organization.’’ The sentences 
range from 15 years to 65 years in pris-
on. 

According to the Department of Jus-
tice, ‘‘From its inception, the Holy 
Land Foundation existed to support 
Hamas. The government’s case in-
cluded testimony that, in the early 
1990s, Hamas’ parent organization, the 
Muslim Brotherhood, planned to estab-
lish a network of organizations in the 
U.S. to spread a militant Islamist mes-
sage and raise money for Hamas. The 
defendants sent Holy Land Foundation- 
raised funds to Hamas-controlled zakat 
committees and charitable societies 
West Bank and Gaza.’’ 

Among the unindicted conspirators 
in the case is an organization which, 
over the last several years, has been 
granted access to the highest levels of 
the U.S. Government—an organization 
which is routinely elevated in the press 
as a voice of mainstream Muslim 
Americans. This organization is the 
Council on American-Islamic Rela-
tions, or CAIR. 

Tawfik Hamid, according to his bio, 
is an ‘‘Islamist thinker and reformer 
and onetime Islamist extremist from 
Egypt. He was a member of a terrorist 
Islamic organization, Jemaah 
Islamiyah, with Dr. Ayman al- 
Zawahiri, who became later the second 
in command of al Qaeda. 

On May 25 of 2007, in a Wall Street 
Journal op-ed, Hamid wrote the fol-
lowing, ‘‘In America, perhaps the most 
conspicuous organization to persist-
ently accuse opponents of 
Islamophobia is the Council of [sic] 
American Islamic Relations.’’ The ob-
servations of Mr. Tawfik, himself a 
Muslim, are particularly relevant in 
light of recent news reports. 

On January 30, 2009, Fox News re-
ported that the FBI was ‘‘severing its 
once close ties with the Nation’s larg-
est Muslim advocacy group, the Coun-
cil on American-Islamic Relations, 
amid mounting evidence that it has 
links to a support network for Hamas.’’ 

Given that Hamas is on the current 
list of U.S.-designated foreign terrorist 
organizations, this was obviously a se-
rious claim and one which, if true, 
would rightly inform a shift in FBI pol-
icy. However, the Fox News piece left 
me with some unanswered questions, 
questions which, given the seriousness 
of the report, necessitated further in-
quiry. Such questions of the executive 
branch are a common congressional 
practice and, in fact, are the responsi-
bility of the legislative branch of gov-
ernment and are the intended purpose 
of our system of checks and balances. 

For 6 years, from 2001–2006, I served 
as chairman of the appropriations sub-
committee which has oversight of the 
FBI. This year, I resumed a leadership 
role as the lead Republican on the sub-
committee. 

According to the Congressional Re-
search Service, ‘‘Congressional over-
sight refers to the review, monitoring 
and supervision of Federal agencies, 
programs, activities, and policy imple-
mentation. It is an integral part of the 
American system of checks and bal-
ances.’’ 
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A young Woodrow Wilson, before be-

coming President, put it this way. He 
said, ‘‘Quite as important as legislation 
is vigilant oversight of administra-
tion.’’ 

Needless to say, I take very seriously 
the responsibility of congressional 
oversight, especially in matters with 
potential national security implica-
tions. In this spirit of oversight, I 
wrote to the FBI on February 2, seek-
ing additional information and clari-
fication regarding the Bureau’s deci-
sion about its relationship with CAIR. 

For the RECORD, I submit a copy of 
the letter. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 2, 2009. 

Mr. MICHAEL J. HEIMBACH, 
Assistant Director, Counter Terrorism Division, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, Wash-
ington DC. 

DEAR MR. HEIMBACH: I write regarding the 
bureau’s position on meeting with the Coun-
cil on American Islamic Relations (CAIR). 
Over the weekend I saw a FOX News report 
(enclosed) that the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation (FBI) has cut off ties with CAIR 
‘‘amid mounting evidence that it has links 
to a support network for Hamas.’’ Given that 
Hamas is on the current list of U.S. des-
ignated foreign terrorist organizations, this 
is obviously a serious claim, one which 
would rightly inform a shift in FBI policy. 

In response to this report, I request an-
swers to the following questions: 

Has the FBI severed ties with CAIR? If so, 
how is the FBI planning to formally notify 
Members of Congress and other government 
officials of this decision? 

If FBI policy has changed with regard to 
CAIR, is there any indication that this deci-
sion is being revisited by the new adminis-
tration? If so, what new evidence would jus-
tify a change in course? 

Is CAIR’s national office still in contact 
with the FBI? 

The report quotes Assistant Director John 
Miller from the FBI Office of Public Affairs 
as saying: ‘‘The FBI has had to limit its for-
mal contact with CAIR field offices until 
certain issues are addressed by CAIR’s na-
tional headquarters.’’ What specifically are 
the ‘‘certain issues’’ which you have raised 
with CAIR? Is there still informal contact 
with any field offices? If so, what is the dis-
tinction between formal and informal and 
why is there a distinction between field of-
fices? 

To your knowledge, does CAIR receive fi-
nancial contributions from foreign sources? 
If so, which ones and how much? 

I look forward to your timely response, 
and to working with you in the days ahead in 
my new role as ranking member of the House 
Commerce-Justice-Science Appropriations 
subcommittee. 

Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 

FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 

The Fox News piece, which prompted 
my initial interest, quoted the assist-
ant director of the Office of Public Af-
fairs at the Bureau as saying, ‘‘The FBI 
has had to limit its formal contact 
with CAIR field offices until certain 
issues are addressed by CAIR’s national 
headquarters.’’ 

I found this statement to be vague. 
While perhaps sufficient from a public 
affairs vantage, I believed it to be an 
insufficient explanation for Members of 

Congress, none of whom, to my knowl-
edge, had been informed of this policy 
shift, and it was just that—a policy 
shift. 

The FOX piece noted later that the 
FBI has ‘‘long been close to CAIR. The 
agency has previously invited CAIR to 
give training sessions for agents and 
used it as a liaison with the American 
Muslim community.’’ 

I was one of several Members of Con-
gress, both Democrat and Republican, 
who wrote the Bureau in the days fol-
lowing this report. Some, such as Re-
publican Senator JON KYL of Arizona 
and Democratic Senator CHUCK SCHU-
MER of New York, voiced their support 
for the Bureau’s decision, which was a 
step further than my initial letter; but 
they, too, desired to ‘‘understand the 
situation more fully’’ as Senators KYL 
and SCHUMER wrote. 

When I received a response from the 
FBI on March 9, only 1 of the 10 ques-
tions I posed was answered, which 
prompted me to send a second letter re-
stating the original questions and 
pressing the FBI for a timely and de-
tailed response. 

I submit a copy of that letter for the 
RECORD. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 9, 2009. 
Mr. MICHAEL J. HEIMBACH, 
Assistant Director, Counter Terrorism Division, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, Pennsyl-
vania Ave., NW, Washington DC. 

DEAR MR. HEIMBACH: I was deeply dis-
appointed with the FBI’s response—hand-de-
livered to my office last Friday—to my let-
ter of February 2 inquiring about the Bu-
reau’s position on meeting with the Council 
on American Islamic Relations (CAIR). It 
took the Bureau more than a month to re-
spond, and the letter I received provides only 
a partial answer to one of the 10 questions I 
posed. 

In 1998 I authored the legislation that cre-
ated the National Commission on Terrorism. 
Regrettably its recommendations were not 
implemented until after the attacks on 9/11. 
I take seriously the responsibility of con-
gressional oversight, especially in matters 
with potential national security implica-
tions. For six years I served as chairman of 
the appropriations subcommittee with juris-
diction over the FBI and count myself 
among the Bureau’s strongest supporters. 
Having resumed a leadership role this year 
as ranking member on the Commerce-Jus-
tice-Science Appropriations subcommittee, 
it is important to me that the FBI provide 
timely and detailed responses. And so again, 
I request answers to the following straight- 
forward questions: 

Has the FBI severed ties with CAIR? If so, 
how is the FBI planning to formally notify 
Members of Congress and other government 
officials of this decision? 

If FBI policy has changed with regard to 
CAIR, is there any indication that this deci-
sion is being revisited by the new adminis-
tration? If so, what new evidence would jus-
tify a change in course? 

