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repeats around the country every day, will

no longer be able to occur:

PABSS staff represented a 57-year-old fe-
male and SSDI beneficiary, diagnosed with
bilateral blindness and orthopedic disabil-
ities. She had not been employed since losing
her eyesight several years ago. She sought to
return to work, and applied for services from
the Division of Vocational Rehabilitation
(DVR). DVR took her application, dis-
regarded her statutory presumptive eligi-
bility, and sent her a letter stating that she
was ineligible for DVR services because of
“transferable job skills.” As a direct result
of PABSS advocacy, DVR reopened this
woman’s case, found her presumptively eligi-
ble, conducted an appropriate Comprehen-
sive Assessment of Rehabilitation Needs, and
negotiated with her former employer to
allow her to return to her previous job. As a
result, this woman has returned to the work-
force.

Examples, such as the above story, dem-
onstrate that losing the PABSS program will
hurt efforts to encourage people with disabil-
ities to return to work, which in turn leads
to further depletion of the Social Security
Disability trust fund.

Again, thank you for introducing the
“WIPA and PABSS Continuation of Services
Act of 2012.”” We look forward to working
with you and your colleagues to enact this
important legislation into law.

Sincerely,
CURT DECKER,
Executive Director.
CONSORTIUM FOR CITIZENS
WITH DISABILITIES,
June 28, 2012.

Hon. XAVIER BECERRA,

Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Social Secu-
rity of the Committee on Ways and Means,
Washington, DC.

DEAR RANKING MEMBER BECERRA: The un-
dersigned Co-Chairs of the Consortium for
Citizens with Disabilities (CCD) Employment
and Training and Social Security Task
Forces are writing to thank you and express
our strong support for the bill you are intro-
ducing to ensure the continuation of services
under the Work Incentives Planning and As-
sistance (WIPA) program and the Protection
and Advocacy for Beneficiaries of Social Se-
curity (PABSS) program. These two criti-
cally important programs help beneficiaries
of the Social Security disability programs
navigate the complex program rules and
work incentives and attain economic self-
sufficiency. The PABSS program was created
in 1999 to protect the rights of beneficiaries
as they attempt to go to work. The WIPA
program funds Community Work Incentive
Coordinators who help beneficiaries under-
stand their options if they choose to return
to work. Without congressional action, these
programs will run out of funding soon caus-
ing many Social Security disability bene-
ficiaries to go without services to help them
return to work.

As you know, both WIPA and PABSS are
vital to help Social Security Disability In-
surance and Supplemental Security Income
beneficiaries who wish to return to the work-
force. WIPA grants go to local non-profits
and other agencies to support outreach, edu-
cation and benefits planning. WIPA grantees
inform beneficiaries on the impact that em-
ployment will have on their disability in-
come and medical coverage, and address
many of the real fears that individuals have
about going to work at the risk of losing
health coverage.

PABSS provides a wide range of services to
Social Security beneficiaries. This includes
information and advice about obtaining vo-
cational rehabilitation and employment
services, information and referral services on
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work incentives, and advocacy or other legal
services that a beneficiary needs to secure,
maintain, or regain gainful employment. Ad-
vocates funded by PABSS can investigate
and advocate to remedy complaints of em-
ployment discrimination and other civil and
legal rights violations, and to address defi-
ciencies in entities providing employment
supports and services to beneficiaries.

Thank you for your leadership in con-
tinuing the WIPA and PABSS programs. We
thoroughly support the continuation of these
vital programs for people with disabilities.

Sincerely,

Consortium for Citizens with Disabilities
Employment & Training Task Force Co-
Chairs:

ALICIA EPSTEIN,
NISH.
SUSAN GOODMAN,
National Down Syn-
drome Congress.
CHARLES HARLES,
Inter-National  Asso-
ciation of Business
Industry and Reha-
bilitation (I-
NABIR).
SUSAN PROKOP,
Paralyzed Veterans of
America.

Consortium for Citizens with Disabilities

Social Security Task Force Co-Chairs:
JEANNE MORIN,

National  Association
of Disability Rep-
resentatives.

TJ SUTCLIFFE,
The Arc of United

States
ETHEL ZELENSKE,
National  Association
of Social Security
Claimants’ Rep-
resentatives.

EASTER SEALS,
Washington, DC, June 27, 2012.

Hon. XAVIER BECERRA,

Ranking Member, Social Security Subcommittee,
Committee on Ways and Means, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR RANKING MEMBER BECERRA: I am
writing in support of your legislative efforts
to continue the Work Incentives Planning
and Assistance (WIPA) and Protection and
Advocacy for Beneficiaries of Social Secu-
rity (PABSS) programs at the Social Secu-
rity Administration (SSA).

