The latest News Around Us in Sept_08
18 Trump appointees have either resigned or been terminated from military service
academy boards, White House official says
Felicia Sonmez - The Washington Post
Eighteen Trump administration appointees serving on the advisory boards of military
service academies have either resigned from their positions or were terminated,
following a request from the Biden administration earlier this week, a White House
official said Friday.
The appointees had been serving on the advisory boards of the Air Force Academy,
Naval Academy and U.S. Military Academy at West Point, with six on each board,
according to the official, who was not authorized to speak publicly on the matter.
Among the Trump appointees were former White House counselor Kellyanne Conway,
former White House press secretary Sean Spicer and former national security adviser
H.R. McMaster.
On Wednesday, the White House defended the move, arguing that it was about
qualifications and values, not politics.
“The president’s objective is what any president’s objective is: to ensure you have
nominees and people serving on these boards who are qualified to serve on them and
who are aligned with your values,” White House press secretary Jen Psaki told
reporters. “And so, yes, that was an ask that was made.”
The boards are composed of members of Congress and presidential appointees.
Board members serve for three years in an advisory capacity.
Conway had been appointed to the Air Force Academy Board of Visitors. Spicer, a
Navy Reserve commander, had been serving on the Naval Academy’s advisory board.
McMaster had been appointed to the advisory board at the U.S. Military Academy;
the retired U.S. Army lieutenant general is a West Point graduate and previously
taught history there.
Retired four-star Army Gen. Jack Keane also was appointed to the U.S. Military
Academy Board.
Some of the Trump appointees who had been asked to resign responded by defiantly
refusing to do so or by criticizing the Biden administration.
Conway, in response to the request, tweeted a letter to Biden in which she said: “I’m
not resigning, but you should,” saying the White House action “seems petty and
political, if not personal.”
Russ Vought, the former director of the Office of Management and Budget in the
Trump administration, had been serving on the Naval Academy’s Board of Visitors.

In a tweet earlier this week, he shared a copy of the letter requesting his resignation
along with a defiant reply: “No. It’s a three-year term.”

Seth Wenig/AP A view of the United States Military Academy at West Point, N.Y.
(Seung Min Kim contributed to this report.)
Afghan Family Now Safe in U.S. Fears Taliban's Threat to Their Relatives:
'Searching Homes and Killing People'
Diane Herbst - People
It's been almost a month since Bushra Farkish, her husband, Qais Wared, and their
11-month-old son flew out of Afghanistan on Aug. 15, the day the capital fell to
Taliban control and life as she'd always known it vanished.
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"It was really difficult for me to accept that all of the work done in this past 20 years
— when we tasted freedom and our rights — is now gone.
It's nothing," the Afghan citizen, 26 and now living in the Seattle area on a Special
Immigrant Visa, tells PEOPLE in this week's issue. "We are lucky to be out. Nobody
is safe there."
Bushra's daily calls home are increasingly alarming.
Her parents -— her father worked for the Afghan judicial system; her mother, as a
teacher — are suddenly jobless and afraid to leave their house near Kabul; her
grandparents and three youngest siblings (of six total) remain there.
"We are receiving reports from our relatives that [the Taliban] are searching the
houses, looking for former government officers," says Qais, 30, who had worked for
the U.S. Drug Enforcement Administration and feared he was also a target after, he
says, the Taliban killed three of his DEA colleagues over the last several years.
"They're killing those people anonymously, they are killing Afghan soldiers and
national security soldiers, specifically," Qais says.
"The people who live there, they know about what they are doing there."
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Bushra was 6 when the U.S.-led invasion of Afghanistan ousted the Taliban in 2001
and, growing up in a district of Kabul, she doesn't remember the time when women
were denied higher education and most jobs, unlike her mother.
(Women and girls in the country's rural areas, home to the majority of the country's
population, faced their own challenges over the decades, without the same
breakthroughs.)

"She says that the Taliban has not changed a little bit even," Bushra says of her mom.
"They have been in the mountains for the past 20 years. They have not got any
education, no civilization, nothing at all. So how can they change? Nothing has
changed since past 20 years. Taliban is the same Taliban."
Already, the Taliban has come frighteningly close to her family. On a recent call with
her mother, Bushra learned that when some fighters noticed her younger sisters and
had marriage intentions, her 20-year-old sister and a brother, 18, escaped with Qais'
family to Qatar.
"I couldn't believe this was really happening to my own family," Bushra says. The
other sister, 17, is "too attached to my mom; she didn't want to leave."
"In the middle of the night, I would wake up and see her studying," says Bushra. "She
wanted to enter the School of Economics. Now she tells me, 'I have no hopes
anymore.'"
Bushra, meanwhile, grew up going to school, becoming fluent in five languages and
earning two college degrees — in computer science and business.
Since 2016 she was working with the U.S.-based Tragedy Assistance Program for
Survivors (TAPS), whose Afghan Hope Project trains Afghan war widows to make
lapis bracelets that help fund the group's services for the families of fallen American
service personnel.
"It was a beautiful way for the widows of Afghanistan to honor the American widows
and for us to give economic opportunity to the widows of Afghanistan," explains
TAPS founder Bonnie Carroll.
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After Bushra, Qais and Liam landed in Virginia on Aug. 17, they continued on to
Lynnwood, Washington, near Seattle, joining Bushra's sister Anosha, 24, her husband
(who worked for the U.S. embassy in Kabul) and their 2-year-old son in their two-bed
room apartment.
"For several days I couldn't believe we made it out," says Bushra. "I never imagined
I would come to the United States."
"It breaks my heart sometimes," she says, "that I had to leave everything and
everyone behind and start from zero." Bushra says she only left in order to give baby
Liam a better life.
Qais is looking for work in finance, while Bushra continues, remotely, her TAPS work
with Afghan widows. TAPS director of international programs Kyle Harper
marshaled friends to shower the newcomers with everything from a spatula to
diapers:
"I put out a call on Facebook — 'Can someone help me buy my friend a bed?' — and
it spiraled from there."
Harper, whose fiancé was an army staff sergeant killed in Iraq in 2007, feels a
kinship with Bushra. "You had a life planned," she says, "and then all of sudden, it's
taken away."
Meanwhile, Bushra and Qais are overwhelmed with how welcoming they have found
Americans. Says Bushra: "What else can we wish for?"
If you'd like to help, you can support Bushra Farkish's work with the Afghan Hope
Project at shop.taps.org.
Donations to the International Refugee Assistance Project (refugeerights.org) and
International Rescue Committee (rescue.org) support the evacuation and resettlement
of at-risk Afghans.
The Lutheran Immigration and Refugee Service (lirsconnect.org) seeks volunteers and
donations to help arriving refugees. And Airbnb is giving free housing to 20,000
Afghan refugees worldwide. To share your home, go to airbnb.org/refugees.

