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PROCEEDI NGS

MR. CONYERS: [In progress] --nmen and
wonen in harm s way based on fal se infornmation.

The fact that our intelligence is found to be
flawed in no way absol ves those who woul d
intentionally mislead our nation or its allies. W
can't do anything in this hearing to change the
facts and the problens on the ground in Iraqg today,
but we can pledge today to do everything wi thin our
power to find out how we got there and to make sure
it never happens again.

I"'mproud now to have our w tnesses who we
wi Il ask them -Anbassador Joseph WIlson, Ms. G ndy
Sheehan, M. Ray MGovern, attorney John Bonifaz,
to please stand and take an oath that everything
that you say will be truthful. Raise your right
hands, pl ease.

[ Wtnesses sworn.]

MR. CONYERS: Let the record show the
wi tnesses indicated that they said "yes," and
pl ease be seated

Let me briefly describe our witnesses.
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Attorney John Bonifaz is the founder and genera
counsel of the, a promnent |egal center in the
canpai gn finance field. In February and March
2003, he served as |ead counsel for a coalition of
United States soldiers, parents of soldiers, and
menbers of Congress in a federal |awsuit in which
and Representative Kucinich of Chio were a part of
chal l enging the authority of President Bush and
Secretary Runsfeld to launch a war against Iraq
absent a congressional declaration of war or
equi val ent action.

M. Ray McGovern, a 27-year career as a
Cl A anal yst, spanned adninistrations from John F.
Kennedy to George H- W Bush. His duties included
at the Cl A sharing national intelligence estinates,
preparing the president's brief. These, the nost
authoritative genres of intelligence reporting,
have been the focus of press reporting on weapons
of mass destruction in lragq and on what the
Presi dent was told before 9/11.

During the mid-1980s M. MGovern was one

of the senior analysts conducting early norning
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briefings for the President's daily brief, one of
the senior anal ysts conducting early norning
briefings, one on one with the Vice President, the
Secretaries of State and Defense, the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs and the Assistant to the President
for National Security Affairs.

Ms. C ndy Sheehan is the nother of Casey
Austin Sheehan, age 24, killed in action in Iraq.
Ms. Sheehan founded the CGold Star Families for
Peace in January 2005. The Gold Star Families for
Peace is dedicated to bringing United States troops
horme i medi ately from lrag.

Qur first wtness, Anbassador Joseph
W son, has been involved in international politics
for nmore than 20 years. He served as the Acting
U. S. Anmbassador in lraqg during Operation Desert
Shield and was the |ast American official to neet
wi th Saddam Hussein before the first Gulf War.

In 2002 at the request of Vice President
Cheney, M. WIlson was assigned to the ClAto
i nvestigate--was seeking to acquire whether Saddam

Hussein was seeking to acquire uraniumfrom N ger
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1 for the purpose of advancing his nucl ear program
2 M. WIlson reported back to Washington that there
3 was no basis for the clains.

4 Surprised that President Bush repeated
5 that claimin his 2003 State of the Union address
6 when it had been excerpted from previ ous speeches,
7 M. WIson wote a New York Times op-ed piece

8 asserting that the Bush adm nistration had

9 exaggerated the public case for invading Iraq.

10 Shortly thereafter, Wiite House officials called
11 reporters to identify M. Wlson's wife Valerie
12 Pl ame as a cl andestine Cl A operative.

13 M. WIlson also has a book out now, and we

14 welcone himto begin the testinony.

15 Wel conme to this forum sir.
16 TESTI MONY OF AVBASSADOR JOSEPH W LSON
17 MR WLSON. Thank you, Congressnan

18 Conyers, and good afternoon.

19 It's an honor to appear before this
20 hearing to discuss the so-called Downing Street
21 Menor andum of July 2002, and the assertion

22 contai ned therein that the in the Bush
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adm nistration the intelligence and facts were
being fixed around the policy to renove Saddam
through mlitary action justified by the
conjunction of terrorismand weapons of nass
destructi on.

| served ny country as a diplonmat for
al most 23 years, including tours in N anmey, N ger,
and in Baghdad, Iraq, as Deputy Chief of M ssion
and charge d' affaires or Acting Anbassador during
the Desert Shield phase of the first Gulf War.

