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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today | wish to
recognize the efforts of eight individuals
whose actions in 1971 helped uncover the ille-
gal actions by some working on behalf of our
own government to suppress the civil rights of
many of our citizens. These eight individuals
were members of a group who called them-
selves the Citizens’ Commission to Investigate
the FBI (the “Citizens’ Commission”). The Citi-
zens’ Commission was responsible for obtain-
ing documents from the Media, Pennsylvania
office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
that helped prompt the national debate about
the intelligence community’s domestic surveil-
lance programs. The ensuing discussion ulti-
mately led to the first congressional investiga-
tions of all intelligence agencies and to the es-
tablishment of the first congressional intel-
ligence oversight committees.

We know the names of six of these individ-
uals: William C. Davidon, Keith Forsyth,
Bonnie Raines, John C. Raines, Robert
Williamson, and Judi Feingold. Two members
of the Citizens’ Commission whose actions are
equally commendable and contributed just as
significantly to the cause and legacy of the
Citizens’ Commission have chosen to remain
in anonymity.

On the evening of March 8, 1971, the mem-
bers of the Citizens’ Commission entered the
satellite office of the FBI in Media, Pennsyl-
vania, and left having taken nearly all of the
documents they found within the office. In the
following months, the members of the Citizens’
Commission repeatedly mailed to reporters at
several news publications documents detailing
the contours of our intelligence agencies’ pro-
grams that spied on American citizens and the
vast length to which our civil rights had been
violated for decades in the name of J. Edgar
Hoover's desire to quell political dissent.
These programs included COINTELPRO, or
Counter Intelligence Program, a series of cov-
ert and often illegal programs conducted by
the FBI targeted at disrupting domestic polit-
ical organizations. It has been said that the in-
tent of COINTELPRO was to accomplish its
goals by destroying lives and ruining reputa-
tions.

The revelations made by the Citizens’ Com-
mission sparked a national debate concerning
these programs as well as the importance of
civil and privacy rights to all Americans. The
news reports generated by the documents that
had been made public helped form the basis
for creation of the congressional committees
that investigated intelligence agencies in 1975.
Hearings held by the Senate committee,
known as the Church Committee for its chair-
man, the late Senator Frank Church of Idaho,
revealed the wide scope and impact of J.
Edgar Hoover’'s FBI on American life through-
out his nearly half century as director of the
Bureau. Testimony before the committee re-
vealed that he had secretly used his power to
destroy individuals and organizations whose
opinions and purposes he disliked. He secretly
punished civil rights and antiwar activists and
also average Americans who expressed their
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dissent in letters to newspapers or by partici-
pating in demonstrations. In the Bureau’s har-
assment operations—as opposed to law en-
forcement or intelligence gathering—officials of
the FBI secretly operated as prosecutor, judge
and jury against people Hoover regarded as
subversive. Thousands of people in govern-
ment and education lost their jobs as a result
of unverified files created by FBI informers
that were used against people who were not
permitted to face their accusers.

From the beginning of the Vietnam war,
Hoover made himself the watchdog of dissent
against the war—dissent by average Ameri-
cans as well as Members of Congress who
questioned war policy. In August 1964, when
only two senators, Senator Ernest Gruening,
Democrat from Alaska, and Senator Wayne
Morse, Democrat from Oregon, opposed the
Vietnam War authorization legislation—known
as the Gulf of Tonkin resolution—the FBI di-
rector regarded their votes as subversive.
Agents collected the names, and started files
on people who sent telegrams to Senator
Morse expressing support for his stand
against the authorization bill. Two years after
the resolution was passed, when Senator J.
William Fullbright, Democrat from Arkansas,
convened hearings to assess the progress of
the war, Hoover placed Fullbright under sur-
veillance to determine if he was a communist
or dupe of communists.

The Church Committee’s extensive final re-
port stated:

“Many of the techniques used would be in-
tolerable in a democratic society even if all the
targets had been involved in violent activity,
but COINTELPRO went far beyond that. The
unexpressed major premise of the programs
was that a law enforcement agency has the
duty to do whatever is necessary to combat
perceived threats to the existing social and po-
litical order.”