BLM Kicked Out of Kabul: Taliban to Cover George Floyd Mural
Samantha Chang - The Western Journal
In a smackdown of leftist “wokeness,” the Taliban was set to remove a reverential
mural of George Floyd, who died in Minneapolis police custody last year and has
emerged as the face of the Black Lives Matter movement.

The Taliban’s artistic overhaul began last week with numerous murals painted over
following the botched withdrawal of U.S. troops from Afghanistan, The
Guardian reported Tuesday.
The radical Islamic group is replacing left-wing iconography on the streets of Kabul
with paintings of its own flag and slogans touting its “victory” over the United States.
It was unclear Friday morning whether that Floyd mural had been painted over.
The Daily Mail reported Wednesday that the artwork “has not been covered up yet,
though it is perhaps only a matter of time.”
An unverified tweet Friday morning appeared to show parts of the mural covered with
white paint.

The Guardian reported that those already painted over included a mural honoring a
murdered Japanese aid worker and another commemorating the 2020 peace
agreement the U.S. had arranged between the Taliban and the now-ousted Afghan
government.
Omaid Sharifi, the co-founder of the art group that painted the social justice murals,
isn’t surprised the Taliban are marking their territory in this aggressive manner.

“Taliban was and is an armed movement that only understands guns, violence,
beating, beheading, suicide vests and bombs,” he told The Guardian.
“There is no vocabulary about art in the Taliban’s dictionary. They even cannot
imagine art. I think they don’t understand it, that’s why they are destroying it.”

Sharifi said he believes the Taliban is vandalizing his group’s artwork to silence the
pro-democracy messages he claims they represent.
“These murals not only belong to me or the Artlords, they belong to the people of
Afghanistan because for each of them we invited 50 to 200 people to paint them,” he
said.
“These are about the wishes, demands and the asks of Afghan people. It was their
voice on these walls. These murals were against corruption and were pushing for
transparency.”
Interestingly, Black Lives Matter said nothing about the Taliban’s move to destroy the
Floyd mural. This is noteworthy because the race-hustling organization complains
about nearly everything else.
Imagine if a European government had removed a Floyd mural. BLM, Democrats and
their media cronies would undoubtedly screech nonstop about this supposed “white
supremacist oppression.”
But since the Taliban did it, the American left is apparently cowering in silence.
Meanwhile, many conservatives were amused by the delicious irony of BLM graffiti
being defaced by the Taliban.

That said, the left doesn’t really have a right to complain about art destruction
because they’ve been doing it across the United States for the past five years.

This week, a statue of Confederate Gen. Robert E. Lee was removed in Richmond,
Virginia, pursuant to an order from the state’s Democratic governor, Ralph Northam.
Onlookers chanted “Black Lives Matter!” during the removal, according to ABC
News.

There will undoubtedly be more left-wing vandalism in the near future. After all,
Columbus Day is next month.

Entire Kimberling City Police Department Resigns
Sandy Malone - The Police tribune

Kimberling City, MO – The Kimberling City police chief, a sergeant, and three
officers have submitted their resignations, leaving the police department with no
officers when they go.
The city administration said the mass exodus began when Kimberling City Police
Chief Craig Alexander put in his papers on Aug. 23, KOLR reported.
Chief Alexander said he had accepted a position with the Branson West Police
Department, KYTV reported.
The police chief said he was leaving Kimberling City because he needed a change and
wanted to better himself.
Kimberling City Police Officer Shaun McCafferty submitted his resignation to the
department on Sept. 1, KOLR reported.
Officer McCafferty said he had seen an opportunity “better myself and my
employment status,” and will be joining Chief Alexander on the Branson West police
force, KYTV reported.
But the resignations didn’t stop there.
Kimberling City Police Officer Rutger House submitted his resignation on Sept. 2,
KOLR reported.
Officer House reportedly did not give a reason for leaving the department but city
officials said that he was moving out of Missouri.
Kimberling City Police Sergeant Aaron Hoeft resigned on Tuesday, KOLR reported.
The sergeant told the city he was leaving because “unfortunately the inevitability of
having no qualified officers at the current pay rate and no police clerk able to assist
in the administration side of running this department, I feel it would be impossible to
do the job at the best of my abilities,” KOLR reported.
Kimberling City Police Officer Caleb McCarty was the last of the team to submit his
resignation on Wednesday.
Officer McCarty hasn’t said why he resigned, KOLR reported.
When Officer McCarty’s resignation goes into effect, the city will be left with no
police force at all.
Kimberling City Mayor Bob Fritz called the resignation of his entire police force a
surprise, KYTV reported.
“It is unfortunate these officers have decided to leave the city at this time,” Fritz said.
“This was unexpected, and the short notice is disappointing.”