WIPA and PABSS provide Social Security
beneficiaries with disabilities with access to
reliable work incentive and benefits informa-
tion that can help lead to increased employ-
ment and decreased reliability on public ben-
efits. Four Easter Seals affiliates provide
work and benefits counseling through WIPA
to veterans, transition-to-work aged youth,
and other Social Security beneficiaries who
are interested in entering or returning to the
workforce. Through the WIPA program,
Easter Seals affiliates have helped thousands
of individuals across the country, including
many who are now working, paying taxes
and improving their futures.

SSA has taken steps to wind down these
programs by informing current WIPA and
PABSS grantees to stop taking new clients
and to finish their work with existing cli-
ents. Service disruption will further discour-
age beneficiaries from working—the very
problem these programs were designed by
Congress to address. In addition, gaps in
service will result in the loss of experienced
work incentive staff members that are spe-
cially trained on the complexities of the cur-
rent work incentive system and rules. Shut-
ting down and reopening WIPA services will
cost far more in terms of dollars and lost ex-
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pertise than a simple continuation. While
Easter Seals believes SSA has the authority
and funding to continue WIPA and PABSS
through the end of fiscal year 2012, we
strongly support your legislative fix to make
it absolutely clear and to avoid future shut-
downs of these programs.

Easter Seals applauds your efforts to con-
tinue these important programs for people
with disabilities. We look forward to work-
ing with you to move the bill through the
legislative process.

Sincerely,
KATY BEH NEAS,

Senior Vice President, Government Relations.

———

IN TRIBUTE TO CAPTAIN RYAN
RAWL

HON. JOE WILSON

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 29, 2012

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, on Wednesday, June 20, 2012, Captain
Ryan Rawl, of Lexington, South Carolina, was
kiled in action while serving in the South
Carolina Army National Guard in Afghanistan.
Captain Rawl is a graduate of Lexington High
School in 2000. After graduating from high
school, Captain Rawl furthered his education
and graduated from The Citadel in 2004 with
a major in Criminal Justice before joining the
South Carolina National Guard in 2006. While
in college, Captain Rawl received an award for
his outstanding service on the school’s Honor
Court and enjoyed leading underclassmen in
Bible study. Captain Rawl joined the National
Guard in 2006. Since his active duty deploy-
ment, Captain Rawl has received numerous
decorations and honors including The Bronze
Star, The Purple Heart, The Combat Action
Badge, The South Carolina Medal of Valor,
and The South Carolina Meritorious Service
Medal.

We are able to enjoy our freedoms due to
the sacrifices of the brave men and women
serving in our Armed Forces. Captain Rawl
paid the ultimate sacrifice dedicating his life
protecting American families and all of the
freedoms we hold so dear.

My thoughts and prayers are with wife,
Katherine, and their two young children, Callie
and Caleb, as well as his parents Stanley and
Diane Rawl. As a Guard veteran myself with
four sons currently serving in the military, |
particularly appreciate your extraordinary mili-
tary family. Freedom is not free.

——————

RECOMMENDING THAT ATTORNEY
GENERAL ERIC HOLDER BE
FOUND IN CONTEMPT OF CON-
GRESS

SPEECH OF

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 28, 2012

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, | submit the fol-
lowing letters to Ranking Member ELIJAH CUM-
MINGS regarding H. Res. 711.
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV-
ERNMENT REFORM,
Washington, DC, May 30, 2012.

Hon. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS,

Ranking Member, Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform,House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR RANKING MEMBER CUMMINGS: This
letter is a follow-up to my letter dated May
24, 2012 regarding the March 15, 2010 applica-
tion for a wire intercept that the Justice De-
partment authorized in support of Operation
Fast and Furious.

ADDITIONAL WIRETAP APPLICATIONS OBTAINED
BY THE COMMITTEE

The Committee has obtained three addi-
tional wiretap applications from the Fast
and Furious investigation, dated April 19,
2010, May 7, 2010, and May 18, 2010, respec-
tively. These three applications pertain to
four target telephone lines. Each application
includes an accompanying memorandum,
dated April 15, 2010, May 6, 2010, and May 14,
2010, respectively, from Assistant Attorney
General of the Criminal Division Lanny A.
Breuer to Paul M. O’Brien, Director, Office
of Enforcement Operations, authorizing the
interception application. The memoranda
from Breuer were marked specifically for the
attention of Emory Hurley, the lead federal
prosecutor for Operation Fast and Furious.

