
President Joe Biden’s miserable late summer is about 
to get worse because of an unfulfilled campaign 
promise. Commemorations of the 20th anniversary 
of 9/11 will occur not only under the cloud of the 

Afghanistan war’s last days, but also after a statement 
issued Aug. 6 and now signed by more than 2,000 family 
members of victims and first responders. They say Biden 
will be unwelcome at the ceremonies unless he releases, as 
he tentatively promised to do, classified material pertinent 
to Saudi Arabia’s possible complicity with the 19 airplane 
hijackers, 15 of whom were Saudis.

Immediately after 9/11, lawyers for the families filed 
suits against Saudi charities and individuals but could not 
sue Saudi Arabia until Congress in 2016 amended (over 
President Barack Obama’s veto) the Foreign Sovereign Im-
munities Act. A federal court granted the lawyers limited 
discovery, and they subpoenaed FBI material concerning 
the role of Saudi officials who supported some 9/11 hijack-
ers when they entered the United States.

The FBI, the lawyers say, has been dilatory, yielding only 
enough to create a veneer of cooperation. When the court 
ordered the FBI to be more forthcoming, the material they 
received was covered, at FBI insistence, by a protective 
order preventing the lawyers from telling their clients 
what they know about Saudi involvement, and requiring 
the lawyers to file almost all court submissions under seal. 
“We,” says one of the lawyers, “have never seen this level 
of secrecy placed on any lawsuit.”

On Aug. 9, the White House and Justice Department 
promised to “re-review” the contested material to see if 
more could be declassified. Because similar statements 
have been made by past administrations, the lawyers sus-
pect that the government is stalling, hoping that after the 
20th anniversary pressure for transparency will subside.

The 9/11 Commission’s interestingly worded 2004 report 
found no evidence that the Saudi government “as an insti-
tution” or that “senior” Saudi officials “individually” funded 
the hijackers, but noted “the likelihood” that “charities with 
significant Saudi government sponsorship diverted finds to 
al Qaeda.” Since 2004, FBI investigations have found more.

The 9/11 Commission knew about substantial assistance 
rendered by persons directly or indirectly funded by Saudi 
Arabia to the first two hijackers to arrive in this country. 
Today, much more is known. For example, just last week, 
CBS News reported about a notebook that belonged to a 
San Diego Saudi “student” on the Saudi payroll and a close 
associate of those two hijackers. CBS: “The notebook con-
tained a handwritten drawing of a plane and mathematical 
equation that might be used to view a target and then 

calculate the rate of descent to the target.”
Will the families succeed in prying information from 

their government? The CIA’s official history of the 1961 
Bay of Pigs debacle remained secret until 55 years after 
the event. It is impossible to imagine that national security 
was jeopardized by at long last releasing the history. It is 
easy to imagine how a government prone to foreign policy 
pratfalls could have benefited from studying one.

In his 1998 book on secrecy, Sen. Daniel Patrick Moynihan, 
D-N.Y., affirmed some of it is necessary to protect govern-

ment’s deliberative processes, and 
to conceal the sources, methods 
and fruits of intelligence-gather-
ing. He also argued, however, that 
covetous and rivalrous government 
bureaucracies regard their secrets 
as property, hiding them from 
other bureaucracies, with which 
they sometimes barter secrets. The 
U.S. Army did not tell President 

Harry S. Truman that the Venona intercepts of 2,900 Soviet 
communications proved that Alger Hiss and Julius and Ethel 
Rosenberg were spies, knowledge that would have calmed 
two controversies.

Moynihan said secrecy is regulation, but unlike most 
regulation, which “prescribes what the citizen may do,” 
secrecy “prescribes what the citizen may know.” Excessive 
secrecy — secrecy breeds its own excess — allows bu-
reaucracies stockpiling secrets to enjoy what sociologist 
Max Weber called “the superiority of the professionally 
informed.” But secrecy necessarily makes the citizenry and 
the government unnecessarily ignorant.

A bipartisan group of 21 House members and 12 sen-
ators, including Sen. Robert Menendez, D-N.J., chairman 
of the Foreign Relations Committee, support releasing 
the disputed 9/11 material. Information that might tend 
to substantiate Americans’ suspicions that Saudi Arabia 
has more 9/11 blood on its hands than is already known 
would not subtract measurably from Americans’ regard for 
today’s Saudi regime, which the CIA says directed, from 
the highest levels, the murder of Post contributing colum-
nist Jamal Khashoggi. The regime’s audacity was perhaps 
encouraged by the U.S. government’s pattern of protecting 
the regime with secrecy. Really, how would U.S. national se-
curity be diminished by information that diminishes Saudi 
Arabia’s good name, which it has already forfeited?

GEORGE WILL is a Washington Post columnist, He can be reached at 
georgewill@washpost.com.

As more and more people get their COVID vaccina-
tions, family members — the good, the bad and 
the ugly — are getting back together for the first 
time in months.

Just the other day, an elderly relative placed his hand on 
the top of Delightful Granddaughter’s head and belted out, 
“What happened to your hair?” staring at the now black, 
orange and yellow locks.

Clearly, her unnaturally colored hair was unsettling 
for him.

“I think it’s pretty,” she said. 
I managed to choke out, “Me too.”
Her mother also could only muster a few words, “It’s 

perfect for Halloween.”
But, if anyone should be commenting on her newest hair 

color, it’s me. After all, I paid for it!
It all started when I tactfully approached Delightful 

Granddaughter about getting her hair all one color, pref-
erably something close to her natural dark blonde or light 
brown color for college.

At the time, her hair was a blonde/silver color on top 
and black underneath. I actually liked it, but her curly hair 
was getting dry from all the coloring and bleaching of the 
past year and I encouraged her to get a haircut and fresh 
color.