The mayor said he planned to move forward and address pay and benefits so that
Kimberling City would be able to attract and keep officers in the future, KYTV
reported.
“The Mayor and Board of Aldermen have given full approval to recruit a new Police
Chief and supporting staff, and they will be hired as soon as possible,” Fritz said in a
statement.
In the meantime, the Stone County Sheriff’s Department and the Branson West police
have agreements to provide coverage in Kimberling City until the police department
is re-staffed, KOLR reported.

Democrats present case to legalize immigrants through budget bill
Camilo Montoya-Galvez - CBS News
The slim Democratic majority in Congress is pushing forward with an ambitious plan
to legalize an estimated 8 million immigrants living in the U.S. without legal status
through a budget bill that would circumvent the 60-vote threshold typically needed to
pass major legislation in the Senate.
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Democratic staff met with the Senate parliamentarian on Friday to try to convince her
that the massive legalization program can be enacted through the budget
reconciliation process, a procedure that allows spending bills to pass the Senate with
a simple majority, congressional officials told CBS News. Republican staff were
expected to argue against the proposal.

It's the Senate parliamentarian who rules on whether an element of legislation can be
allowed in a budget bill. The parliamentarian has to determine whether the provision
has a direct budgetary impact.
If successful, the legalization plan would allow undocumented immigrants who came
to the U.S. as children, Temporary Protected Status (TPS) beneficiaries, farmworkers
and other pandemic-era essential workers to apply for permanent U.S. residency, or
green cards, Democratic Senate aides said.
Democratic aides said their proposal complies with the reconciliation rules.
Historically, provisions that the Senate parliamentarian determined would have an
"incidental" impact on the budget have collapsed, including a plan to raise the
minimum wage in February.
"We believe that passing this legislation through reconciliation is permissible because
the bill's budgetary effects are a substantial, direct and intended result, and that the
non-budgetary effects do not so disproportionately outweigh the budgetary effects as
to make them merely incidental," one aide said.
The budgetary impact, according to the Democratic aides, is that the legislation
would allow immigrants to apply for permanent residency, which would qualify them
for federal benefits, like Affordable Care Act healthcare subsidies, Medicaid,
refundable tax credit, Supplemental Security Income and the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program (SNAP), or food stamps.
The Congressional Budget Office's preliminary estimate predicts that this would
increase budget deficits by $139.6 billion over a 10-year period, the aides said. This
would amount to a "substantial and direct budgetary impact," the aides added.
The Democrats' argument, the aides noted, does not include the "huge" boost they
believe the legalization program will inject into the U.S. economy.
Democratic Congressman Raul Ruiz, chair of the Congressional Hispanic Caucus,
said "this is the moment" to place millions of undocumented immigrants on a pathway
to U.S. citizenship, highlighting their contributions to the U.S. effort to fend off the
coronavirus pandemic.
"The urgency has reached its peak in light of this pandemic and seeing how Dreamers,
farmworkers and essential workers contributed to the safety and sustainability of our
society while taking on the biggest brunt of hospitalizations and deaths," Ruiz, a
California Democrat, told CBS News.
Congressional officials said they could receive a decision from the Senate
parliamentarian as early as next week. If the first bid is not successful, Ruiz said
Democrats will present a new case to the parliamentarian to vouch for the
legalization program's inclusion.
Even if the parliamentarian signs off, the Democrats' legalization proposal is unlikely
to garner any support from congressional Republicans, who have denounced it as
"amnesty."

In a 16-page internal outline obtained by CBS News, Republican staffers in Congress
said a large-scale legalization program could increase unemployment and lead to
fraudulent green card applications. They also criticized Democrats for proposing to
legalize undocumented immigrants amid a 21-year high in migrant apprehensions
along the U.S.-Mexico border.
"Democrats cannot pass mass amnesty through regular order in the Senate due to the
filibuster, so they are attempting to bypass the need for cloture and are using the
reconciliation process to enact the largest mass amnesty in history," the Republican
outline said.
Democrats, however, believe historical precedent is on their side, citing a 2005
budget reconciliation bill that would have increased the number of green cards
available to immigrants. The final bill did not include this provision, but the
Republican-led Senate passed the version with the green card increase.
During their call with reporters on Thursday, the Senate Democratic aides conceded
that the legalization program, if enacted, would be a massive operation for the
Department of Homeland Security, which reviews green card petitions.
"It will be a significant undertaking for them to process potentially millions of
applications," one aide said.

China Claims Upper Hand Over Biden After Contentious Phone Call with Xi
Paul D. Shinkman - US News
China on Friday attempted to portray the latest phone call between President Xi
Jinping and President Joe Biden as evidence that Beijing has the upper hand in
increasingly contentious relations between the two countries, noting the U.S. initiated
the exchange as it has for most other recent high-level talks.