In response to your personal request, I am
enclosing copies of these three wiretap appli-
cations. Please take every precaution to
treat them carefully and responsibly. I am
hopeful that they will assist you in under-
standing the extent of information brought
to the attention of senior officials in the
Criminal Division who were responsible for
reviewing the contents of the applications to
determine if they were legally sufficient and
conformed to Justice Department policy.
The information is as vast as it is specific.
These wiretap applications, signed by the
late Deputy Assistant Attorney General
John C. Keeney under the authority of his
supervisor, Assistant Attorney General
Breuer, provide additional insight into who
knew—or should have known—what and
when in Operation Fast and Furious.

To assist you in better understanding the
facts, I appreciate the opportunity to provide
relevant and necessary context for some of
the information in these wiretap applica-
tions. Due to the sensitivity of the docu-
ments, individual targets and suspects will
be referred to with anonymous designations.
Nonetheless, you will see that the individ-
uals referred to in the wiretap applications
are well-known to our investigation.

FACTS LEARNED FROM THE FIRST WIRETAP

APPLICATION

As I understand it, the wiretap application
authorized on March 15, 2010 was the first in
this controversial case. Like many federal
wiretap applications, the affidavit provided
significant details about the controversial
operational tactics used in the case, such as
breaking off surveillance of a suspect who
had illegally purchased firearms. As we now
know, as early as December 2009 agents from
ATF and DEA knew that the main target of
the case, Target 1, planned to acquire fire-
arms for the purpose of transporting them to
Mexico. In fact, the affidavit in the first
wiretap application provides entire conversa-
tions obtained through a separate DEA wire
intercept detailing Target 1’s efforts. The af-
fidavit acknowledges that while monitoring
the DEA target telephone numbers, law en-
forcement officers intercepted calls that
demonstrated that Target 1 was conspiring
to purchase and transport firearms for the
purpose of trafficking the firearms from the
United States to Mexico.

At the time it was preparing the first wire-
tap affidavit, ATF was aware that from Sep-
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tember 2009 to March 15, 2010, Target 1 ac-
quired at least 852 firearms valued at ap-
proximately $500,000 through straw pur-
chasers. As of March 15, 2010, ATF had iden-
tified 21 of these straw purchasers. Between
September 23, 2009 and January 27, 2010, 139
firearms purchased by these straw pur-
chasers were recovered—38l of those in Mex-
ico. These recoveries occurred one to 49 days
after their purchase in Arizona. The docu-
ment reflects that the Justice Department
should have been fully aware that large sums
of money were being used to purchase a large
numbers of firearms, many of which were
flowing across the border. In fact, ATF even
knew the tactics the smugglers were using to
bring the guns into Mexico. The straw pur-
chasers would purchase the firearms in Ari-
zona and then transport them either to Mex-
ico or a location near the U.S.-Mexico border
from which others would drive the guns into
Mexico.

The first wiretap application in Fast and
Furious contains rich detail about the trans-
actions by many of the straw purchasers.
Given this detail, it shocks the conscience
that federal law enforcement officials inten-
tionally abandoned surveillance. Even more
shocking is that upon reviewing these facts,
senior Justice Department officials author-
ized the wiretap applications instead of shut-
ting down the investigation.

NEW INFORMATION CONTAINED IN ADDITIONAL

WIRETAP APPLICATIONS

These three additional wiretap applica-
tions further demonstrate that senior offi-
cials in the Justice Department’s Criminal
Division failed to sound the alarm, despite
being presented with unmistakable evidence
of the extent of the Fast and Furious gun
trafficking ring. Given the danger involved,
these officials should have intervened with-
out hesitation. Throughout this investiga-
tion, one of my goals has been to hold these
officials accountable for their management
failures. In public statements, you have indi-
cated you agree with this objective. Given
this new evidence obtained by the Com-
mittee, I expect you to join me in seeking to
hold these officials accountable.

SENIOR DOJ OFFICIALS KNEW BY MAY 2010 THAT

AT LEAST 1,500 FIREARMS WERE INVOLVED,

AND RECOVERIES IN MEXICO WERE ONGOING

The affidavits for the additional wiretap
applications demonstrate that senior offi-
cials at both ATF and Justice Department
headquarters knew that Target 1 was con-
tinuing to acquire firearms illegally and
traffic them to Mexico. By April 19, 2010,
Target 1 had acquired at least 1,217 firearms
through straw purchasers, costing approxi-
mately $800,000. By May 17, 2010, less than a
month later, Target 1 had acquired nearly
300 additional firearms. Between September
23, 2009 and March 23, 2010, 302 of these fire-
arms were recovered, including 182 in Mexico
and 116 along the U.S.-Mexico border. These
recoveries occurred between one and 105 days
after the firearms were purchased in Ari-
zona. The affidavits illustrate that ATF al-
lowed Target 1 to continue to operate the
firearms trafficking ring despite evidence in-
dicating that they should have shut it down.
Senior Department officials also failed to act
on these facts. As a result, Target 1 was able
to acquire even more firearms.