Is CAIR’s national office still in contact 
with the FBI? 

The FOX News report I referenced in my 
original letter quotes Assistant Director 
John Miller from the FBI Office of Public Af-
fairs as saying: ‘‘The FBI has had to limit its 
formal contact with CAIR field offices until 
certain issues are addressed by CAIR’s na-
tional headquarters.’’ What specifically are 

the ‘‘certain issues’’ which you have raised 
with CAIR? Is there still informal contact 
with any field offices? If so, what is the dis-
tinction between formal and informal and 
why is there a distinction between field of-
fices? 

To your knowledge, does CAIR receive fi-
nancial contributions from foreign sources? 
If so, which ones and how much? 

I would like these questions fully answered 
by this Friday, March 13, and by someone 
who works on counter-terrorism, rather than 
a public affairs officer. Other members of 
Congress, both House and Senate, have ex-
pressed interest in and additional informa-
tion about the Bureau’s position as it relates 
to CAIR. I would think the Bureau would be 
embarrassed to send the insufficient re-
sponse I received. 

Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 

FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 

Days after my second letter, CAIR 
launched a public attack against me, 
claiming in a March 12 press release 
that I ‘‘abused’’ my ‘‘office’’ by ‘‘seek-
ing to pressure the FBI to produce neg-
ative information’’ about the organiza-
tion. 

Those assertions are patently untrue 
and would not even warrant a response 
were they not symptomatic of what I 
believe to be a larger pattern of intimi-
dation undertaken by CAIR—intimida-
tion which is of great consequence 
given the national security matters at 
stake. 

As my letters to the FBI indicate, I 
was seeking to better understand the 
Bureau’s position and access informa-
tion about what led to this decision. It 
is a conclusion which—and I agree with 
my Senate colleagues—is absolutely 
appropriate based on reports I have 
read for years but which, again, marks 
a change in course for the Bureau and, 
as such, deserved further explanation. 

It is noteworthy that, on April 28, 
following my initial unsatisfactory 
reply from the Bureau, Senator KYL re-
ceived a more substantive response 
from the FBI to his letter. In the letter 
to Senator KYL, the Bureau was more 
detailed in explaining and in validating 
the original news report regarding its 
relationship with CAIR. 

The letter reads, ‘‘As you know, 
CAIR was named as an unindicted co-
conspirator of the Holy Land Founda-
tion for Relief and Development in the 
United States v. Holy Land Founda-
tion, et al. 

‘‘During that trial, evidence was in-
troduced that demonstrated a relation-
ship among CAIR, individual CAIR 
founders, including its current presi-
dent emeritus and its executive direc-
tor, and the Palestinian committee. 
Evidence was also introduced that 
demonstrated a relationship between 
the Palestinian committee and Hamas, 
which was designated a terrorist orga-
nization in 1995. In light of that evi-
dence, the FBI suspended all formal 
contacts between CAIR and the FBI. 

‘‘The FBI’s decision to suspend for-
mal contacts was not intended to re-
flect a wholesale judgment of the orga-
nization and its entire membership. 
Nevertheless, until we can resolve 
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whether there continues to be a con-
nection between CAIR or its executives 
and Hamas, the FBI does not view 
CAIR as an appropriate liaison part-
ner.’’ 

I submit a copy of the Bureau’s re-
sponse to Senator KYL for the RECORD. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, 

Washington, DC, April 28, 2009. 
Hon. JON KYL, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR KYL: This responds to your 
letter to Director Mueller dated February 24, 
2009, regarding your interest in reports that 
the FBI has severed its liaison relationship 
with the Council on Islamic Relations 
(CAIR). I apologize for the delay in respond-
ing to your inquiry. For your information an 
identical letter has been sent to Senator 
Schumer and to Senator Coburn, M.D. 

As you know, CAIR was named as an 
unindicted co-conspirator of the Holy Land 
Foundation for Relief and Development in 
United States v. Holy Land Foundation et al. 
(Cr. No. 3:04–240–P (N.D.TX.). During that 
trial, evidence was introduced that dem-
onstrated a relationship among CAIR, indi-
vidual CAIR founders (including its current 
President Emeritus and its Executive Direc-
tor) and the Palestine Committee. Evidence 
was also introduced that demonstrated a re-
lationship between the Palestine Committee 
and HAMAS, which was designated as a ter-
rorist organization in 1995. In light of that 
evidence, the FBI suspended all formal con-
tacts between CAIR and the FBI. 

The FBI’s decision to suspend formal con-
tacts was not intended to reflect a wholesale 
judgment of the organization and its entire 
membership. Nevertheless, until we can re-
solve whether there continues to be a con-
nection between CAIR or its executives and 
HAMAS, the FBI does not view CAIR as an 
appropriate liaison partner. It is important 
to note, however, that although the FBI has 
suspended all formal outreach activities 
with CAIR at this time, CAIR, its officers, 
and members have been encouraged to report 
any hate crime, violation of federal civil 
rights or suspicious activity to the FBI. 

The FBI made its own decision vis-a-vis 
outreach activities with this particular 
group. Any questions regarding broader exec-
utive branch outreach activities would be 
better answered by the Administration. 

Please do not hesitate to contact my office 
if we may be of additional assistance. 

Sincerely yours, 
RICHARD C. POWERS, 

Assistant Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs. 

R 221435Z MAY 06 
FM AMEMBASSY ABU DHABI 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC 5272 
INFO AMCONSUL DUBAI 

UNCLAS ABU DHABI 002127 
SENSITIVE 
FOR NEA/ARP, NEA/PPD; INFO NEA/FO, R 

E.O. 12958: N/A 
TAGS: KISL, SOCI, PHUM, PGOV, KDEM, 

AE 
SUBJECT: VISIT BY COUNCIL ON AMER-

ICAN ISLAMIC RELATIONS (CAIR) TO 
UAE 

1.(U) On May 21, the Council on American 
Islamic Relations (CAIR) paid a courtesy 
call on the Ambassador to discuss the orga-
nization’s issues, outreach strategies, and its 
visit to the CAE. The UAE press has reported 
that Sheikh Hamdan bin Rashid al- 
Maktoum, Deputy Ruler of Dubai and UAE 
Minister of Finance and Industry, ‘‘has en-
dorsed a proposal to build a property in the 

U.S. to serve as an endowment for CAIR.’’ 
DCM, PAO and MEPI Regional Director also 
participated in the meeting. 

2.(U) The group expressed ideas about 
countering negative stereotypes about Mus-
lims in the U.S. (‘‘Islamophobia’’) and ad-
dressing anti-Americanism in the Middle 
East. They mentioned previous meetings 
with State Department officials, U/S Karen 
Hughes and A/S David Welch, their attend-
ance at the Secretary’s Iftar, and spoke of a 
possible meeting with President Bush in the 
future. 

3.(U) Mr. Don Myers, representing Wash-
ington, D.C. public relations firm Hill & 
Knowlton, provided a short demonstration of 
a PR campaign designed to support CAIR’s 
overall organizational objectives defined as: 
1) political empowerment of Muslims, 2) 
grassroots effort by CAIR to improve com-
munity relations with non-Muslims, 3) 
launching of an effective, long-term (5 year) 
advertising/outreach campaign to counter 
negative stereotypes about Muslims. 

4.(U) Members of the CAIR delegation in-
cluded: Hon. Larry Shaw, Senator (North 
Carolina General Assembly); Hon. Paul Fin-
dley, Former U.S. Representative; Don 
Myers, Washington, D.C. public relations 
firm Hill & Knowlton; Nihad Awad, CAIR Ex-
ecutive Director and Co-Founder; Cary 
(Ibrahim) Hooper, CAIR Communication Di-
rector and Co-Founder; Dr. Parvez Ahmed, 
CAIR Board Chairman; and Dr. Nabil 
Sadoun, CAIR Board Member. 

5.(U) CAIR delegation also paid a call ear-
lier in the day on Sheikh Sultan bin Muham-
mad al-Qassimi, Ruler of Sharjah, which was 
covered in the press. 