(Andrew Harnik/AP; Li Xueren/Xinhua/AP-File) left: President Joe Biden pauses as
he speaks in the State Dining Room at the White House, Thursday, Sept. 9, 2021, in
Washington.

Biden is announcing sweeping new federal vaccine requirements affecting as many as
100 million Americans in an all-out effort to increase COVID-19 vaccinations and
curb the surging delta variant.
In this July 6, 2021, file photo released by Xinhua News Agency, Chinese President Xi
Jinping delivers a speech at the CPC and World Political Parties Summit in Beijing.
Xi pledged 2 billion doses of Chinese vaccines would be supplied to the world through
this year and $100 million would be donated to a U.N.-backed distribution program,
state media reported. (Li Xueren/Xinhua via AP, File)
Their call, the second between the two leaders since Biden became president,
"highlighted Washington's growing anxiety and need for China's cooperation on key
global issues including climate change, COVID-19 fight and Afghan issues," China's
English-language Global Times, considered a mouthpiece for the Chinese Communist
Party, wrote in a post Friday morning, citing a series of local analysts.
It emphasized multiple times what it considers the "huge pressure" Biden now faces
amid a series of mounting international crises that require at least some form of
coordination between Washington and Beijing: fallout from the U.S. withdrawal from
Afghanistan and the Western-backed government's shocking collapse, gloomy new
public health assessments amid the troubling rise of the delta variant of the
coronavirus, rising tensions in the western Pacific as an emboldened Beijing
exercises its growing economic and military power, and the ravaging effects of
climate change that have been particularly evident across the U.S.
The White House released a far shorter readout of the exchange than the Chinese
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, appearing to strike a balanced tone between outreach to
Beijing for collaboration while also holding the Chinese Communist Party
accountable for it's increasingly assertive actions, particularly at the expense of U.S.
allies in the region.
"The two leaders discussed the responsibility of both nations to ensure competition
does not veer into conflict," it concluded.
And though relations between the two powers are as fraught now as they have ever
been, both sides appeared to project that much room remains for potential agreement
between the two.
"Whether they can handle their relationship well bears on the future of the world," the
Chinese ministry wrote. "It is a question of the century to which the two countries
must provide a good answer. When China and the United States cooperate, the two
countries and the world will benefit; when China and the United States are in
confrontation, the two countries and the world will suffer. Getting the relationship
right is not an option, but something we must do and must do well."
Yet despite the mutual ambitions, the relationship has become increasingly one-sided
in recent months. Biden surprised many analysts and businesses with dealings in

China by maintaining the harsh trade restrictions imposed by his predecessor,
then-President Donald Trump.
And since Biden assumed power, interactions between the U.S. and China have
largely been at the invitation of American officials, including Deputy Secretary of
State Wendy Sherman's high-profile visit in late July and outreach earlier this month
from John Kerry, Biden's climate change envoy.
The potential for military conflict has also risen in recent weeks. China expressed
outrage this week at the U.S. decision to sail a warship through a part of the South
China Sea for the first time since Beijing imposed transit restrictions there.
Likewise, Taiwan raised alarm on Tuesday after revealing 19 Chinese war planes had
entered its restricted airspace. Tensions between the mainland and the island
democracy – both of which claim to be the rightful government over the other – have
risen precipitously in recent months amid growing U.S. concerns China may try to
annex it with force.
The U.S. and China indicated Friday that the subject came up in Biden and Xi's call,
with China claiming Biden said that the U.S. has no intention of changing its
"One-China Principle" – a series of agreements that allow Washington to maintain
relations with Taipei without overtly recognizing it as a sovereign nation.
Despite believing it holds the advantage over the U.S., China acknowledged one
specific area where it hoped to reach greater cooperation with the Biden
administration, as the Global Times stated: "To correct the willful policies made by
former President Donald Trump."

44 Afghan Refugees Brought To The US Flagged As Potential National Security
Risks
Kaylee Greenlee - The DC

(Photo by CRISTINA QUICLER/AFP via Getty Images) Refugees receive instructions
from US navy soldiers as they disembark from a US air force aircraft after an
evacuation flight from Kabul at the Rota naval base in Rota, southern Spain, on
August 31, 2021.

Spain has agreed to host up to 4,000 Afghans who will be airlifted by the United
States to airbases in Rota and Moron de la Frontera in southern Spain.
Some 44 Afghan refugees who were brought to the U.S. were flagged as potential
national security threats in the last two weeks, The Washington Post reported on
Friday.
Over 60,000 Afghans have been evacuated to the U.S. and around 13 of them are
waiting to go through additional counterterrorism screening measures in Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) custody, according to the Post.
Fifteen others were transferred to Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)
custody and returned to processing stations in Europe and the Middle East or allowed
to enter the U.S. after further screening.
Another 16 Afghans are waiting to see whether they’ll be cleared for travel at U.S.
processing sites in countries overseas, the Post reported.
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) documents reportedly show officials raised
concerns about multiple refugees for potential ties to terror organizations including
suspicious information on their electronic devices.
Refugees wait after disembarking from a US air force aircraft after an evacuation
flight from Kabul at the Rota naval base in Rota, southern Spain, on August 31, 2021.
(Photo by CRISTINA QUICLER/AFP via Getty Images)
Two of the 44 Afghans who were flagged for security concerns were deported from
the U.S. after felony convictions including sexual assault and armed robbery,
according to an official who was not authorized to speak on the matter, the Post
reported.
Another Afghan, 25-year-old Muhamed Haroon Bahaduri, could be deported after he
was charged with grand larceny in connection with an incident at an Army base
holding evacuees.
Around 95,000 Afghans are expected to resettle across the country this week and the
Biden administration asked Congress to allocate $6.4 billion in emergency funding
for the resettlement efforts, according to the Post.
DHS Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas hasn’t disclosed the number of Afghans who
didn’t clear security screening or who weren’t allowed to come to the U.S., the Post
reported. He’s only said the number of people who weren’t allowed to relocate is
“extraordinarily de minimis,” or a minimal amount.
Around 400 DHS officials were sent to processing sites in the Middle East and
Europe to help screen evacuees for relocation to the U.S., according to the Post. Once
they arrive in the U.S., DHS officials inspect the evacuees phones and electronics
which can raise concerns about their affiliations.