MONITORED PHONE CALLS DETAIL LARGE
NUMBERS OF FIREARMS

The affidavits include details of phone con-
versations showing that Target 1 and related
straw purchasers were heavily involved in il-
legal firearms trafficking. For example, one
affidavit details recorded conversations over
the course of a 30-day period between Straw
Purchaser Y and a cooperating FFL. In each
of these recorded conversations, Straw Pur-
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chaser Y discussed future firearms purchases
from the FFL. Following each of those con-
versations, Straw Purchaser Y later arrived
at the FFL and purchased firearms.

In that month alone, Straw Purchaser Y
bought a total of 120 AK-47 type rifles, 6 FN
Herstal 5.7 caliber pistols, a Springfield Ar-
mory .40 caliber pistol, a Glock .45 caliber
pistol, a Colt model “El Jefe’ .38 super, and
a Barrett .50 caliber rifle. One person’s pur-
chase of over 120 assault-type firearms in
less than a month should have set off alarm
bells for Criminal Division lawyers reading
these affidavits. That fact alone should have
been enough for a senior Department official
to stop this program. Nobody did. This fail-
ure to raise an alarm represents a major
breakdown in leadership.

SURVEILLANCE CONTINUES ON THE ILLEGAL

PURCHASE AND TRANSFER OF FIREARMS

In addition to recording conversations of
straw purchasers, ATF surveillance units
continued to observe them buy guns ille-
gally. For example, on April 16, 2010 surveil-
lance units witnessed Straw Purchaser Y buy
three Barrett .50-caliber rifles at a cost of
$9,000 each from an FFL. Surveillance fol-
lowed Straw Purchaser Y and observed him
transfer at least one of the rifles into a vehi-
cle registered to Target 1. After the transfer,
surveillance followed Target 1’s vehicle to
the residence of Straw Purchaser V, where
the firearm was unloaded from the vehicle.
Again, law enforcement did not interdict
these guns or make an arrest.

On April 24, 2010, surveillance units ob-
served Straw Purchaser Y purchase three FN
Herstal 5.7 mm pistols from the same FFL.
Later that day, surveillance units followed
Straw Purchaser Y to his residence, where
the same vehicle belonging to Target 1 was
parked. After leaving Straw Purchaser Y’s
residence, the vehicle was later observed at
the residence of Straw Purchaser V. At that
point, surveillance was simply terminated.

A Barrett .50-caliber is a fearsome rifle
that New York City Police Commissioner
Ray Kelly has called a ‘‘weapon of war.”
Senior Justice Department officials should
have asked tough questions of ATF about
the circumstances surrounding each of these
purchases. Given the circumstances of these
purchases and the subsequent transfer to
Target 1’s vehicle, senior Department offi-
cials had a duty to intervene in the oper-
ation to ensure that it was being conducted
in accordance with the law and Department
policy. Instead, they stood by as the straw
purchasing ring continued unabated.

TRACKING BORDER CROSSINGS

The affidavits also describe Target 1’s bor-
der crossings, some of which occurred imme-
diately following periods of buying from the
straw purchasers. From December 17, 2009 to
March 23, 2010, Target 1 made 13 documented
crossings from Mexico into the United
States. Eleven of these crossings occurred at
Texas points of entry.

On December 31, 2009, Straw Purchaser Y
purchased seven firearms. The following day,
Target 1 crossed by vehicle from Mexico into
the United States via a port of entry in
Fabens, Texas. From December 30, 2009 to
January 15, 2010, Straw Purchaser Y and
Straw Purchaser Z purchased a combined
total of 80 firearms. Then, on January 18,
2010, Target 1 again crossed from Mexico into
the United States via the Faben, Texas point
of entry. From January 26, 2010 to February
12, 2010, Straw Purchaser B, Straw Purchaser
N, and Straw Purchaser Y purchased 62 fire-
arms combined. On February 13, February 15,
and February 16, 2010, Target 1 crossed by ve-
hicle from Mexico into the United States via
a port of entry in El Paso, Texas. From April
6, 2010 to April 24, 2010, Straw Purchaser Y
purchased 24 firearms. On April 26, 2010, Tar-
get 1 crossed by vehicle from Mexico into the
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United States via a port of entry in
Lukeville, Arizona. The affidavits also state
that Target 1 routinely travelled to El Paso,
Texas. In fact, according to the affidavits,
intercepted phone calls show that at that
time, Target 1 was engaging in conversations
relating to firearms trafficking with individ-
uals in and around El Paso, Texas.