I was al so appoi nted Anbassador to Gabon
and to the Denocratic Republic of Sao Tone and
Princi pe by President George Herbert \Wal ker Bush.
And concl uded ny public service career as Speci al
Assistant to President Cinton and Senior Director
for African Affairs at the National Security
Counci | .

I amthe recipient of nunerous awards from
the Department of State as the Distinguished
Def ense Service Award from the Departnment of
Def ense for ny service as political adviser to the

Conmander in Chief of U S. Armed Forces in Europe
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during the depl oynent of American troops in Bosni a.
The team | have always played for is Anerica, not
Republ i can, not Denocrat, Anerica.

In February 2002 | was asked by the CIA to
meet with the Anerican intelligence comunity
officials charged with understanding Iraq' s weapons
of mass destruction prograns in order to discuss an
intelligence report that had caught the attention
of the Ofice of the Vice President. The report
concerned the alleged sale of a significant anount
of uraniumyell ow cake fromthe West African nation
of Niger to Irag.

I was asked to attend this meeting because
of nmy extensive experience in Niger and with the
governnent that had been in power in that country
during the time the supposed sal e had taken pl ace.
Additionally, as the Senate Select Commttee on
Intelligence has reported, | have previously
traveled to Niger to look into other uraniumrel ated
matters

At this neeting | was briefed that

Anmerican intelligence had either seen or been
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briefed by a foreign intelligence service about the
exi stence of docunents purporting to be a

menor andum of sal e between Niger and Irag. | did
not see any docunents as | have said and witten
repeatedly. | understand they were not in the
possession of the U S. governnment at the tine of
the meeting.

At the neeting | was asked if | would
consider traveling to Niger to try to find answers
to lingering questions that anal ysts m ght have.
That was the first time the suggestion of traveling
to Niger was ever raised with ne.

There have been assertions that ny wife
Valerie, a ClA operations officer in the
counterproliferation area suggested or reconmended
me for the trip. She did not. The CIA a week
after her identity was conprom sed by Robert Novak
told Knut Royce and Ti m Phel ps of Newsday that, She
did not recommend her husband to undertake the
Ni ger assignment. They, the officers who did ask
Wl son to check the uraniumstory, were aware of

who she was married to which is not surprising
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There are peopl e el sewhere in government who were
trying to make her |l ook |ike she was the one who
was cooking this up, he, the Cl A spokesman sai d.
can't understand why. The CI A has repeated this
denial to all who have asked since including
Davi d Ensor of CNN and Doyl e McManus of the Los
Angel es Times. She was not at the neeting where
the trip was first raised with ne.

There have been questions rai sed about why

the CI A would send a "known Bush critic," to quote
Robert Novak, to undertake this mssion. M trip
to Niger took place towards the end of
February 2002, alnost 6 nmonths before | first
shared nmy concerns about the regi mne change by
mlitary action approach of the administration

I went to Ni ger because of questions
raised by the intelligence report, and the concerns
of the Ofice of the Vice President were legitimte
and needed to be checked out. This was not a
parti san question, but one inpacting nationa

security. Weapons of nmss destruction exploding in

Anerican cities will kill Americans, not
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Republ i cans or Denocrats, but Anericans.

Even when | did begin to question the
adm nistration's approach as | first wote in an
article published in the San Jose Mercury News on
Cct ober 13, 2002, | acknow edged the inportance of
dealing with the threat | |ike so nmany believed his
arsenal of weapons of nass destruction posed to the
region and to our own national security.

| traveled to Niger and spent 8 days there
meeting with former nenbers of the N ger governnent
and satisfied nyself that their answers, coupled
with the structure of the mning industry about
which | knew quite a bit, and the governnent
deci si on naki ng process, made it highly unlikely
that such a transaction had ever taken pl ace.