What the U.S. left behind for the Taliban is scarier than missiles
Marc Ambinder - MSNBC
On Sept. 10, 2001, David Tyson — the only CIA officer fluent in Uzbek, the language
spoken by more than 1 million Afghans at the time — was desperately trying to
prevent a cache of United States-made Stinger missiles from falling into the hands of
terrorists.
Nation-building required collecting personal information — lots of it.
But Toby Harnden's new book, “First Casualty: The Untold Story of the CIA Mission
To Avenge 9/11,” detailed how, according to the CIA’s tally, the Taliban already had
several dozen missiles; 600 of roughly 2,500 remained unaccounted for.
Warfare had changed since the U.S. had secretly provided the anti-Soviet mujahideen
with these weapons 15 years before, but infrared homing anti-aircraft missiles were
just as deadly.
The scattered Stingers were a legacy of the Cold War, when the U.S. paid proxies in
cash and arms to contain the Soviet Union, and, just as often, left those allies broke
and vulnerable when American interests shifted.
Not a single U.S. soldier set foot in Afghanistan during that period, but the weapons
given to Pakistanis to be given to Afghan resistance fighters did not suddenly
disappear the moment the Berlin Wall fell.
So it was a sad irony that Tyson was working this major national security issue on the
eve of the terrorist attacks that would, one month later, send him deep into
Afghanistan once again.
Twenty years later, Kabul has fallen to the Taliban. Again.
Although the U.S. scrambled to destroy tens of billions of dollars’ worth of
intelligence-gathering technology almost overnight and scraped the cockpits of new
Afghan air force jets of their classified targeting technology, they left behind
thousands of weapons the Taliban now possess, along with something even deadlier:
a detailed record of everyone who collaborated to keep the Taliban from doing what
they managed to do.
The Pentagon insists it wiped all of its own, potentially compromising databases; it
promises that what remains on servers in the country can’t be accessed by anyone
who didn’t have access to them already and that biometric data was stored on clouds,
not on hard drives.
Since the now-fallen Afghan government inherited top flight biometric collection
systems itself, the Taliban has them, too.
But the Pentagon isn’t telling the full story, which is a lot scarier.
Nation-building required collecting personal information — lots of it. The coalition
had to identify men above a certain age, track them and vet their backgrounds as they
joined the nascent Afghan army.

It had to pay hundreds of thousands of individual Afghans to build schools, to teach in
schools, to build housing for women, to guard bases, to tend to farms, to erect bridges,
to administer courts.
There are databases of voters — of women who voted; databases kept by the Afghan
army of its own intelligence sources; taxation and land use data.
There is data that could not be classified because Afghans had to use it; data that
could not be segregated in case it fell into the wrong hands because it had to flow
freely in order for the government to do any work.
According to reports, the Taliban now have this data and are looking to exploit it.
Since the now-fallen Afghan government inherited top-flight biometric collection
systems itself, the Taliban have them, too.
So why was there no contingency plan, just in case?
If the mission was to build a stable Afghan government to prevent a Taliban
Reconquista or an Al Qaeda safe haven, an all-knowing policy planner might well
have objected decades ago to the project of data collection — just in case.
But how the hell can you build a government and a new army without collecting data?
The answer to both of these questions is: You can’t.
The great migration to the cloud — where data can easily be segregated, erased,
anonymized (or exploited) — trailed the decision to build a nation by about a decade
and a half.
The collective American “we” just assumed we could manage things until a point in
the future that did not occur to anyone planning the immediate situation after Sept.
11.
The moment the U.S. committed itself to the project of a new Afghanistan was the
moment when the fate of every Afghan who worked with Americans was sealed. To
borrow a term from the military, this eventuality was an acceptable risk to the United
States. It could not be otherwise.
So what now? The international community can pressure the Taliban not to target
their potential adversaries, but the Taliban, quite legitimately, want to stock their
government with loyalists.
There is no shortage of foreign intelligence services that would be willing to lend the
Taliban a hand with data sorting in exchange for favors, secret diplomatic
understandings and even weapons.
Wouldn’t the People’s Liberation Army Air Force just love to get the full specs of all
those light attack aircraft the Taliban now possess? Wouldn’t its pilots love to test
drive them?

Hubris, as political satirist and author P.J. O’Rourke likes to remind us, is one of the
great renewable resources. It’s also an American addiction without a cure, and
innocent Afghans will suffer for years to come because of that.