Moreover, one of the affidavits states that
ATF agents believed Straw Purchaser Y was
also traveling to El Paso, Texas to receive
U.S. currency to transport back to Mexico
for future gun purchases in the Phoenix, Ari-
zona area. For example, on March 23, 2010,
the day after Straw Purchaser Y returned
from El Paso, Texas, Straw Purchaser M,
Straw Purchaser N, and Straw Purchaser Q
purchased a total of 30 AK-47 type rifles and
7.62x39 caliber ammunition from Phoenix,
Arizona FFLs. Straw Purchaser Y traveled
to El Paso, Texas on two occasions after
March 21, 2010. On both occasions, Straw
Purchaser Y drove to El Paso, Texas, stayed
at a hotel approximately one day, and then
drove back to Phoenix, Arizona. On the sec-
ond occasion, surveillance units observed
Straw Purchaser Y meeting with an un-
known individual before returning to Phoe-
nix, Arizona a short time later.

CONCLUSION

These wiretap affidavits show that straw
purchasers were buying massive numbers of
guns from Phoenix area FFLs, and that fed-
eral law enforcement officials were contem-
poraneously aware of many of these sales. By
monitoring and recording phone calls and
conducting extensive surveillance, ATF
tracked the actions of the firearms traf-
ficking ring. ATF knew, and shared with the
Criminal Division, that Target 1 facilitated
the illegal transfer of these firearms to Mex-
ico for the drug cartels. The volume of fire-
arms distributed by the gun trafficking ring
was a major threat to public safety. Despite
the volume of information gathered through
this field work, no one in ATF or Justice De-
partment headquarters took action. This is
inexcusable.

The new facts these wiretap applications
reveal are dismaying. More than we pre-
viously believed, senior officials at the De-
partment of Justice were aware of specific
information about ATF’s efforts to monitor
illegal transactions and subsequently aban-
don surveillance. Now, more than ever, it is
imperative that you join me in demanding
that these senior officials be held account-
able.

Sincerely,
DARRELL ISSA,
Chairman.
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND
GOVERNMENT REFORM,
Washington, DC, June 1, 2012.

Hon. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS,

Ranking Member, Committee on QOversight and
Government Reform,House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR RANKING MEMBER CUMMINGS: This
letter is a follow-up to my letters dated May
24, 2012 and May 30, 2012 regarding the appli-
cations for wire intercepts the Justice De-
partment authorized on March 15, 2010, April
19, 2010, May 7, 2010, and May 18, 2010 in sup-
port of Operation Fast and Furious.
ADDITIONAL WIRETAP APPLICATIONS OBTAINED

BY THE COMMITTEE

The Committee has obtained two addi-
tional wiretap applications from the Fast
and Furious investigation, dated June 2, 2010
and July 2, 2010. These two applications per-
tain to two target telephone lines. Each ap-
plication includes an accompanying memo-
randum, dated June 1, 2010 and July 1, 2010,
respectively, from Assistant Attorney Gen-
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eral Lanny A. Breuer to Paul M. O’Brien, Di-
rector of the Office of Enforcement Oper-
ations, authorizing the interception applica-
tion. The memoranda from Breuer were
marked specifically for the attention of
Emory Hurley, the lead federal prosecutor
for Operation Fast and Furious.

These documents further highlight the
scope and volume of information known by
the Department of Justice, including senior
officials in the Criminal Division, about Fast
and Furious. Between March and July 2010,
these officials had access to rapidly mount-
ing evidence of firearms trafficking and
gunwalking, and had multiple opportunities
to halt Operation Fast and Furious. They did
not. Instead, these officials authorized the
wiretap applications, and Fast and Furious
continued unabated.

In response to your personal request, I am
enclosing copies of these two wiretap appli-
cations. Please take every precaution to
treat them carefully and responsibly. I am
hopeful that they will assist you in under-
standing the extent of information brought
to the attention of senior officials in the
Criminal Division who were responsible for
reviewing the contents of the applications to
determine if they were legally sufficient and
conformed to Justice Department policy.
The information they contain is as vast as it
is specific. These wiretap applications were
signed by Jason M. Weinstein and Kenneth
A. Blanco, respectively, under the authority
of their supervisor, Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral Breuer.