The Church Committee further concluded,
“Too many people have been spied upon by
too many government agencies, and too much
information has been collected.”

As a result of the actions of the Citizens’
Commission, the resulting national discussion
about these issues led to important changes
to our government’s domestic surveillance op-
erations. The FBI's policies and practices were
evaluated and reformed with respect to how
the agency addressed domestic security
threats, and the Department of Justice insti-
tuted investigative guidelines on domestic in-
telligence gathering.

Because of the important contribution the
Citizens’ Commission made to the public
awareness and debate concerning domestic
surveillance, national security, civil rights, and
privacy, these eight individuals deserve our
recognition as some of them have recently
made their identity known. The identities of six
of them and the impact of their non-violent act
of resistance recently became known in the
documentary film 1971, directed by Johanna
Hamilton, and in the book The Burglary: The
Discovery of J. Edgar Hoover's Secret FBI,
written by Betty Medsger.

While we continue to discuss the proper use
of domestic surveillance techniques today,
particularly as technology evolves in ways that
could not have been foreseen during the
1970s, we must remain vigilant to abuses of
power, even if done with the stated goal of
protecting the public. May we strengthen our
resolve to protect the rights these individuals
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cherished and helped preserve over forty
years ago.
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Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | am privileged to
interact with some of the brightest students in
the 22nd Congressional District who serve on
my Congressional Youth Advisory Council. |
have gained much by listening to the high
school students who are the future of this
great nation. They provide important insight
into the concerns of our younger constituents
and hopefully get a better sense of the impor-
tance of being an active participant in the po-
litical process. Many of the students have writ-
ten short essays on a variety of topics and |
am pleased to share them with my House col-
leagues.

Austin  Hernandez attends Foster High
School in Richmond, Texas. The essay topic
is: select an important event that has occurred
in the past 15 years and explain how that
event has changed our country.

THE STEPPING STONE TO DESIGNER BABIES.

Imagine a world in which a couple could
choose the gender of their baby. There would
be no more suspense about the baby’s gender.
Before conception, people would know and
would be able to give themselves adequate
time to prepare for the arrival of their new
bundle of joy. Well, this is a process that ac-
tually exists; it’s called gender selection. On
May 3lst, 2012 The U.S. House of Representa-
tives voted on whether or not to pass a na-
tional Ban on the use of abortion to elimi-
nate an unborn child because of an undesired
sex. This fast track procedure was not
passed, but still has hope. If it were passed
then the gender selection could be promoted
and this reoccurring problem would not
exist. Over the Past decade Gender selection
has become a common practice used by many
couples around the world.

The world today is not perfect, and neither
are its people. Heart disease, cancer, Alz-
heimer’s, and many other diseases run
ramped in children, and one can’t really pre-
vent it. But what if it were preventable?
With gender selection, this is possible. Ac-
cording to the Center for Human Reproduc-
tion (CHR), ‘“‘In some cases, the so-called
‘‘sex-linked diseases’ are inherited via the
mother but only male offspring are affected
(muscular dystrophy, hemophilia, etc.).”” For
example, because hemophilia only affects
males, a woman with hemophilia has the dis-
ease but it does not affect her. However if
she were to become pregnant with a boy, the
disease would then affect him. With gender
selection she would be able to save her baby
boy from a life of problems. This process has
led to fewer abortions and increased the
health of children, which in turn could vir-
tually increase the life expectancy of the
U.S.

There are not only health reasons, but also
psychological reasons for gender selection.
The CHR states that ‘‘a single female may
feel better equipped having a daughter than
a son; parents who lost a child may feel a
strong need for a child of the same gender.”’
If one were a single parent, wouldn’t they
feel better with a child of the same gender?
They also claim that parent’s whose children
have passed away, may have the desire for
another child of the same gender. In fact,




		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-08-26T11:17:08-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