Deny Taliban access to US economic aid
Rep. Carlos Gimenez (R-Fla.) opinion contributor - The Hill

Getty Images Deny Taliban access to US economic aid
America must never forget the Taliban's role in aiding and abetting the al-Qaeda
terrorists who perpetuated the most brutal attack in our nation's history.
That is why I introduced a simple, yet crucial, piece of legislation in the House of
Representatives, the Prohibiting Assistance to the Taliban Act, to prevent U.S.
taxpayer dollars from being used to fund the Taliban in any way.
We must reaffirm our commitment to defeating terrorism wherever it appears and to
preserving the security and integrity of the homeland.
Perhaps with time, it has become easier for some to forget the magnitude of evil
caused by the Taliban. As someone who stood amid the rubble of Ground Zero along
with Florida Task Force 2, I will never forget the assault on our freedom and our
values, the innocent lives lost, the families torn apart, and a nation wounded.
I will never forgive the terrorists who attacked our homeland, nor will I ever forget
the evil regimes and groups who helped kill our people on Sept. 11.
With our botched withdrawal from Afghanistan guaranteeing the Taliban's revival, it
is especially troubling to see just how many people we have in the upper echelons of
political power that are perfectly willing to forget history's lessons and give the
Taliban political and economic legitimacy.

Already, we are facing calls for giving the Taliban economic assistance and foreign
aid, some even going as far as calling for recognition of the Taliban as Afghanistan's
legitimate government.
There are no excuses for why American taxpayers should be footing the bill for the
Taliban's reckless ideology and their militant tactics deployed to implement their
radical agenda.
The murder of thousands upon thousands of Americans are on their hands. They are
the antithesis of everything we hold dear in America and the values we profess to
defend around the world.
The Taliban speaks of inclusivity, yet drives women away from any positions of power.
It says it will not allow Afghanistan to harbor terrorism, yet names a renowned
terrorist as Interior Minister.
It says it will not punish those who worked alongside American forces, but reports
confirm the Taliban is killing family members of those who have aided us.
This is not - and should never be - a Democrat versus Republican issue or viewed as a
support-or-indictment on the policy agenda of any one president or party. Instead, the
central question is whether or not we believe it is permissible for a single taxpayer
dollar to be used to support an organization intent on deploying militant tactics to
implement a reckless, fundamentalist ideology. For me, the answer to that question is
simple but unequivocal "no."
As we somberly commemorate the fallen victims and heroes of Sept. 11 this week, we
must also remember that America's constant battle for freedom and liberty is a task
that does not end.
We are also called to be thankful for the fraternity and alliance of the nations of the
world who have fought for the defense of freedom alongside our brave men and
women in uniform, who died with our own on that tragic day, and who continue to
support the mission of keeping the world's peace.
To all our servicemembers, those currently active duty and our veterans who have
previously served this great country, I cannot thank you enough for your dedication
and sacrifice.
Because of your service and sacrifice, millions of Afghan girls and women were able
to attend school, work independently, and hold high office.
You inspired an entire generation to work towards, and fight for, democratic reforms.
You gave people hope after decades of butchery and brutality.
You showed what can be possible when we keep evil forces such as the Taliban away
from power. You protected our shores, ensuring that al-Qaeda would not be able to
attack the United States.

You saved lives, kept families together, and believed in the goodness of the human
heart.
Thank you for your service, for what you do, and for what you will continue to do for
our country and the world.
My commitment, and that of my colleagues who have joined me on this important
legislation, is to continue squeezing the radical terrorist organizations who have
brought us to this point.
That includes blocking our taxpayer dollars from being used to fund the terrorist
operations you have sacrificed so much to fight.
(Carlos Gimenez represents Florida's 26th District. He formerly served as a
firefighter for 25 years in the City of Miami.)

Taliban fighters tortured my journalist colleagues. They risk their lives to tell the
truth.
Fatema Hosseini - USA Today
I am so disappointed. Have I lost hope?
Reporters say they were beaten by the Taliban after reporting the women's protest in
Kabul.
Since the Taliban took over Afghanistan, women have been protesting for their
rights in the different provinces. But on Wednesday, Sept. 8, they questioned the
Taliban leaders who decided to abolish the Ministry of Women's Affairs. The Taliban
claim to support equal rights according to Islamic Sharia law. So, the protesters
wanted to know, why remove the ministry?

Provided by USA TODAY Two journalists reporting for an Afghan news outlet say
they were detained and beaten by the Taliban.

My colleagues, Taqi Daryabi, 22, and Nematullah "Nemat" Naqdi, 28, work as
reporters and videographers for the Etilaatroz newspaper. They were there to cover
the protests.
But the Taliban tried to pull them out because they did not want the protest to get
covered by the media. The women surrounded Taqi and Nemat to protect them. Taqi
and Nemat tried to tell the Taliban fighters that they are journalists. But the
Taliban eventually succeeded in pulling them out and forced them to go to their
checkpoint.
Although they tell the international media they are allowing freedom of the press and
will respect the rights of women, the reality is something else. I have never believed
them. I will never believe them. These people are not even humans. I would have to
doubt my own humanity if I start to believe what the Taliban say.
Lashed, beaten and tortured
Taqi and Nemat told me later that, at the checkpoint, they were taken to two separate
cells and flogged. They were punched and lashed and hit with water pipes. They were
beaten with whatever the Taliban had access to. One of them had his cheek torn, so he
was being lashed right in the face, by his eyes.
While they were being tortured, the Taliban fighters screamed at them that they had
organized the protest. When Taqi and Nemat called out that they were journalists,
they were ignored.
They each lost consciousness several times, they told me. Each time, a Taliban fighter
poured cold water on them to wake them up. And then it goes all over again.