To assist you in better understanding the
facts, I appreciate the opportunity to provide
relevant and necessary context for some of
the information in these wiretap applica-
tions. Due to the sensitivity of the docu-
ments, individual targets and suspects will
be referred to with anonymous designations.
Nonetheless, you will see that the individ-
uals referred to in the wiretap applications
are well-known to our investigation.

FACTS LEARNED FROM THE PRIOR WIRETAP

APPLICATIONS

The prior four wiretap applications pro-
vided a breathtaking amount of facts and de-
tails about the operational tactics used in
Fast and Furious. The applications dem-
onstrate that ATF knew as early as Decem-
ber 2009 that the main target of the case,
Target 1, planned to acquire firearms for the
purpose of transporting them to Mexico. In
fact, the applications include entire con-
versations obtained through a DEA wire
intercept demonstrating Target 1’s specific
plans. The applications acknowledge that
while monitoring the DEA target telephone
numbers, law enforcement officers inter-
cepted calls that demonstrated that Target 1
was conspiring to purchase and transport
firearms for the purpose of trafficking the
firearms from the United States to Mexico.

The applications include transcripts of
phone conversations showing that Target 1
and related straw purchasers were heavily
involved in illegal firearms trafficking. The
applications describe ATF surveillance units
observing straw purchasers buying guns ille-
gally. The applications also describe Target
1I’s border crossings, which often coincided
with firearms purchases by the straw buyers.
The affidavits even show that firearms were
recovered in Mexico soon after straw pur-
chasers bought them in Arizona, sometimes
the next day. Though aware of all of these
facts, ATF did not arrest anyone in the gun
trafficking ring until many months later.

NEW INFORMATION CONTAINED IN ADDITIONAL

WIRETAP APPLICATIONS

These two additional wiretap applications
further demonstrate that senior officials in
the Justice Department’s Criminal Division
failed to sound the alarm, despite being pre-
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sented with unmistakable evidence of the ex-
tent of the gun trafficking ring and the con-
troversial tactics used in Fast and Furious.
Given the danger involved, these officials
should have intervened without hesitation.
Throughout this investigation, one of my
goals has been to hold these officials ac-
countable for their management failures. In
public statements, you have indicated you
agree with this objective.
$1 MILLION WORTH OF FIREARMS

From September 2009 to July 2010, Target 1
acquired over 1,500 firearms through his
straw purchasers at a cost of approximately
$1,000,000. In other words, Target 1’s firearms
trafficking ring acquired at least an addi-
tional 700 guns at a cost of $500,000 in ap-
proximately four months after the Justice
Department authorized the first wiretap ap-
plication.

From December 17, 2009 to July 2, 2010,
Target 1 crossed from Mexico into the United
States a total of 15 times. Thirteen of these
15 crossings occurred at Texas port of en-
tries. According to the applications, Target 1
orchestrated both narcotics and firearms
transactions with the intent to sell nar-
cotics, purchase firearms, and then transport
the firearms into Mexico from the United
States. Although ATF and the Justice De-
partment were aware of this information for
many months, they took no steps to inter-
rupt Target 1’s criminal activities.

STRAW PURCHASERS BY THE NUMBERS

These additional wiretap applications
again provide startling numbers regarding
Target 1’s straw purchasers. For example, by
July 2, 2010, Straw Purchaser Y had pur-
chased at least 616 firearms from the Arizona
Federal Firearms Licensees (FFLs). Y pur-
chased 125 of these guns between March 26,
2010 and June 5, 2010. By March 26, 2010, ATF
had only recovered 81 firearms purchased by
Straw Purchaser Y, including 28 in Mexico,
within eight to 120 days after the firearms
were purchased in Arizona.

Straw Purchaser Z had bought 281 firearms
from Arizona FFLs by June 8, 2010. By July
2, 2010, at least 57 of these guns had been re-
covered in the possession of others or at
crime scenes, either in the United States or
Mexico. Surveillance units also observed a
vehicle registered to Straw Purchaser Z
parked in front of Target 1's residence from
June 4, 2010 until June 7, 2010. On June 7,
2010, Customs and Border Protection officers
observed Straw Purchaser Z and Target 1
crossing into the United States from Mexico
in a vehicle registered to Straw Purchaser B.