6.(U) Sheikh Ali al-Hashemi, UAE Presi-
dential Adviser on Islamic affairs, is hosting 
a reception at his house this evening, May 
22, in honor of the CAIR group; Ambassador 
and PolOff to attend. Al-Hashemi also 
thanked the Ambassador for receiving the 
CAIR delegation. 

7.(SBU) Comment: CAIR Executive Direc-
tor Nihad Awad told us that while they were 
pleased with the results of the meeting with 
Sheikh Hamdan bin Rashid, they had no con-
crete information on the size of the endow-
ment or when it might be forthcoming. Awad 
also mentioned that the Bin Hamoodah 
Group, a $500 million/year trading company, 
founded by three Emirati brothers and rep-
resenting Halliburton, IBM, FMC Corpora-
tion and General Motors, is CAIR’s main 
benefactor in the UAE. One newly-rich stock 
trader, Talal Khoori (UAE national of Ira-
nian origin), is believed to have donated one 
million dollars to CAIR. 

Sison. 
P 281502Z JUN 06 
FM AMEMBASSY RIYADH 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORITY 9065 
INFO GULF COOPERATION COUNCIL COL-

LECTIVE 
AMCONSUL JEDDAH 

UNCLAS RIYADH 005172 
SENSITIVE 

E.O. 12958: N/A 
TAGS: SCUL, KDEM, KISL, PGOV, PHUM, 

SOCI, SA 
SUBJECT: VISIT BY COUNCIL ON AMER-

ICAN ISLAMIC RELATIONS 
(CAIR) TO SAUDI ARABIA 
REF: ABU DHABI 2127 

1.(U) Following up on a similar visit to the 
UAE in May (reftel), a delegation from the 
U.S.-based Council on American Islamic Re-
lations (CAIR) visited the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia (KSA) in June. On June 22 the group 
paid a courtesy call on the Embassy to dis-
cuss the organization’s issues and outreach 
strategies. In the Ambassador’s absence, 
DCM received the group, along with the PA 
Counselor and Poloff (notetaker). 

2.(SBU) Prior to coming to Riyadh, the 
CAIR group visited Mecca and Jeddah. Al-
though they apparently were not received at 
the highest levels of the SAG, the group as-
sured the Embassy that ‘‘King Abdullah 
knows CAIR very well’’ and receives regular 
updates on the group’s projects. After recall-
ing the success of their visit to the UAE in 
May, the group predicted that they would be 
back in the region by fall to visit Kuwait and 
Qatar. The group also mentioned that they 
had been well-received in Washington by sen-
ior State Department officials, including 
Secretary Rice and Undersecretary Hughes. 

3.(U) The core delegation consisted of CAIR 
Board Chairman Dr. Parvez Ahmed, Execu-
tive Director Nihad Awad, and Communica-
tions Director Cary (Ibrahim) Hooper. Ac-
companying them were former U.S. Rep-
resentative Paul Findley and Don Myers, a 
former DoD official now with Hill and 
Knowlton public relations. 

4.(U) During their hour-long meeting in the 
Embassy, the group presented various 
projects that CAIR is working on to counter 
negative stereotypes about Muslims in the 
U.S. (‘‘Islamophobia’’), linking their work to 
concern over growing anti-Americanism in 
the Middle East. One of the current CAIR 
projects they discussed was the presentation 
of ‘‘accurate books about Islam’’ to schools 
and libraries in the U.S. 

5.(SBU) Mr. Don Myers, representing Hill 
and Knowlton, gave a short demonstration of 
a CAIR-funded media campaign to support 
CAIR’s overall information outreach effort. 
According to Myers, this private campaign 
will emphasize both grassroots outreach to 
improve American non-Muslim under-
standing of Muslims and the encouragement 
of political engagement by American Mus-
lims. The multi-year broadcast and print 
campaign is to be entitled ‘‘Let the Con-
versation Begin’’ and is aimed at countering 
negative stereotypes about Muslims within 
the broad American public. 

6.(SBU) One admitted reason for the 
group’s current visit to the KSA was to so-
licit $50 million in governmental and non- 
governmental contributions. PA Counselor 
noted that private outreach activities can 
provide valuable support to USG efforts to 
build mutual understanding overseas but 
cautioned that USG Public Diplomacy (PD) 
funds cannot be used or associated with ef-
forts to target American audiences. The del-
egation was interested to hear of the Embas-
sy’s PD exchange and activities within the 
KSA and offered to help support them in any 
appropriate way. The group did not share, 
however, any details of their success or lack 
thereof in fundraising within the KSA. 

Oberwetter. 

AMERICAN MUSLIMS COMMEND FBI FOR 
REJECTION OF CAIR 

Thirty years have passed since the Iranian 
revolution and 29 years since the first 
Islamist murder in the U.S.—that of ‘Ali 
Akbar Tabataba’i in a Washington, D.C., sub-
urb. More than seven years ago, America re-
ceived a wake-up call, on September 11, 2001, 
about radical Islam. However 
straightforwardly evil these events, they left 
U.S. authorities mostly baffled by extremism 
among American Muslims. 

One disturbing example of this confusion 
has involved the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation and the Council on American-Is-
lamic Relations (CAIR). 

Almost from CAIR’S founding in 1994, the 
FBI has worked with the organization, which 
successfully presented itself as the ‘‘Muslim 
NAACP,’’ letting CAIR train bureau per-
sonnel and serve as a liaison to the American 
Muslim community. CAIR concentrated on 
terror-related law enforcement such as sensi-
tivity in investigating extremist suspects 
and allegations of profiling. 
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Now, at last, the FBI–CAIR relationship 

has changed. 
In a letter dated March 9, 2009, FBI Assist-

ant Director John Miller wrote to U.S. Rep. 
Frank R. Wolf (R–Va) confirming that the 
bureau has ‘‘suspended any formal engage-
ment with Council on American-Islamic Re-
lations (CAIR) field offices around the coun-
try.’’ He explained that this adjustment 
‘‘comes in part as a result of evidence gath-
ered through FBI investigation and pre-
sented in connection with the Holy Land 
Foundation trial. CAIR was listed as an 
unindicted co-conspirator in that case.’’ 

Miller referred to the Holy Land Founda-
tion, or HLF, having been convicted of terror 
financing in November 2008. 

CAIR and its allies in the ‘‘Wahhabi lobby’’ 
reacted aggressively to the FBI’s decision to 
distance itself from CAIR. Ten extremist 
Muslim groups announced on March 17, 2009, 
that they are ‘‘considering suspending out-
reach relations with the FBI’’ based on 
vague claims that ‘‘American mosques and 
Muslim groups have been targeted.’’ CAIR’s 
supporters included American Muslims for 
Palestine, the Islamic Circle of North Amer-
ica, and the Muslim Students Association, as 
well as the leading pro-Iranian Muslim ele-
ment in America, the Islamic Educational 
Center of Orange County, Ca. 

We, the undersigned American Muslims, 
have long known the true character of CAIR 
and its allies. Therefore: 

We observe that they denounce ‘‘ter-
rorism’’ in general terms but not the specific 
actions of Islamist groups like Hamas or 
Hezbollah. They denounce violence but not 
the ideologies behind it. 

We observe their commitment to radical 
aims, their attempts to chill free speech by 
calling critics of radical Islam 
‘‘Islamophobes,’’ and their false, ugly accu-
sations against moderate American Muslims 
who disagree with their agenda. 

We reject any claim that CAIR and its sup-
porters are legitimate civil liberties advo-
cates or appropriate partners between the 
U.S. government and American Muslims. 

We congratulate the FBI for adopting a 
firmer attitude toward CAIR, as a defense of 
Americans of all faiths from the menace of 
radical Islam, including Muslims of all back-
grounds—Sunni, Shia, Sufi, secular, etc. 

We call on the U.S. Department of Justice 
to affirm and continue this decision. 

We call on the entire United States govern-
ment to follow suit in rejecting relations 
with the Council on American-Islamic Rela-
tions. 