There were two other inquiries made at
approxi mately the same tine. Qur Anbassador to
Ni ger at the tinme, Barbara Owens-Kirkpatrick, and
the Deputy Commander in Chief of U S. Arned Forces
in Europe, Marine Corps General Carlton Fulford who
al so traveled to Niger, reported that it was highly

unlikely that such a sale had occurred. There
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were, accordingly, three reports on the subject in
the files of the U S. government by md-March 2002

Parent hetically, there are those who've
questioned ny qualifications to nake these
inquiries, noting that | amnot a Cl officer nor an
expert on weapons of mass destruction. Those
assertions are true. | am however, an expert on
Ni ger and know quite a bit about uraniummning in
Africa, having served in three countries in Africa
in which uraniumis mned including as Arbassador
to Gabon where the mning industry structure is
simlar to that in N ger.

Uranium yel | ow cake is the result of the
separation of ore fromrock in which it is found.
It is a mning question, not a nuclear weapons
question. M particular value added to the U S
governnent's understandi ng of the issue was ny
know edge of the country, its mning industry and
my long relationship with key players in Niger's
politics. Quite sinmply, |I knew themfar better
than our anmbassador who had arrived only during the
transition process to a government.

I reported back to the CIA after having
al so briefed the anbassador and enbassy officials

in Niger and went back to my private life.
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In January 2003, the President in his
State of the Union Address uttered the now infanous
16 words, "The British governnment has | earned that
Saddam Hussein recently sought significant
quantities of uraniumfromAfrica." At the tineg,
was mldly curious about the assertion, but given
that three other countries produce uranium South
Africa, Nam bia and Gabon, | did not inmmediately
conclude that the President had been speaki ng about
Niger. | did take the initiative to call the State
Departnment's Bureau of African Affairs to rem nd
themof ny trip and to suggest that if the
Presi dent had been speaki ng about Ni ger either had
had information about which | was not aware or el se
the record needed to be corrected. | was told that
per haps he had been speaki ng about another country.

Unbeknownst to ne, the State Departnent in
Decenber 2002 had published a Wiite Paper in which

it clainmed that Saddam had failed to conme cl ean on
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his efforts to purchase uraniumfrom Africa in the
direct declaration submtted to the United Nations
as required by U N Security Counci l
Resol ution 1441. However, the N ger claimwas
qui ckly renoved from subsequent iterations of the
U.S Bill of Particulars against Iraq because it
was not credi bl e.

After the publication of the State
Depart ment paper and again after the President's
State of the Union Address, it has been reported
that the International Atom c Energy Agency asked
the U S. government for information related to the
charges made. After the second request, docunents
purporting to be the menorandum of sal e of uranium

fromN ger to Iraq were delivered to the | AEA

In March 2003, Dr. Mohammed El Baradei, the

Director General of the | AEA testified to the

U N Security Council that the docunents had been
deenmed by that agency to be forgeries. H s deputy,
Jacques Baute, was even nore candi d, comenting
that they were so replete with errors that a 2-hour

search on Google would suffice to discredit them
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The U.S. government in response was a statenent and
we fell for it.

It was at that point that | becanme aware
that the President's State of the Union assertion
was based on the Niger claim For the next
3 months | privately urged the adninistration
through contacts and third parties to correct the
record. | also shared what | knew with
Ni ck Kristof of the New York Tines and
Wal ter Pincus of the Washington Post, as well as
with several Denocratic Senators, and | met with
the staffs of the House and Senate Intelligence
Conmittees.

I took this initiative for one sinple
reason. It is ny firmbelief that the nobst sol em
deci sion a governnent in our denocracy ever has to
make is that decision to send our soldiers to die
and to kill in the name of our country. In making
that decision, we deserve a debate based on facts,
not on information that is thrown into the debate,
not because it is true, but because it supports a
political decision that has already been nade.

In Md-June, Condol eezza Rice, then the
Nati onal Security Adviser, in response to a

question from Ti m Russert on "Meet the Press”
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1 asserted with respect to what the Wite House knew
2 about the Niger matter that nmmybe sonebody in the

3 bowel s of the agency knew sonething about it, but

4 nobody in her circle.

5 It was clear to ne then and |ater

6 confirnmed by a senior State Departnment officia

7 that if the truth were to conme out, | would have to
8 wite it nmyself. | did so in an article published
9 in the New York Times on July 6, 2003, entitled

10 VWhat | Did Not Find in Africa. In it | wote the
11 question now is how that answer to the question of
12 Ni ger's uraniumsales to Irag was or was not used
13 by our political |eadership.