Between January 26, 2010 and June 5, 2010,
Straw Purchaser N purchased 96 firearms
from Arizona FFLs. From October 5, 2009
through June 8, 2010, Straw Purchaser B
bought 83 firearms from Arizona FFLs. In
that same period, Straw Purchaser Q pur-
chased 141 firearms.

The applications painstakingly document
several of the straw purchasers’ firearms ac-
quisitions, including specific quantities,
dates, and locations. The applications also
specify to whom the firearms were trans-
ferred, and even at what specific crime
scenes the guns were later recovered. Though
fully aware that these firearms were being
smuggled into the hands of the Mexican drug
cartels, senior Department officials allowed
the illegal purchases and transfers to con-
tinue. The continued acquisition of firearms
by the gun trafficking network exacerbated
the threat to public safety. Even when faced
with these stark facts, senior Department of-
ficials failed to put an end to this operation.

ADDITIONAL WIRETAP APPLICATIONS

You now have a total of six applications
for Fast and Furious. Officials in the Justice
Department’s Criminal Division authorized
these applications on the following dates:
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Wiretap

Date Criminal Division Signature

March 10, 2010 ...
3 April 15, 2010
May 6, 2010 ...
May 14, 2010 .
June 1, 2010 ..
July 1, 2010 ....

Kenneth Blanco.
John Keeney.
John Keeney.
John Keeney.
Jason Weinstein.
Kenneth Blanco.

X

~o Ui —

There may be additional wiretaps from
Fast and Furious that are not currently in
the Committee’s possession. During his tran-
scribed interview, Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General Jason Weinstein said:

Q. And did you review wiretap applications
in Operation Fast and Furious?

A. I reviewed what I believe to be three of
the wiretaps in Fast and Furious, in what I
now know to be Fast and Furious.

Weinstein later clarified:

Q. How many did you authorize?

A. I authorized three to the best of my
recollection.

Q. You were the signing official author-
izing three?

A. On three of them, yes.

As the chart above reflects, however,
Weinstein only signed one of the wiretaps
currently in possession of the Committee.
This leaves the likely possibility that at
least two more wiretaps from Fast and Furi-
ous exist. To fully understand the scope of
what the Criminal Division knew about Fast
and Furious and when they knew it, it is es-
sential that the Committee have access to
these other two wiretap applications, if they
exist.

CONCLUSION

The volume of information known to sen-
ior Justice Department officials regarding
Fast and Furious by July 2, 2010 is over-
whelming. Despite this, Fast and Furious
continued for nearly seven more months. No-
tably, only after U.S. Border Patrol Agent
Brian Terry’s murder were arrests made and
indictments issued. In light of the informa-
tion contained in these wiretap affidavits,
approved under Assistant Attorney General
Breuer’s authority, Washington, D.C.-based
Justice Department officials can no longer
disclaim responsibility in failing to shut
down Fast and Furious. We now know nu-
merous senior officials had access to infor-
mation about the controversial and dan-
gerous operational tactics used in Fast and
Furious.

At the Committee’s February 2, 2012 hear-
ing with the Attorney General, you stated
that we ‘‘now have all the facts.” These
wiretap applications prove that your com-
ment was premature. The information con-
tained in these wiretaps underscores the re-
ality that we do not have all the facts. I hope
you will join me in strongly urging the De-
partment of Justice to cooperate with our
investigation fully until we obtain all the
facts and it holds those responsible for au-
thorizing the continuance of this operation
accountable.

Sincerely,
DARRELL ISsA,
Chairman.

———

IN CELEBRATION OF THE 25TH
CHURCH ANNIVERSARY OF REV-
EREND DAVID L. STANLEY, SR.

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR.

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 29, 2012

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is
my honor to extend my personal congratula-
tions to the Reverend David L. Stanley, the
beloved pastor of Union Baptist Church in
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Macon, Georgia, who will be celebrating 25
years at this wonderful church. On Sunday,
July 8, 2012, he will be honored by his con-
gregation at Union Baptist Church for this im-
portant milestone.

Rev. Stanley, the second youngest of five
children, was born to Charles and Anna Stan-
ley. He grew up in Dublin, Georgia and at-
tended M.M. Burdell Elementary School and
Northeast High School in Macon, Georgia.

Rev. Stanley went on to receive a Certifi-
cate of Diploma in Old and New Testament
Studies from Moody Bible College. He also
obtained a Bachelor of Arts degree in Biblical
Studies from Carolina University in Lincolnton,
North Carolina. However, Rev. Stanley’s stud-
ies have not concluded as he strives to con-
tinue to understand and keep abreast of the
Word of God.