She seemed interested, I thought.
Then, in a moment of insanity, I said, “I’ll pay.”
“It’s a deal,” she said.
So, on Tuesday evening, I met her at the salon where her 

friend, Cute Keira, is now a licensed (and popular) cosme-
tologist, thanks to two years at A-Tech.

When I arrived, the process had barely begun and I 
couldn’t really get a handle on the actual plan other than a 
trim and keeping the black hair underneath.

I knew Hubby would be waiting for me at home, so I 
made a crucial error in judgement — I left my debit card 
number and told Delightful Granddaughter to text me the 
total, which I thought would be about $100. I also request-
ed she send me a photo of her finished hair.

On my way home, my imagination went wild thinking 
of what color she would choose. We talked about blonde, 
but I couldn’t get her to commit. Would it be really red like 
Zoe Saldana from “Guardians of the Galaxy,” or orange like 
Milla Jovovich in “The Fifth Element” movie?

Only time would tell, and apparently, it took some time 
because at 10 p.m. that night I still hadn’t heard from her. 

So, I did what I always do when she doesn’t call or text me, 
I texted and called her.

First she sent me a copy of the receipt. 
Sit down, faithful readers. 
It was $190!
I let out a loud gasp. 
“What’s the matter?” Hubby said.
I managed to squeak out, “Nothing.”
Faithful readers know what Hubby, who notoriously 

keeps a tight grip on his wallet, would say if he knew! 
(He’d go on and on, saying ridic-
ulous things like, “You cater to 
her every whim,” or “You spoil 
her.”)

Faithful readers, who are 
grandmothers, know we don’t 
spoil our grandchildren, only 
love them.

I quietly texted Delightful 
Granddaughter.

“What happened? Did you give Keira a $90 tip?” I said.
She wrote back, “No, but I bought a $32 bottle of special 

shampoo.”
“That shampoo must be REALLY special,” I texted.
I couldn’t wait to see this beautiful hair, so I asked for a 

photo. 
That’s when she sent it with the caption, “It’s pretty.”
Holy moly!
“It’s bright; definitely a show stopper, and I really like the 

cut,” I said.
After all, what’s a grandma to say or do? No matter what 

we say or do, teens these days seem to be intrigued by the 
pops of color.

“I think [colored hair is] a great way for people to express 
themselves,” Delightful Granddaughter said. “Almost all of 
my [fellow art students at college] have color in their hair.”

She’s right. I’ve seen these art students with hair dyed all 
the colors of the rainbow. She fits right in.

So, as long as she’s confident and happy with her hair, 
I’m happy. 

As for my wallet, not so much.
 

STAFF WRITER SHELLEY TERRY told her granddaughter that the next 
time that elderly relative comments on her colorful mane and exclaims, 
“What happened to your hair?” she should jokingly point to his bald head 
and say, “What happened to yours?”
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Believe it or not, 
selecting the site of 
the proposed new 
Ashtabula County 

Jail was the easy part for 
commissioners J.P. Ducro 
IV, Casey Kozlowski and 
Kathryn Whittington.

After years of talk about 
a new facility and months 
of speculation about where 
it might rise from the 
earth, the commissioners 
on Tuesday revealed the 
desired parcel of land sits 
just north of the village of 
Jefferson, along Route 46 in 
Jefferson Township.

“I know that this has been 
dominating the conversa-
tion, and I think it’s great 
that we can kind of put the 
location behind us now and 
concentrate on the benefits 
of the facility,” Ducro said.

Now comes the diffi-
cult part. Ducro and his 
fellow commissioners 
must now convince you 
— John Q. Public — that 
the project is needed, will 
benefit Ashtabula County 
and that you should vote to 
approve the related half-per-
cent sales tax, which will be 
on the November election 
ballot.

We believe it is, it will and 
you should.

That said, we understand 
— as the commissioners 
do — that a new jail might 
be a tough sell for voters 
who increasingly feel they 
have to watch every nickel 
as a once-booming econo-
my  slows amid inflation. 
It seems the price of every-
thing is up.

Given that, why all the 
concern about the digs of 
convicted criminals? The 
short answer is that this 
project isn’t just about a 
new place to house crimi-
nals.

But first things first: It 
costs money to feed, house 
and — yes — protect those 
who have committed crimes 
and have been sentenced 
to extended stays under 
county watch. The price of 
doing those things also do 
not exist in a vacuum and 
they’ve risen over the years 
along with everything else.

The projected cost of the 
new facility — at last report 
— was $43.7 million. That 
sounds like a lot and we 
hate to belabor the point, 
but crime has increased and 
evolved here in Ashtabula 
County over the years. A 
look at various community 
police blotters and county 
indictments shows that the 
area has increasingly come 
under the grip of drug-re-
lated crime. In far too many 
cases, law enforcement 
officials of a certain age are 
now arresting third-genera-
tion criminals here. In other 
words, the criminal lifestyle 
has been passed down from 
one generation to another to 
another.

The commissioners and 
Ashtabula County Sheriff’s 
Lt. James Kemmerle — the 
man mainly tasked with 
making the case for a new 
jail — were clear in their 
belief that tackling the 
problems of recidivism and 
drug abuse can and should 
be among the top priorities 
of county law-enforcement 
officials.

Kemmerle — in his thor-
ough and informative case 
for a new jail — points out 
something else that has 
changed since the current 
jail was built in the late 
1970s. Our approach to the 
incarceration of offend-
ers has evolved. It used 
to be that a sentence was 
about time served and little 
thought was given to an 
ex-convict’s future upon 
reaching the end of time 
served.

Increasingly — and 
rightfully so — the focus 
has shifted from a mostly 
punitive approach to the 
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