14 If my informati on was deened inaccurate, |
15 under stand, though | would be very interested to

16 know why. |f, however, the information was ignored
17 because it did not fit certain preconceptions about
18 Iraq, then a legitimte argunment can be made that

19 we went to war under false pretenses. At a
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m nimum at a mni mum Congress which authorized
the use of nmilitary force at the President's behest
shoul d want to know if the assertions about Iraq
wer e warrant ed.

| further wote in the same article
America's foreign policy depends on the sanctity of
its information. For this reason, questioning the
sel ective use of intelligence to justify the war in
Iraq is either idle sniping nor revisionist history
as M. Bush as suggested. The act of war is the
| ast option of a denocracy taken when there is a
grave threat to our national security. More than
200 soldiers have lost their lives in Iraq already.
We have a duty to ensure that their sacrifice cane
for the right reasons.

The next day the Wite House acknow edged
to a Washi ngton Post reporter, Walter Pincus, that
the 16 words did not rise to the level of inclusion
in the State of the Union Address. Wthin days it
became clear that the Director of Centra
Intelligence had warned the adninistration nearly

4 months before the State of the Union not to use
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the Ni ger claimand had warned that the President
not be a witness of fact because as he subsequently
testified, the case was weak and the American
intelligence conmunity believed the British had
exaggerated the claim

I ndeed, at roughly the sanme tinme M. Tenet
was sendi ng faxes and tel ephoni ng the Wite House
in early-Cctober 2002, his deputy was telling the
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence that the
Anmerican intelligence conmunity believed the
British had "stretched the case on African uranium
sales to Iraq." Steven Hadl ey, then the Deputy
Nati onal Security Adviser offered to resign when
the evidence of phone calls and faxes fromthe
Director of Central Intelligence becanme public.
And Condol eezza Rice even offered an apology to
Gmen Ifill of PBS

At the sanme time, of course, the
adm ni stration | aunched a campaign to defane and
discredit ne by conpronising the identity of ny
wife as a Cl A operative, although, frankly, being

married to her is hardly anything that conprom ses
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me or anything that | am ashamed of. Indeed, |I'm
proud of her.

What ever danage the administration and its
allies in the Republican National Committee and the
ri ght-wi ng echo chanber have done to nme, however
i s nothing conpared to what has been done to our
soldiers and their famlies with this war.

Now with the publication of the so-called
Downi ng Street Menmo as well as the subsequent
docunents that have appeared in the British press,
it is increasingly clear that the intelligence and
the facts were indeed being fixed around the policy
and that we sent our troops to war under dubi ous
pr et enses.

W' re having this discussion today because
we failed to have it 3 years ago in the run-up to
the war. It would appear fromthe information that
has been nmade public over the past 2 years,

i ncludi ng the Downi ng Street Meno, that the

adm ni stration may have been less than candid with
Congress as it considered that nost inportant of
deci sions, voting to go to war.

Even today however belatedly, it is an
i nportant dialogue as it touches on everything a

democracy stands for. It used to be said that
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democracies are difficult to nmobilize for war

preci sely because of the nature of debate required
in the run-up to such a decision. Indeed, that is
one of the reasons often put forward for
chanpi oni ng progress towards denocracy governance
If the administration circunvented that requirenent
for open debate before going to a war with Iragq,
then the public needs to understand why if we hope

to avoi d naki ng the same m stake again.

At the same tinme, we nust not take our eye

of the ball in lrag. The situation is a ness, and
by all accounts not seen to inprove. W were told
in the run-up to the war that there would be fewer
than 30,000 troops in lrag within a year of the

i nvasion. There are four tines that many there
now. We are now told that we nust stay |less the
country fall into sectarian violence, but it is in
the midst of sectarian strife as we speak, and

there is no reason to believe that our departure
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now or 5 years fromnow wi Il change the nature of
that violence. Qur continued presence wll,
however, guarantee nore America deaths and nore
peopl e who hate us for what we have done and from
whose ranks increasing nunbers of terrorists wll
be drawn.