Before becoming pastor of Union Baptist
Church, Rev. Stanley served as a Sunday
School teacher, Assistant Superintendent and
Superintendent. He received God’s call to the
ministry in 1985 and accepted pastoral duties
at Union Baptist Church two years later in
1987.

Union Baptist Church has had an enduring
history. After relocating many times since the
church was founded in 1893, a church at the
present site was built in 1963. Many improve-
ments and additions have been made since
then and groundbreaking for the new edifice
was held on November 27, 1999, during Rev.
Stanley’s tenure. Two years later, on April 1,
2001, the new sanctuary was unveiled and
dedicated to the Lord.

Under Rev. Stanley’s leadership, Union
Baptist Church has grown not only in size, but
also in faith. Always pressing towards the
mark for the prize of the high calling of God
in Christ Jesus, in order to better improve the
craft of Christian discipleship, Rev. Stanley’s
philosophy emphasizes the importance of in-
structing his flock and others in becoming
more knowledgeable about God's Word. Put-
ting his philosophy into action, he imple-
mented the Union Baptist Non-Accredited
Bible School to enhance regular Bible study
among members of his congregation and the
community.

As a servant of God, Rev. Stanley is also a
servant of others. He has received a “Key to
the City” for his community work. Always en-
deavoring to motivate others, he was chosen
as one of Macon’s Most Inspirational Speak-
ers by the residents of the city. He is also in-
volved in the Union Baptist Association, the
Georgia Baptist Convention and the Baptist
Minister’'s Union.

Rev. Stanley is a great and inspirational
leader, but none of this would have been pos-
sible without the love and support of his wife,
Deborah, and his son, David, Jr.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join
me today in congratulating Reverend David L.
Stanley for 25 outstanding years of pastorship
at Union Baptist Church in Macon, Georgia.
He has truly implemented the Word of God in
his congregation and in the community. | am
profoundly grateful for his outstanding Chris-
tian stewardship and dedication to his church
and family.

Truly to God be the glory!

June 29, 2012
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, June 29, 2012
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, on June 28,
2012, | was unavoidably detained and was un-
able to record my vote for rollcall No. 438.

Had | been present | would have voted:
Rollcall No. 434: “yes”—Securing Maritime

Activities  through  Risk-based Targeting
(SMART) for Port Security Act.
———

HONORING DR. EDMUND O.
SCHWEITZER, III

HON. CATHY McMORRIS RODGERS

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 29, 2012

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to congratulate a very good friend
and constituent, Dr. Edmund O. Schweitzer, Il
on receiving the 2012 Institute of Electrical
and Electronics Engineers Medal in Power En-
gineering.

Truly one of the most inspirational individ-
uals | have ever met, Dr. Schweitzer is an
electrical engineer and President, CEO, and
Founder of Schweitzer Engineering Labora-
tories in Pullman, Washington. After growing
up in Chicago, he received his bachelor's and
master’s degrees in electrical engineering from
Purdue University, West Lafayette, Indiana,
and his doctorate from Washington State Uni-
versity, Pullman. After sharpening his craft at
Ohio University and Washington State Univer-
sity, Dr. Schweitzer founded SEL, Inc. in 1982
in Pullman, Washington. An IEEE Fellow and
member of the U.S. National Academy of En-
gineering, Dr. Schweitzer's has more honors
and accolades to fully list, but they include an
Alumni Achievement Award from Washington
State University and the Purdue University
Outstanding Electrical and Computer Engineer
Award.

Since its founding, SEL has grown into the
world’s leading power protection company with
over 3,000 employee-owners with facilities in
20 countries around the world. Dr. Schweitzer
envisioned the concept of the “smart grid”
long before the term was popularized. He rec-
ognized early in his career the importance of
computer technology for power protection and
how it could change the field. Dr. Schweitzer's
pioneering inventions and leadership in bring-
ing computer-based methods to the market-
place starting in the 1980s have revolutionized
safety, reliability and efficiency in generating,
transmitting and distributing electric power and
have transformed operation of the power grid.

Much like Benjamin Franklin and many of
our nation’s greatest inventors, Dr. Schweitzer
was not deterred by early set backs or con-
ventional wisdom that ran contrary to his
transformational vision. Dr. Schweitzer’s inno-
vations have allowed engineers of all back-
grounds to monitor, control and protect power
systems in ways not previously imagined. As
an engineer with keen business intellect, Dr.
Schweitzer realized early on that his innova-
tions could revolutionize companies’ bottom
line—allowing them to reduce expenses, ex-
pand, and create jobs. The application of Dr.
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