Before they were detained, one of the journalists was on the phone with our office.
Our colleagues at the office got so worried. Three of them, including the
editor-in-chief, went to the checkpoint to try to get the Taliban to release Nemat and
Taqi because they are journalists. But the Taliban fighter became frustrated and
started even beating them on the street.
When I spoke to my colleagues later, they said the Taliban took the three of them to a
cell where there were 15 other people, but not all of them are journalists. Inside the
cell was one man who was so covered in his own blood that the Taliban wouldn't
touch him.
They gave my colleagues bandages and told them to change the dressing on the
injured man's wounds themselves. It turned out that the man participated in the
women's rights protest and got his Ph.D. in sociology in India.
The men in the crowded cell could hear people being tortured in neighboring cells.
They could hear the moaning and the screaming, including the voices of women.
Risking your life for your duty
My colleagues were held in that cell for about four hours. When they were released,
they returned to the office. Nemat and Taqi were released shortly after, so beaten and
weak they were unable to walk or support their own weight.
The Taliban threw them out into the street. Since they couldn't walk, people helped get
them to the Etilaatroz office. They tried to wash their faces; they tried to give them
water to drink but these men were beaten so severely that they threw up the water that
they were drinking. Then they got in a taxi and went to the hospital, where the doctor
told them to rest for two weeks.
When I talked to them, they tried to reassure me that they are OK, but they also said
they are worried about their names and pictures being so prominent and spreading
all over the world. What will happen to us next, they wondered. They are at their
homes. They don't have any other place to go. They don't have any place to hide. They
are doing their responsibility, they said. But if you aren't safe, how will you do your
duty?
If Nemat and Taqi get the chance to get out of the country, they have to save
themselves. That's the only thing I can think right now. And I'm trying to find a way to
help them.
Journalists in Afghanistan know they can't hide what is happening, to them or their
country. If they hide it, the Taliban will get more opportunities to abuse them.
But spreading the news is also a huge risk of these people's lives. Next time, if
the Taliban sees any of my five colleagues, they might be killed. The Taliban is
already killing people and torturing them. It's so easy for them. It's just a matter of
giving an order to them.
Since the events Wednesday, the Taliban have banned protests that they don't approve
of. It is not easy to report on the Taliban. To report on these ongoing realities, we

have no other options but to go to the scene, take pictures, record voices, record
videos, come back, write and publish – because we need accurate information.
If we don't go there, who else do we have to take the risk?
(Fatema Hosseini is a journalist with Etilaatroz, a newspaper in Afghanistan. She
also is a freelance reporter for USA TODAY and Newsquest.)

‘We were naive’: Ex-CIA, military and diplomatic veterans reflect on lessons
learned, 20 years after 9/11.
Natasha Turak - CNBC
Saturday marks the 20th anniversary of the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks that took 2,977
lives and changed the world forever. It permanently altered the security landscape in
the United States and elsewhere, forcing governments to completely overhaul their
defense strategies, policies and counterterrorism tactics.

Provided by CNBC U.S. Army soldiers from the 101st Airborne division off load
during a combat mission from a Chinook 47 helicopter March 5, 2002 in Eastern
Afghanistan.
Twenty years on, events in the very country that harbored the perpetrators of the 9/11
attacks — Afghanistan — have seen the War on Terror come something like full
circle.
The collapse of Afghanistan following the U.S. troop withdrawal, and its takeover by
the Taliban — the group that hosted al-Qaeda as it plotted its attacks on the West —
for many represents a symbolic and devastating failure.
In the last two decades of the war against terrorism, millions of lives have been lost
and trillions of dollars spent. CNBC spoke to CIA, military and diplomatic veterans of
the ongoing War on Terror, asking what they feel America has learned — and failed
to learn — since Sept. 11, 2001.
What have we learned since 9/11?

Nada Bakos, former CIA analyst
"Honestly, I don't think we've learned that much; I think we're probably destined to be
making some of those mistakes again. But hopefully we're done with giant
occupations of other countries.
"I hope that we have gotten to the point now where we understand that we can't
spread our democracy and rebuild other countries in our model, in a way that we
were naive enough to think would work at that time."
Jay, former U.S. Marine and Afghanistan war veteran
"We've learned that 20 years of war has made us the best in the world at small unit
tactics, but continuing to fight insurgencies is none of our business.
"I think many Americans have learned not to trust their government. 'Leadership' lied
to the American public for 20 years, while the actual situation on the ground in
Afghanistan was no mystery to the people who served there.
This has gone on for two decades as senior 'leadership' moves from the military or
government into high-paying defense contractor jobs.