I don't have the answer, but | do believe
that the tine has cone to ask the question, is our
presence in Iraq part of the solution or part of
the problen? |In answering that question, | believe
we should elicit the views of Iraq' s nei ghbors, our
allies, the international community at |arge and
experts in this country, and not just the same
cabal of ideol ogues whose policy prescriptions
foisted upon a frightened nation in the aftermath
of the terrible tragedy of 9/11 have been shown to
be so terribly flawed.

| have brought copies of the two articles
I cited in the statement and woul d ask that they be
made part of the record. Thank you

MR. CONYERS: W thout objection so
or der ed.

[ Docunents nmade part of the record.]

MR. CONYERS: | want to thank you so mnuch,

Anbassador W/ son, for starting us off.
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1 We have been joi ned by Congresswoman

2 Maxi ne Waters of California, M. Barney Frank from

3 Massachusetts, M. Jim Mran of Virginia, M.

4 Ti erney, Massachusetts, and Sheila Jackson Lee,

5 Judi ci ary Menber from Texas, and Dr. Janes

6 McDermott from WAashi ngton State.

7 W will now call on the founder of the

8 Gold Star Fam lies for Anmerican Peace, Ms. G ndy

9 Sheehan. Wl cone to this forum
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TESTI MONY OF CI NDY SHEEHAN

MS. SHEEHAN: Thank you, Congressman
Conyers.

I wish I could say it was an honor to be
here today to testify about the effects that the
revel ati ons of the Downing Street Menp has had on
me and ny famly. It is an honor that | w sh never
had to happen. | believe that not any of us should
be gathered here today for this reason, as a result
the result of an invasion and occupation that never
shoul d have happened.

My son, Specialist Casey Austin Sheehan,
was killed in action in Sader City, Baghdad, on
04/ 04/04. He was in Iraq for only 2 weeks before
L. Paul Bremer inflaned the Shiite militia into
rebellion which resulted in the deaths of Casey and
six other brave soldiers who were tragically killed
in an anbush. M friend Bill Mtchell, the father
of Sergeant M ke Mtchell who was one of the other
soldiers killed that awful day is here with us
t oday.

This is picture of ny son Casey when he
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was 7 nonths old. 1t's an enlargenent of a picture
he carried in his wallet until the day he was
killed. He loved this picture of himself. It was
returned to us with his personal effects fromlraq.
He al ways sucked on those two fingers. Wen he was
born he had a flat face from passing through the
birth canal and we called himEdward G, short for
Edward G Robi nson

How many of you have ever seen your child
in his or her premature coffin? It is a shocking
and very painful sight. The npst heart-breaking
aspect of seeing Casey lying in his casket for ne
was that his face was flat again because he had no
nmuscl e tone. He |ooked Iike he did when he was a
baby | aying in his bassinet.

The nost tragic irony is that if the
Downi ng Street Meno proves to be true, Casey and
t housands of people should still be alive.

| believe our |leaders invaded Iraq in
March 2003--1 believe before our leaders Iraq in
March 2003, and | am even nore convi nced now, that

this aggression on Irag was based on a lie of
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hi storic proportions and was bl atantly unnecessary.
The so-call ed Downing Street Meno dated 23 July
2002, only confirns what | al ready suspected, the

| eadership of his country rushed us into an illega
i nvasi on of anot her sovereign country on
prefabricated and cherry-picked intelligence. Iraq
was no threat to the United States of Anmerica, and
the devastating sanctions and bonbi ng agai nst the
Iraq were working.

As a matter of fact, in interviews in 1999
with respected journalist and | ong-tine Bush famly
friend, Mckey Herskowi tz, then Covernor
George Bush stated, "One of the keys to being seen
as a great leader is to be seen as commander in
chief. M father had all this political capita
built up when he drove the Iraqgis out of Kuwait and
he wasted it. |If | have a chance to invade, if |
had that nmuch capital, |I'mnot going to waste it.
I"mgoing to get everything passed that | want to
get passed and |I'm going to have a successfu
presidency." It looks |ike George Bush was ready

to lead this country into an avoi dabl e war even

file:///A|/06 L6MEMO.TXT (25 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

bef ore he becane President.

From t he expose of the Downing Street Menp
and the conversations with George Bush from 1999,
it seems like the invasion of Iraq and the deaths
of so many innocent people were preordained. It
appears that ny boy Casey was given a death
sentence even before he joined the Arny in
May 2000.