Dr. Kemal Silay, President, Center for Is-
lamic Pluralism, www.islamicpluralism.org; 

Supna Zaidi, Assistant Director, Islamist 
Watch, www.islamist-watch.org; 

M. Zuhdi Jasser, American Islamic Forum 
for Democracy, www.aifdemocracy.org; 

Imaad Malik, Fellow, Center for Islamic 
Pluralism; 

Dr. Ahmed Subhy Mansour, International 
Quranic Center, www.ahl-alquran.com; 

Khalim Massoud, reformislam@gmail.com; 
Nawab Agha Mousvi, American Muslim 

Congress and Center for Islamic Pluralism; 
Kiran Sayyed, Council for Democracy and 

Tolerance, http://cfdnt.com/; 
Stephen Suleyman Schwartz, Executive 

Director, Center for Islamic Pluralism; 
Shia.Protest@yahoo.com; 
Dr. Jalal Zuberi, Southern U.S. Director, 

Center for Islamic Pluralism. 

I plan to take the remainder of my 
time to explore many of these same 
concerns and talk about why every-
thing I’ve read, studied and observed 
has led me to believe that the Bureau’s 
decision is not only defensible but ad-
visable and that it ought to, in fact, in-

form the actions of other public offi-
cials, policymakers and the press, 
many of whom consistently—and I 
would argue mistakenly—look to CAIR 
to speak for mainstream Muslim Amer-
icans. 

Zhudi Jasser, himself a Muslim and 
president of the Islamic Forum for De-
mocracy, makes a critical distinction 
between ‘‘Islam’’ and ‘‘Islamism.’’ 
‘‘Islam’’ is, of course, a faith which has 
an estimated worldwide following of 
over 1 billion people. ‘‘Islamism,’’ how-
ever, according to Mr. Jasser, is ‘‘a co-
ercive governmental and political con-
struct that seeks to impose shar’ia— 
Islam jurisprudence—upon society.’’ 

In 2007, in the publication Family Se-
curity Matters, Jasser wrote that CAIR 
uses ‘‘the protection of religion when 
the facts are not on their side. They 
use the discourse of politics when they 
want to push forth their Islamist agen-
da with the presumption of speaking 
for all Muslims. They will delve into 
the political only on their own terms 
in both foreign and domestic policy, 
but when they are on the receiving end 
of political criticism, they run for 
cover under the guise of victimiza-
tion.’’ A dispassionate look at CAIR’s 
public posture shows that Mr. Jasser’s 
observations ring true. 

In 1998, I authored the legislation 
that created the National Commission 
on Terrorism. That same year, in 
CAIR’s own words from a press release, 
it ‘‘asked Muslims to contact leaders of 
a House-Senate conference committee 
and urge them to amend or eliminate 
new legislation that would create a Na-
tional Commission on Terrorism.’’ This 
was a misguided lobbying effort at 
best. Fortunately, it was unsuccessful, 
and the bipartisan commission was au-
thorized to conduct its work. 

A Congressional Research Service re-
port described the main finding of the 
commission this way: ‘‘It calls on the 
U.S. Government to prepare more ac-
tively to prevent and deal with a future 
mass casualty, catastrophic terrorist 
attack.’’ Regrettably, the commis-
sion’s recommendations, sent to Con-
gress in June 2000, were generally ig-
nored until after the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, when 3,000 people were 
killed, including 30 from my congres-
sional district. 

Following the commission’s public 
report, CAIR’s executive director, 
Nihad Awad, said in a June 4 press re-
lease, ‘‘The fight against terrorism is 
one that should be undertaken, but 
that struggle should not be based on 
stereotypes, false assumptions or the 
political agendas of foreign govern-
ments. If the past is any indication, all 
or most of these new provisions will be 
used to target Muslims in this country 
and worldwide. It is American Muslim 
groups whose fund-raising will be re-
stricted. It is Muslim students who will 
be monitored.’’ 

Indeed, the FBI has restricted the 
fund-raising of some Muslim groups, 
but only when those organizations 
have been found to be a cover for ter-

rorist financing, as was true most no-
tably with the Holy Land Foundation. 

When the Holy Land Foundation was 
shuttered 3 months after 9/11, CAIR 
warned in a December 4, 2001, press re-
lease that this was an ‘‘unjust and 
counterproductive move that can only 
damage America’s credibility with 
Muslims in this country and around 
the world and could create the impres-
sion that there has been a shift from a 
war on terrorism to an attack on 
Islam.’’ This purported ‘‘attack on 
Islam’’ proved to be baseless in the face 
of the Holy Land Foundation verdicts. 

A November 25, 2008, Department of 
Justice press release following the ini-
tial verdicts in the foundation case 
quotes Patrick Rowan, Assistant At-
torney General for National Security. 
He says, ‘‘For many years, the Holy 
Land Foundation used the guise of 
charity to raise and funnel millions of 
dollars to the infrastructure of the 
Hamas terrorist organization. This 
prosecution demonstrates our resolve 
to ensure that humanitarian relief ef-
forts are not used as a mechanism to 
disguise and enable support for ter-
rorist groups.’’ 

As I noted earlier, CAIR was named 
as an unindicted coconspirator in the 
Holy Land Foundation case, which 
makes its cautionary word about the 
‘‘injustice’’ of closing the ‘‘charity’’ 
suspect. 

In a Federal court filing from Decem-
ber 2007, Federal prosecutors described 
CAIR as ‘‘having conspired with other 
affiliates of the Muslim Brotherhood to 
support terrorists.’’ The government 
also stated ‘‘proof that the conspira-
tors used deception to conceal from the 
American public their connections to 
terrorists was introduced’’ in the Holy 
Land Foundation trial. 

b 1330 
In a footnote, government prosecu-

tors pointed out: ‘‘From its founding 
by Muslim Brotherhood leaders, CAIR 
conspired with other affiliates of the 
Muslim Brotherhood to support terror-
ists.’’ 

Further, according to Senate testi-
mony, CAIR received a $5,000 donation 
for the Holy Land Foundation. Ini-
tially, in written testimony submitted 
September 10, 2003, to the Senate Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Technology 
and Homeland Security, CAIR denied 
that this was the case. Specifically, 
Mr. Awad said claims to the contrary 
were ‘‘an outright lie. Our organization 
did not receive any seed money from 
the’’ Holy Land Foundation. But when 
confronted with the IRS form on which 
the Holy Land Foundation disclosed 
the contribution, Mr. Awad changed 
his position in supplemental testimony 
submitted to the subcommittee saying 
that the amount in question was a do-
nation like any other. 

CAIR ultimately filed an amicus 
brief seeking removal from the list of 
unindicted coconspirators in the Holy 
Land Foundation case. In September of 
2007, prosecutors made several argu-
ments in favor of maintaining CAIR 
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status, saying: ‘‘CAIR has been identi-
fied by the government at trial as a 
participant in an ongoing and ulti-
mately unlawful conspiracy to support 
a designated terrorist organization, a 
conspiracy from which CAIR never 
withdrew.’’ 

The Holy Land Foundation trial re-
vealed more about CAIR than simply 
its ties to that particular entity. Rath-
er, the trial brought to light, in the 
public square, the genesis of the orga-
nization. According to an October 14, 
2008, Dallas Morning News story: ‘‘Tes-
timony has suggested that CAIR’s 
founder Omar Ahmad and it’s current 
executive director, Nihad Awad, par-
ticipated in a 1993 meeting of purported 
Hamas sympathizers. Some Holy Land 
defendants attended the Philadelphia 
meeting, bugged by the FBI.’’ 

A day later, the Dallas Morning News 
reported that FBI special agent Lara 
Burns testified during the Holy Land 
Foundation case that CAIR ‘‘was 
formed in the aftermath of a 1993 meet-
ing by Palestinian activists in America 
who brainstormed ways to spread pro- 
Hamas messages here without attract-
ing too much attention.’’ 