Provided by CNBC The One World Trade Center is reflected on a nearby building
ahead of the 20th anniversary of the September 11 attacks in Manhattan, New York
City, U.S., September 10, 2021.
"Here's the scary thing though: I don't think the general public has learned anything.
They haven't been invested in the GWOT [Global War on Terrorism] on a large scale.
If they had been, they would be demanding accountability for the entire thing, with the
debacle in Kabul as the catalyst."
Jay requested his last name be withheld due to professional restrictions on speaking
to the press.
William Patey, former U.K. ambassador to Afghanistan and Iraq
"We certainly learned the limitations on the use of force in dealing with a problem
such as global terrorism — we've learned it's more complicated, and that liberal

democracies are not very good at devoting the necessary time and resources to doing
the work. They are impatient, and their political horizons are very short.
"What we've also learned since 9/11 is that the radical Islamist threat remains as
potent as ever, it hasn't gone away. And importantly, we've learned that radical
Islamist ideology is not Islam. It's different.
"We continue to have things like war on terrorism, war on drugs. These are wars that
fail. These are ongoing societal and ideological questions that need complex, difficult
policies that are not easily dealt with by something as simple as war."
Sayed Jalal Karim, Afghan diplomat and former ambassador to Saudi Arabia
"I think the intention that the U.S. had was a good intention, because the 9/11 attack
was a horror to all. I believe that the overall war against terrorism is a justified
cause.
"But merging terrorism with religion was the biggest mistake I think that was made.
We created enemies which were not there."
Cole T. Lyle, former U.S. Marine and Afghanistan war veteran and former military
advisor to Senator Richard Burr
"In the past twenty years, we've re-learned that the U.S. military cannot be defeated at
the tactical or, with rare exceptions, the operational level of warfare. But the United
States can be defeated at the strategic one.
"Foreign and defense policymakers in DC need to start thinking longer-term about
America's strategic interests globally instead of choosing what is in their best
interests short-term. The American people need to demand that their elected
representatives have a firm grasp on strategic end-states in any major conflict going
forward."
Is the world a safer place today?
Tracy Walder, former officer of the CIA's Counterterrorism Center
"9/11 forced us to deal with a war of ideas rather than war of people or conquering
territory and land. I think we are safer in that we have a better understanding of that.
"However, we have created some instability in countries because of things that we
have done there since September 11. Fragile or failed states are hotbeds for terrorism,
and I do think that we have created new hotbeds as a result of that."
Nada Bakos, former CIA analyst
"I think we've ebbed and flowed as far as safety. The U.S. government has caught
people planning attacks and stopped them before they're able to take action, since
9/11.
"I do think in some ways we are safer, I think in other ways our actions have created
obviously a lot more chaos and harm and — ISIS. I mean, let's be realistic, we would
not have ISIS had we not invaded Iraq. We wouldn't have al-Qaeda in Iraq."
Sayed Jalal Karim, Afghan diplomat and former ambassador to Saudi Arabia
"I do not believe that we are more unsafe now, but we could have been in a much
better position, if we had balanced the fight against terrorism from all different

aspects — education, economy, mentality, instead of only military — and not merged
terrorism with religion."
William Patey, former U.K. ambassador to Afghanistan and Iraq
"It manifestly has been safer for the United States where they have not had a serious
terrorist attack in the mainland United States for 20 years.
"But Europe and the Middle East have seen more terrorist attacks ... The threat has
now dispersed across the world.
"We've got better intelligence defenses; it's much more difficult for terrorists to mount
complex attacks of the sort that 9/11 was ... but this ideology is still able to produce
homegrown people willing to do unspeakable things. And indeed, the Taliban
takeover of Afghanistan will probably have encouraged these people.
"The nature of the threat has changed - it's less concentrated and more dispersed all
over the world. The (radical Islamist) franchise is alive and well."
How would you describe your feelings, reflecting on where we are now?
Tracy Walder, former officer of the CIA's Counterterrorism Center
"Those last two weeks of August, just speaking for myself, were incredibly difficult for
me. I felt like everything I did didn't matter. Like all of the good that I was trying to do
was just sort of erased.
"I feel very frustrated. I feel very much like we literally left people hanging there, to
die. I don't place blame on Biden, Trump, Obama - I don't place blame on one person.
The whole thing is frustrating. We failed to culturally understand Afghanistan.
William Patey, former U.K. ambassador to Afghanistan and Iraq
"I think the biggest one is frustration, combined with sadness, because it didn't have
to be this way.
"I think for quite a smallish investment compared to what we put in before, we didn't
have to suffer a total defeat.
"We built up an Afghan army that was totally dependent on day-to-day air support
and logistics, then when we pulled the rug from under them and were a bit surprised
when they collapsed. So the manner of our leaving was very frustrating."
Jay, former U.S. Marine and Afghanistan war veteran
"I truly hope more people inside and outside the government have been taking notes
and are ready to overhaul the entire national security apparatus because our
adversaries around the globe have definitely been paying attention."
Cole T. Lyle, former U.S. Marine and Afghanistan war veteran and former military
advisor to Senator Richard Burr
"The War in Afghanistan was the most morally justified war American has entered
since World War II. But policymakers went in without thought for the end game, and
now we're seeing the results.

"How do I feel about the war overall? My heart hurts. It hurts for the people of
Afghanistan who haven't known real peace in decades and will now live under the evil
rule of the Taliban again.
"It hurts for the Gold Star families who lost everything. It hurts for my brothers and
sisters in the U.S. and U.K. armed forces who lost their friends. It hurts for my
country, whose national honor has suffered as we leave behind American citizens and
the people who fought with us."
William Patey, former U.K. ambassador to Afghanistan and Iraq
"The limitations on overwhelming military power that Iraq and Afghanistan have
shown will make countries in the West very reluctant to get involved.
"I think the consequence is nobody's going to be rushing to intervene. Anywhere.
Until the trauma of this has all disappeared."