When a President lies to Congress and the
Anmeri can people, it is a serious offense. If the
Downi ng Street Meno proves to be true, then it
woul d appear that the President, Vice President and
many menbers of the Cabi net deceived the world
before the invasion of Irag. As a result of this
alleged lie, over 1,700 brave young Anericans who
were only trying to do their duties have come home
in flag-draped coffins, images as if they were
ashaned of our children, that our |eaders won't
even let the Anerican public see.

Thousands upon thousands of Ilragis who
were guilty only of the crime of living in lraq are

dead. Thousands of our young people will go
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through the rest of their lives nissing one or nore
linbs, and too nany will conme hone m ssing parts of
their souls and humanity.

Kevi n Lucey, who found his Marine son
Jeffrey who was recently hone fromlraq, hanging
dead from a garden hose in his basenent wote to
me, "We ask daily where was the urgency? Were was
the necessity of rushing in? Can anyone explain to
us, his mother and to his father, as to why he felt
that he had to die by his own hand? Wy are the
ones in position of power so afraid to ask people
like us to discuss what happened to Jeff? Jeff can
teach us so much. This war was so nisguided and
had so many ot her agendas whi ch had nothing to do
with the country."

Kevi n, who cradl ed his son when he was his
sweet baby boy, cradled Jeff's |lifeless body for
the last tinme in his arnms after he cut hi mdown
fromthe--

[ Techni cal interruption.]

MS. SHEEHAN: The Jeff that the Luceys saw

march off to a reckl ess war was not the one who
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28
went horme. The Jeff his famly knew died in Iraq,
nmurdered by the inhunanity of gratuitous war.

The deceptions of the trails that led to
the U.S. invasion and occupation of lraq cost my
famly a price to dear to pay and al nobst too nuch
to bear, the precious life of Casey. Casey was a
good sol dier who loved his famly, his comunity,
his country and his God. He was trustworthy and
trusting, and the | eadership of his country
seem ngly betrayed him He was an indi spensabl e
part of our famly, an obedient, sweet, funny and
I oving son to nyself and his father, Pat, an adored
big brother to his sisters Carley and Jane, and his
brot her Andy, and the bel oved nephew to ny sister,
Auntie, who is here with me today. Qur famly has
been devastated and town asunder by his murder.

| believe that the reasons that we
citizens of the United States of Anerica were given
for the invasion of |Iragq have unequivocally been
proven to be false. | also believe that Casey and
hi s buddi es have been killed to line the pockets of

al ready wealthy people and to feed the insatiable
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1 war machi ne that has al ways devoured our young.

2 Casey died saving his buddies, and | know so many
3 of our brave young soldiers die doing the sane

4 thing. But he and his fell ow nmenbers of the

5 mlitary shoul d never have been sent to Iraq.

6 I know the fanily of Sergeant Sherwood

7 Baker who was killed guarding a teamthat was

8 | ooking for the nmythic WVDs i n Baghdad, the sane

9 WWDs that were the justification for invading Iraq
10 as outlined in the Downing Street Menmo. Sherwood's
11 brot her Dante Zappala and his dad Al Zappala are
12 here with us today. | believe the Downing Street
13 Meno proves that our |eaders betrayed too many

14 i nnocents into an early grave. The lives of the
15 ones | eft behind are shattered al nost beyond

16 repair.

17 | also believe an investigation into the
18 Downi ng Street Meno is conpletely warranted and a
19 necessary first step into witing the wong that is
20 Iraq, and hol di ng sonmeone accountable for the

21 needl ess, sensel ess and avoi dabl e deat hs of many
22 t housands.

23 As far as | an concerned, it doesn't

24 matter if one is a Denpcrat or a Republican, a ful

25 investigation into the veracity of the Downing
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Street Meno nust be initiated i mediately. Casey
was not asked his political affiliation before he
was sent to die in Ilragq. The innocent that are
havi ng their bl ood shed by the bucket full in Iraq
don't even know or care what Anerican partisan
politicking is all about. Every nminute that we
waste in gathering signatures on petitions or
argui ng about partisan politics, nore blood is

being spilled in Irag. How many nore families here

in Anerica are going to get the visit fromthe grim

reaper dressed in a US mlitary uniformwile we
are trying to get our congressional |eadership to
do their duties to the Constitution and to the
peopl e of Anerica?

| believe that Congress expediently
abrogated their constitutional responsibility to
decl are war when the passed the War Powers Act and
they bear at |east sone responsibility for the

needl ess heartache brought on this world by our
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governnent. | believe that supporting a ful
investigation into the Downing Street Meno is a
good beginning for Congress to redeemitself for
abandoni ng the Constitution and the American
peopl e.