A Department of Justice press re-
lease issued on November 24, 2008, when 
the Holy Land Foundation verdicts 
came down: ‘‘The government case in-
cluded testimony that in the early 
1990s, Hamas’ parent organization, the 
Muslim Brotherhood, planned to estab-
lish a network of organizations in the 
U.S. to spread a militant Islamist mes-
sage and to raise money for Hamas. 
. . . HLF became the chief fundraising 
arm for the Palestine Committee in 
the U.S. created by the Muslim Broth-
erhood to support Hamas. According to 
a wiretap of a 1993 Palestine Com-
mittee meeting in Philadelphia, former 
Holy Land Foundation President and 
CEO Shukri Abu Baker spoke about 
playing down Hamas’ ties in order to 
keep raising money in the U.S. An-
other wiretapped phone call included 
Abdulrahman Odeh, Holy Land Foun-
dation’s New Jersey representative, re-
ferring to a suicide bombing as ‘a beau-
tiful operation.’ ’’ 

According to a National Review arti-
cle in the pre-CAIR days, both Nihad 
Awad and Omar Ahmad were top offi-
cers in the Islamic Association for Pal-
estine. Former FBI counterterrorism 
chief Oliver ‘‘Buck’’ Revell called 
Awad’s former employer, the Islamic 
Association for Palestine, ‘‘a front or-
ganization for Hamas that engages in 
propaganda for Islamic militants.’’ 

A September 24, 2001, L.A. Times 
story described the connection between 
the Islamic Association of Palestine 
and the Holy Land Foundation this 
way: ‘‘The IAP and the Holy Land were 
founded and funded by Mousa abu 
Marzook. . . . He’s also the political 
leader of the terrorist group Hamas.’’ 

Andrew McCarthy, a formal Federal 
prosecutor who led the 1995 prosecution 
against Sheik Omar Abdel Rahman, 
the ‘‘blind sheik’’ who was found guilty 
of planning the 1993 World Trade Cen-

ter bombing, in a National Review arti-
cle notes that there are ‘‘several per-
sons connected to CAIR who have been 
convicted of Federal felonies including 
terrorism.’’ 

McCarthy includes in the group 
Ghassan Elashi, one of the founding 
members of CAIR’s Dallas-area chap-
ter, and also co-founder and former 
chairman of the Holy Land Founda-
tion. According to July 9, 2007, Dallas 
Morning News report, Elashi was sen-
tenced to ‘‘nearly 7 years in prison for 
doing business with a terrorist and vio-
lating export laws.’’ In a 1994 forum 
discussion videotaped at Barry Univer-
sity, CAIR’s Mr. Awad said, ‘‘I’m in 
support of the Hamas movement.’’ 
CAIR has subsequently sought to dis-
credit his video on his Web site by say-
ing this quote was in response to a spe-
cific question and that Hamas was only 
designated a ‘‘foreign terrorist organi-
zation,’’ in January 1995 and did not 
commit its first wave of suicide bomb-
ings until late 1994 after Mr. Awad 
made the comment. It is noteworthy 
that Hamas’ 1988 covenant describes 
itself as ‘‘one of the wings in the Mus-
lim Brotherhood in Palestine’’ and says 
that ‘‘the day of judgment will not 
come about until Muslims fight Jews 
and kill them.’’ 

CAIR’s defense and Mr. Awad’s quote 
based simply on chronology is wanting 
in light of Hamas’ founding principles 
which clearly embrace violence. As the 
Washington Post’s Richard Cohen 
wrote in April of 2009: ‘‘Read the 
Hamas charter. It is not some uplifting 
cry of a downtrodden people seeking its 
freedom but a repellant anti-Semitic 
screed.’’ 

CAIR’s mission statement focuses on 
protecting the civil rights of Muslims 
in America and on improving Islam’s 
image. But CAIR’s action under the 
umbrella of civil rights raises trou-
bling questions. 

In November 2006, US Airways re-
moved six imams from a flight fol-
lowing passenger reports of unusual be-
havior. An Investor’s Business Daily 
piece described the imams’ action this 
way: ‘‘At the gate before boarding, 
they angrily cursed the U.S. Then they 
bowed to Mecca and prayed ‘very loud’ 
shouting ‘Allah Allah, Allah’ according 
to the gate agent and another witness. 
On the plane, they didn’t take their as-
signed seats and instead fanned out to 
the front, the middle, and the rear of 
the plane. . . . Some ran back and 
forth speaking to each other in Arabic. 
Adding to suspicions, most of them 
asked for seatbelt extensions even 
though they didn’t need them—or even 
use them. 

‘‘Following the incident, the imams 
and CAIR filed a lawsuit against US 
Airways, the Minneapolis-St. Paul 
Metropolitan Airports Commission and 
‘John Doe’ passengers,’’ meaning the 
passengers on the plane. 

Omar Mohammedi, the New York at-
torney who represented the imams, was 
a former president for the board of di-
rectors for CAIR, New York. The suit 

charged that the John Doe passengers 
‘‘may have made false reports against 
plaintiffs solely with the intent to dis-
criminate against them on the basis of 
their race, religion, ethnicity and na-
tional origin.’’ 

CAIR subsequently called on the De-
partment of Justice to investigate vio-
lations of civil liberties for the six reli-
gious leaders taken off the plane. 

The then-president of the Becket 
Fund for Religious Liberty, a Wash-
ington, DC public interest-based law 
firm protecting the free expression of 
all religious traditions, wrote the fol-
lowing letter to CAIR regarding suit 
against the John Doe passengers: 

‘‘This is a first for us. We have never 
opposed someone else’s claim for reli-
gious discrimination but this tactic of 
threatening suit against ordinary citi-
zens is so far beyond the traditions of 
civil rights litigation in the United 
States that we must oppose it to de-
fend the good name of religious liberty 
itself.’’ 

It is noteworthy that the Becket 
Fund has successfully argued cases for 
Muslims including securing a place for 
Muslim public school students in Texas 
to pray. In March of 2007, the Arizona 
Republic called the suit against ordi-
nary citizens ‘‘intimidation by law-
suit.’’ On April 9, 2007, the San Fran-
cisco Chronicle reported that CAIR’s 
Ibrahim Hooper had a notably different 
take: ‘‘It is wrongheaded for observers 
to be suspicious of innocent behavior. 
Praying or asking for a seatbelt exten-
sion—simply because a Muslim ‘That 
Muslim is wearing a tie,’ Hooper 
scoffed. ‘He can take it off and strangle 
someone.’ ’’ 

The U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation conducted an investigation fol-
lowing the passenger complaints and 
found that US Airways did not dis-
criminate against the six imams when 
it removed them. In a letter to CAIR’s 
acting legal director, the assistant gen-
eral counsel for Aviation Enforcement 
and Proceedings wrote the following: 
‘‘We find the decision to remove the 
imams from the aircraft was based on 
information available to the captain at 
the time and was reasonable . . . it ap-
pears that the captain decided to re-
move the imams because of security 
concerns as a result of the sum of the 
imams’ actual and perceived behavior, 
not their race or ethnicity. The fact 
that the captain’s concerns were not 
borne out in hindsight does not make 
the action that he took discrimina-
tory.’’ 

CAIR’s approach in this case was not 
simply an inconvenience. Rather, it 
had potential security implications as 
well. Airports nationwide implore trav-
elers to report suspicious activities. 
Signs on major highways, bridges and 
tunnels throughout America do the 
same. New York Metropolitan Transit 
Authority introduced an ad campaign 
which has been adopted by municipali-
ties around the country as part of their 
own anti-terrorism campaign. The ad 
features the following admonition: if 
you see something, say something. 
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But CAIR would have had Americans 

thinking, If you see something, think 
twice before you say something, lest 
you get mired in a lawsuit. USA Today 
editorialized in the days following the 
imams’ suit and said: ‘‘This legal tactic 
seems designed to intimidate pas-
sengers willing to do exactly what au-
thorities have requested—say some-
thing about suspicious activity.’’ The 
paper went on to report that ‘‘the 
imams want to know the names of an 
elderly couple who turned around to 
watch and then made cell phone calls 
presumably to authorities.’’ 

In a response to the incident at the 
Minneapolis Airport, Congressman 
PETER KING, the ranking member on 
the House Homeland Security Com-
mittee, and Congressman Steve Pearce 
first moved to provide immunity to 
those on public transportation who re-
port suspicious activity through a re-
committal motion to the Rail and Pub-
lic Transportation Security Act of 2007, 
which the House overwhelmingly 
passed in March 2007 by a vote of 304– 
121. 

Later in the 110th Congress, despite 
CAIR’s public lobbying effort, Mr. KING 
and Senator JOE LIEBERMAN were suc-
cessful in adding a section to the 9/11 
Commission Implementation Act, Pub-
lic Law 11053, which provides legal im-
munity to individuals who report ter-
rorists or suspicious activity which 
they see on trains or planes to law en-
forcement. 

In what has become a familiar re-
frain, Nihad Awad, on FOX News, 
March 31, 2007, said that PETER KING’s 
legislative efforts were encouraging 
Islamophobia. In fact, the bill language 
had the potential to encourage other 
John Does who encounter suspicious 
activity to report it to authorities. 

CAIR’s funding is also a source of in-
terest. Apart from the financial link 
with Holy Land Foundation, there is 
much that is unclear as to whether and 
to what degree CAIR is receiving con-
tributions from foreign governments. 
In a March 2007 interview with the Chi-
cago Tribune, Ahmed Rehab, CAIR-Chi-
cago’s executive director, said, ‘‘Nei-
ther CAIR chapters nor the national of-
fice solicits or accepts money from any 
foreign government.’’ 

A January 2007 open letter on CAIR’s 
Web site says they are ‘‘proud to re-
ceive support of every individual, 
whether Muslim, Christian, Jewish, or 
of another faith background, who sup-
ports the mission of promoting justice 
and mutual understanding as long as 
they are not an official of any foreign 
government and there are no strings 
attached to the request.’’ 

Yet in a sensitive, but unclassified, 
May 2006 State Department cable 
which was brought to my attention, 
U.S. embassy staff in Abu Dhabi cabled 
that the UAE press was reporting that 
‘‘Sheikh Hamdan bin Rashid al- 
Maktoum, deputy ruler of Dubai and 
UAE Minister of Finance and Industry 
has ‘endorsed a proposal to build a 
property in the U.S. to serve as an en-
dowment for CAIR.’’’ 

b 1345 
In another sensitive, but unclassified, 

June 2006 State Department cable, U.S. 
Embassy staff in Saudi Arabia reported 
the following after meeting with a 
CAIR delegation. The cable said, ‘‘One 
admitted reason for the group’s current 
visit to the KSA (Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia) was to solicit $50 million in 
governmental and nongovernmental 
contributions.’’ I submit both cables 
for the RECORD. 

According to the June 2006 cable, 
‘‘The core delegation consisted of CAIR 
Board Chairman Dr. Parez Ahmed, Ex-
ecutive Director Nihad Awad, and Com-
munications Director Cary (Ibrahim) 
Hooper.’’ On an MSNBC talk show with 
Tucker Carlson in September 2006, just 
3 months after the trip, Ibrahim Hoo-
per claimed, ‘‘To my knowledge, we 
don’t take money from the Govern-
ment of Saudi Arabia.’’ 

I want to make it clear that it is im-
portant to understand that American 
Muslims, like all Americans, are enti-
tled to organize, advocate, and engage 
in the political process; such are the 
makings of a vibrant democracy. They 
have taken advantage of the oppor-
tunity America provides for every 
background. They are teachers, doc-
tors, policemen, they are mothers and 
fathers and neighbors. 

I am reminded of a young Pakistani 
American who is Muslim that I had the 
privilege of meeting during one of my 
visits to Walter Reed Hospital. I met 
him when he was in the midst of his 
physical therapy, therapy that was 
necessary because he had lost both legs 
while in combat in Iraq. Despite his 
tremendous sacrifice, he was com-
mitted to the hard work of rehabilita-
tion, in part because he hoped to go 
back to Iraq. He was a patriot of the 
sort that ought to give us pause and 
ought to make us proud. 

I want to be absolutely clear that 
concerns I have with CAIR are specific 
to the organization and not to the Mus-
lim faith. Even a passing glance at my 
record in Congress should put any 
thought to the contrary to rest. 

In Sudan, Chechnya, China, Bosnia, 
and Kosovo, I have spoken out in de-
fense of people of the Muslim faith. I 
have been to Sudan five times, includ-
ing leading the first congressional dele-
gation to Darfur, where nearly all the 
victims of the genocide are Muslim. 

I was the only Member of Congress to 
visit Chechnya during the fighting in 
1995. When I returned, I condemned the 
violence against the Chechen people, 
most of whom were Muslim, and called 
for a cease-fire. 

I was one of the only Members to 
visit Muslim men in a Serb-run pris-
oner of war camp in Bosnia, where I 
saw evidence of a modern-day Holo-
caust taking place. And very early on, 
I began speaking out against the ethnic 
cleansing and the culture of genocide 
against the Bosnian people. I spoke out 
in favor of lifting the arms embargo 
against Bosnia so that the Muslim Bos-
nian Government could defend itself. I 

have visited Kosovo five times, and I 
voted and spoke out on the floor to ap-
prove the bombing campaign to stop 
the Serbian atrocities against Muslims 
in Kosovo. 

I was one of the first Members to 
raise concerns about the persecution of 
Muslims in China, and continue to 
speak out when few others do. 

Further, I was the author of the 
International Religious Freedom Act 
which created the U.S. Commission on 
International Religious Freedom as 
well as the International Religious 
Freedom Office at the State Depart-
ment. Central to the act was the asser-
tion that ‘‘freedom of religious beliefs 
and practices is a universal human 
right and fundamental freedom.’’ The 
legislation, and ultimately the offices 
it created, strengthens the United 
States’ advocacy on behalf of individ-
uals persecuted in foreign countries on 
account of religion, which, of course, 
includes persecuted Muslims. 

America is an imperfect Nation, but 
a great Nation, a ‘‘shining city on a 
hill’’ as described by our Founders, a 
beacon of hope for persecuted and op-
pressed people. For centuries, the 
‘‘huddled masses’’ depicted in the 
iconic poem at the base of the Statue 
of Liberty have arrived on these shores 
seeking a better life for themselves and 
their families. 

My grandparents immigrated to 
America from Germany. My father 
served in World War II. Part of the rea-
son he did so was that he felt a need to 
show that his loyalty was to America. 
Even though my grandparents were 
both native German speakers, when 
World War I broke out, my grand-
mother decided from that day forward 
only English would be spoken in their 
home. 

I share this bit of personal history to 
illustrate that I am sensitive to the 
challenges facing new immigrants, es-
pecially during times of war. There 
have been instances in our Nation’s 
history, especially when our country 
has been under attack, where the civil 
liberties of certain groups of people 
have been violated because other peo-
ple were afraid. This is inexcusable. 
But this is the exception, not the rule. 

Our experiment in self-governance 
has been marked by an unwavering 
commitment to basic freedoms for all 
people, among them the right to wor-
ship according to the dictates of your 
conscience. Many American Muslims 
left countries where such freedom is 
unimaginable; however, in a pluralistic 
society like ours, these principles are 
paramount. To silence or otherwise re-
press people of faith is inimical to the 
American way. In a public discourse, to 
accuse someone of religious bigotry or 
intolerance is a sure way to stifle de-
bate. 

On October 4, 2008, the editorial page 
editor of The Columbus Dispatch spoke 
to CAIR’s bent toward accusation as a 
means of muzzling debate. They said, 
‘‘For many years, CAIR has waged a 
campaign to intimidate and silence 
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anyone who raises alarms about the 
dangers of Islamic extremism. CAIR’s 
rationale is that discussions of Islamic 
extremism lead to animosity not just 
toward those who twist Islam into a 
justification for terrorism, but toward 
all who practice Islam. 

‘‘CAIR’s concern is understandable, 
but its response is unreasonable.’’ They 
went on to say, ‘‘The group acts prop-
erly when it hammers home the point 
that only a small number of Muslims 
support religiously motivated violence, 
and that targeting law-abiding Mus-
lims is wrong. Where CAIR errs is in la-
beling anyone who discusses Islamic 
terrorism a bigot and hatemonger, an 
Islamophobe, to use CAIR’s favorite 
slur.’’ Ironically, some of CAIR’s most 
pointed attacks have in fact been 
aimed at other Muslims who dare to 
have differing views. 

In a 2006 Philadelphia Inquirer piece, 
CAIR’s Hooper is quoted as saying 
Zuhdi Jasser, President of the Amer-
ican Islamic Forum for Democracy, 
who has been critical of CAIR, was 
‘‘providing others with an opportunity 
to advance an agenda that is hostile to 
the American Muslim community.’’ 

Given CAIR’s genesis, its associa-
tions with known terrorist entities and 
individuals, and its tactics—namely, 
attempting to discredit anyone who 
dares to speak out against its organiza-
tion—their cries of victimization and 
accusations of religious bigotry appear 
disingenuous. 

And given the dangerous world in 
which we live today, any attempt to 
literally silence honest discourse about 
the nature of the threats facing our 
country is intolerable and must be ad-
dressed. 

I stand today with other elected offi-
cials who have raised questions about 
CAIR. Senator SCHUMER describes 
CAIR as an organization ‘‘which we 
know has ties to terrorism.’’ Demo-
cratic Senator DICK DURBIN has said 
that CAIR is ‘‘unusual in its extreme 
rhetoric and its association with 
groups that are suspect.’’ 

Democratic Senator BARBARA BOXER 
withdrew an award she gave to an offi-
cial at a local CAIR chapter because 
she ‘‘had concerns about statements by 
some CAIR officials and about claims 
of financial links to terrorism.’’ And 
other Senators, including Republicans 
JON KYL and TOM COBURN, have voiced 
support for the FBI’s actions in sev-
ering ties with CAIR. 

I stand today with counterterrorism 
experts, including Steven Pomerantz, 
the FBI’s former chief of counterter-
rorism, who has stated, ‘‘CAIR, its 
leaders, and its activities effectively 
give aid to international terrorist 
groups.’’ 

And perhaps most importantly, I 
stand with thousands of American 
Muslims for whom CAIR does not 
speak. In June, 2007, the Washington 
Times published a report which ana-
lyzed CAIR’s tax documents and found 
that CAIR’s membership has declined 
by 90 percent since 9/11. Zuhdi Jasser of 

the American Islamic Forum for De-
mocracy was quoted in the article as 
saying, ‘‘This is the untold story in the 
myth that CAIR represents the Amer-
ican Muslim population. They only rep-
resent their membership and donors.’’ 

In 1999, the Islamic Supreme Council 
of America, ISCA, issued an open letter 
to all Muslims after Shaykh Kabbani, 
Chairman of the ISCA, spoke at a State 
Department open forum on Islamic ex-
tremism and subsequently came under 
public attack by several organizations, 
including CAIR. In the open letter, 
ISCA says the organizations attacking 
Kabbani, among them CAIR, ‘‘have not 
quoted a single statement of Shaykh 
Kabbani in full or in context. More-
over, the statements were augmented 
with emotionally charged words like 
‘promoted and generalized an allega-
tion,’ ‘outrageous statements,’ and 
‘Islamophobic,’ thereby thwarting his 
original intention and message.’’ The 
letter goes on to say, ‘‘In their action 
alerts, CAIR has a chronic tendency to 
negatively juxtapose Islam and Ameri-
cans.’’ 

Consider, too, the words of Dr. 
Hedieh Mirahmadi, then general sec-
retary of the Islamic Supreme Council 
of America, quoted in a 1999 ISCA press 
release following this same incident. 
She remarked, ‘‘The carefully orches-
trated and calculated plot to intimi-
date Shaykh Kabbani into retracting 
his statements only goes to prove the 
unwillingness to tolerate differences of 
opinion and belief, as well as the extent 
to which they would go to silence the 
voice of opposition.’’ 

Or consider the testimony of Zeyno 
Baran, a prominent Turkish American 
scholar who is presently a senior fellow 
at the Hudson Institute. In July of 2008, 
speaking before the Senate Committee 
on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs, she stated that she be-
lieved CAIR ‘‘was created by the Mus-
lim Brotherhood to influence the U.S. 
Government, Congress, and NGOs, 
along with academic and media 
groups’’ and lamented that, ‘‘despite 
being founded by leading Islamists, 
CAIR has successfully portrayed itself 
as a mainstream Muslim organization 
over the past 15 years and has been 
treated as such by many U.S. Govern-
ment officials.’’ 

Or most recently, an April 2009 adver-
tisement in Weekly Standard authored 
by ‘‘American Muslims,’’ applauded the 
FBI for rejecting CAIR. The signatories 
included representatives of six dif-
ferent organizations, and I submit a 
copy of the ad for the RECORD. The sig-
natories wrote, ‘‘We observe that they 
(CAIR) denounce ‘terrorism’ in general 
terms, but not the specific actions of 
Islamic groups like Hamas or 
Hezbollah. They denounce violence, but 
not the ideologies behind it.’’ Further, 
the group acknowledged CAIR’s ‘‘at-
tempts to chill free speech by calling 
critics of radical Islam 
‘Islamophobes.’ ’’ 

Finally, I would like to close my 
speech by recognizing the men and 

women of the FBI and the hard work 
they do every day to keep this country 
safe, and to restate the FBI’s own 
words, ‘‘Until we can resolve whether 
there continues to be a connection be-
tween CAIR or its executives and 
Hamas, the FBI does not view CAIR as 
an appropriate liaison partner.’’ 

I completely agree. 
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E.O. 12958: N/A 
TAGS: KISL, SOCI, PHUM, PGOV, KDEM, 

AE 
SUBJECT: VISIT BY COUNCIL ON AMER-

ICAN ISLAMIC RELATIONS 
(CAIR) TO UAE 

1.(U) On May 21, the Council on American 
Islamic Relations (CAIR) paid a courtesy 
call on the Ambassador to discuss the orga-
nization’s issues, outreach strategies, and its 
visit to the UAE. The UAE press has re-
ported that Sheikh Hamdan bin Rashid al- 
Maktoum, Deputy Ruler of Dubai and UAE 
Minister of Finance and Industry, ‘‘has en-
dorsed a proposal to build a property in the 
U.S. to serve as an endowment for CAIR.’’ 
DCM, PAO and MEPI Regional Director also 
participated in the meeting. 

2.(U) The group expressed ideas about 
countering negative stereotypes about Mus-
lims in the U.S. (‘‘Islamophobia’’) and ad-
dressing anti-Americanism in the Middle 
East. They mentioned previous meetings 
with State Department officials, U/S Karen 
Hughes and A/S David Welch, their attend-
ance at the Secretary’s Iftar, and spoke of a 
possible meeting with President Bush in the 
future. 

3.(U) Mr. Don Myers, representing Wash-
ington, D.C. public relations firm Hill & 
Knowlton, provided a short demonstration of 
a PR campaign designed to support CAIR’s 
overall organizational objectives defined as: 
1) political empowerment of Muslims, 2) 
grassroots effort by CAIR to improve com-
munity relations with non-Muslims, 3) 
launching of an effective, long-term (5 year) 
advertising/outreach campaign to counter 
negative stereotypes about Muslims. 

4.(U) Members of the CAIR delegation in-
cluded: Hon. Larry Shaw, Senator (North 
Carolina General Assembly); Hon. Paul Fin-
dley, Former U.S. Representative; Don 
Myers, Washington, D.C. public relations 
firm Hill & Knowlton; Nihad Awad, CAIR Ex-
ecutive Director and Co-Founder; Cary 
(Ibrahim) Hooper, CAIR Communication Di-
rector and Co-Founder; Dr. Parvez Ahmed, 
CAIR Board Chairman; and Dr. Nabil 
Sadoun, CAIR Board Member. 

5.(U) CAIR delegation also paid a call ear-
lier in the day on Sheikh Sultan bin Muham-
mad al-Qassimi, Ruler of Sharjah, which was 
covered in the press. 

6.(U) Sheikh Ali al-Hashemi, UAE Presi-
dential Adviser on Islamic affairs, is hosting 
a reception at his house this evening, May 
22, in honor of the CAIR group; Ambassador 
and PolOff to attend. Al-Hashemi also 
thanked the Ambassador for receiving the 
CAIR delegation. 

7.(SBU) Comment: CAIR Executive Direc-
tor Nihad Awad told us that while they were 
pleased with the results of the meeting with 
Sheikh Hamdan bin Rashid, they had no con-
crete information on the size of the endow-
ment or when it might be forthcoming. Awad 
also mentioned that the Bin Hamoodah 
Group, a $500 million/year trading company, 
founded by three Emirati brothers and rep-
resenting Haliburton, IBM, FMC Corporation 
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and General Motors, is CAIR’s main bene-
factor in the UAE. One newly-rich stock 
trader, Talal Khoori (UAE national of Ira-
nian origin), is believed to have donated one 
million dollars to CAIR. 

Sison. 
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1.(U) Following up on a similar visit to the 

UAE in May (reftel), a delegation from the 
U.S.-based Council on American Islamic Re-
lations (CAIR) visited the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia (KSA) in June. On June 22 the group 
paid a courtesy call on the Embassy to dis-
cuss the organization’s issues and outreach 
strategies. In the Ambassador’s absence, 
DCM received the group, along with the PA 
Counselor and Poloff (notetaker). 

2.(SBU) Prior to coming to Riyadh, the 
CAIR group visited Mecca and Jeddah. Al-
though they apparently were not received at 
the highest levels of the SAG, the group as-
sured the Embassy that ‘‘King Abdullah 
knows CAIR very well’’ and receives regular 
updates on the group’s projects. After recall-
ing the success of their visit to the UAE in 
May, the group predicted that they would be 
back in the region by fall to visit Kuwait and 
Qatar. The group also mentioned that they 
had been well-received in Washington by sen-
ior State Department officials, including 
Secretary Rice and Undersecretary Hughes. 

3.(U) The core delegation consisted of CAIR 
Board Chairman Dr. Parvez Ahmed, Execu-
tive Director Nihad Awad, and Communica-
tions Director Cary (Ibrahim) Hooper. Ac-
companying them were former U.S. Rep-
resentative Paul Findley and Don Myers, a 
former DoD official now with Hill and 
Knowlton public relations. 

4.(U) During their hour-long meeting in the 
Embassy, the group presented various 
projects that CAIR is working on to counter 
negative stereotypes about Muslims in the 
U.S. (‘‘Islamophobia’’), linking their work to 
concern over growing anti-Americanism in 
the Middle East. One of the current CAIR 
projects they discussed was the presentation 
of ‘‘accurate books about Islam’’ to schools 
and libraries in the U.S. 

5.(SBU) Mr. Don Myers, representing Hill 
and Knowlton, gave a short demonstration of 
a CAIR-funded media campaign to support 
CAIR’s overall information outreach effort. 
According to Myers, this private campaign 
will emphasize both grassroots outreach to 
improve American non-Muslim under-
standing of Muslims and the encouragement 
of political engagement by American Mus-
lims. The multi-year broadcast and print 
campaign is to be entitled ‘‘Let the Con-
versation Begin’’ and is aimed at countering 
negative stereotypes about Muslims within 
the broad American public. 

6.(SBU) One admitted reason for the 
group’s current visit to the KSA was to so-
licit $50 million in governmental and non- 
governmental contributions. PA Counselor 
noted that private outreach activities can 
provide valuable support to USG efforts to 
build mutual understanding overseas but 
cautioned that USG Public Diplomacy (PD) 
funds cannot be used or associated with ef-
forts to target American audiences. The del-

egation was interested to hear of the Embas-
sy’s PD exchange and activities within the 
KSA and offered to help support them in any 
appropriate way. The group did not share, 
however, any details of their success or lack 
thereof in fundraising within the KSA. 

Oberwetter. 

f 

AIG BONUSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LATOURETTE) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Speaker, 
we have been coming to the floor for 
about 4 months now in an attempt to 
get to the bottom of one or two mys-
teries. I had hoped to be able to come 
to the floor today to indicate that one 
of those mysteries had been solved or 
that we were closer to its resolution. 

The Speaker will recall that earlier 
this year the United States Congress 
passed a stimulus bill that was re-
quested by the new President of the 
United States, about $789 billion. And 
whether you agreed with that legisla-
tion or not, during its path through the 
legislative process there was great con-
cern—and continues to be great con-
cern; I heard one of my colleagues give 
a Special Order this afternoon about 
the bonuses, the millions of dollars of 
bonuses that are being paid to execu-
tives on Wall Street, executives who 
work for companies who, in some in-
stances, have led to the mess we find 
ourselves in financially. 

When the stimulus bill was being 
crafted over in the other body, the 
United States Senate, two Senators— 
one Republican and one Democrat, the 
Republican is OLYMPIA SNOWE of 
Maine, the Democrat is RON WYDEN of 
Oregon—they crafted language that 
would have put strings on, would have 
said maybe when things aren’t going so 
good and we’re giving billions of dol-
lars of taxpayer money to these Wall 
Street firms, maybe we should have 
some conditions under which the bo-
nuses are paid and how they’re paid 
and how much they can get. But then a 
funny thing happened. The House 
passed its version, the Senate passed 
its version. Madam Speaker, you know 
that when we have bills that pass each 
Chamber and there are some dif-
ferences in them, we have to appoint a 
conference committee, and they meet 
and work out the differences and then 
send back to us a conference report. 

b 1400 

Somehow, somewhere in that con-
ference committee, the language that 
was put in by Senator SNOWE and Sen-
ator WYDEN was taken out of the bill 
and about 40 words that are located on 
the easel to my left were inserted into 
the bill. And, Madam Speaker, as you 
read that language, not only were 
there no longer any strings on those 
bonuses, but this paragraph specifi-
cally protected any bonus that was 
given to any official, including the 

ones that became controversial a little 
later, AIG, and said any bonus that was 
agreed to before February 11, and Feb-
ruary 11 was the day that the stimulus 
bill was passed, so anything agreed to 
before that day was protected. Then 
about a week later, the news came out 
that AIG, the insurance company 
that’s received billions of dollars of 
taxpayers’ money, was going to pay its 
executives $173 million in bonuses. 

And you should have heard the hue 
and cry around this place, Madam 
Speaker. Everybody was shocked. The 
President of the United States was 
shocked. Members of Congress were 
shocked. Members of the United States 
Senate were shocked. People at the De-
partment of Treasury were shocked. 

Well, they shouldn’t have been 
shocked because, after this language 
was inserted, the bill came back to 
both the House and the Senate. Every 
Republican voted against it; every 
Democrat, save 11, voted for the stim-
ulus bill that included this paragraph 
that protected the $173 million in bo-
nuses. 

We have been coming to the floor for 
the last several months to try to find 
out, because nobody’s fessing up. No-
body has said, Hey, you know what? I 
took out the first language and I put in 
this language, and maybe you could 
tell us why. But nobody will do that. 
Everybody wants this issue to go away. 
And as a matter of fact, people were so 
shocked that their reaction, the major-
ity’s reaction, was to come up with 
really a stupid bill, and that was to tax 
these bonuses, rather than going back 
and doing the right thing and taking 
out their mistake, to tax these bonuses 
at 90 percent. 

And I will tell you why I call that a 
stupid bill, Madam Speaker. I call it a 
stupid bill because the person who got 
the biggest bonus at AIG got $6.4 mil-
lion. I think it was a man. So if you’re 
really mad at that guy, why just take 
away 90 percent of his bonus? Why 
don’t you take away 100 percent of his 
bonus? So that stupid piece of legisla-
tion, and, thankfully, President Obama 
didn’t think much of it and neither did 
the Senate, but the legislation over 
here still would have left that guy at 
AIG with $640,000. Well, Madam Speak-
er, in my district in northeastern Ohio, 
it would take 16 years for somebody 
making $40,000 a year to make $640,000. 
So again, rather than correcting the 
mistake, they came up with—it wasn’t 
even a fig leaf, it was a fig tree to pre-
tend that they were really mad about 
the bonuses that they authorized with 
their vote. 

So we, myself and other Members, 
Mr. MCCOTTER from Michigan, have 
been coming to the floor. And I grew up 
playing a game called Clue, a very 
wonderful game to play around the 
kitchen table with your kids. Hasbro, I 
think, is the manufacturer of it. And so 
with apologies to Hasbro, we came up 
with ‘‘Clue,’’ because if you play Clue, 
and, Madam Speaker, I don’t know if 
you’re a Clue player or not, but the 
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