There are too nmany stories of heartache
and loss to tell at a hearing like this. | have
got testinonies of other fam lies who have been
devastated by the war. Their soldiers' nanes are
Ser geant Sherwood Baker, Kevin--04/26/04, First
Li eutenant Neil Santoriello, killed in action
08/ 13/ 04, Sergeant M ke Mtchell, killed in action
04/ 04/ 04, Speci alist Casey Sheehan, also killed in
action 04/04/04, Lieutenant Jeff Tayl or (ph),
killed in action 04/07/03, Specialist Kevin Russel
(ph), killed in action 04/19/05, Specialist
Jonat han Castro killed in action 12/21/04, Private
First ass WlliamPritchard killed in action
02/ 11/ 04, Specialist Joseph Blickenstaff killed in
action 12/08/03, and First Lieutenant Kenneth

Ballard killed in action 05/30/04.

I would like to the testinmony put into the
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record and recorded for all to read the words of
boundl ess | ove, bottomn ess | oss and deep despair.

MR. CONYERS: W thout objection so
or der ed.

[ Docunents nmade part of the record.]

MS. SHEEHAN:. There are few peopl e around
the U S. and a couple of my fellow w tnesses who
are a little justifiably worried that in ny anger
and angui sh over Casey's preneditated death | woul d
use some swear words as | have been known to do on
occasi on when speaki ng about the subject.

M. Conyers, out of ny deep respect for you, the

ot her Representatives here, my fellow w tnesses and
viewers of these historic proceedings, | was able
to make it through an entire testinony without
usi ng any profanity.

[ Laughter.]

MS. SHEEHAN:. However, if anyone deserves
to be angry and use profanity, it is I. What
happened to Casey and humanity because of the
apparent dearth of honesty in our country's

| eadership is to profane and it defines even ny

file:///A|/06 16MEMO.TXT (32 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]

32



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

vocabul ary skills.

We as Anericans should be offended nore by
the profanity of the actions of this administration
than by swear words. W have all heard the old
adage that actions speak |ouder than words, and for
the sake of Casey and our other precious children,
pl ease hol d someone accountable for their actions
and their words of deception.

Again | would like to thank you for
inviting me to testify today and giving me a chance
to tell ny story which is the tragic story of too
many famlies here in the U S and in lraq. | hope
and pray that this is the first step in exposing
the lies to the light and bringing justice for the
ones who can no |onger speak for thenselves.

More importantly, | hope this is a step in
bringing our other children hone fromlraq. Thank
you.

MR. CONYERS: Very well said. W'Ill try
to neet all of the commtnents that you'd |ike us
to. M. Sheehan, we thank you so nuch.

The next witness is M. Ray MGovern.
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TESTI MONY OF RAY M:GOVERN

MR. McGOVERN:  Thank you, sir. | would
like to start out by showing a very brief
videoclip. It lasts 45 seconds and so | woul d ask
you all to stay awake for those 45 seconds.

[ Videoclip played.]

MR. McGOVERN: | would ask you to reflect
on that. | would ask you why it could be that just
a few nonths later after 9/11 the story abruptly
changed. Suddenly Iraq had all manner of weapons
of mass destruction, WWD, and posed an i medi at e
threat not only to its inmedi ate nei ghbors, but to
the United States of America. How do you explain
t hat ?

The Downing Street ninutes and the other
docunents that have been rel eased now hel p. They
help a lot, and I would Iike to publicly thank the
patriotic, courageous whistle-blowers who did that,
who made avail abl e t hese docunents because through
them and through of all people Rupert Mirdoch's
Sunday Ti mes we know the answers to a |ot of these
quest i ons.

By now you know what the Downing Street
m nutes say. Let me focus in on the phase the

intelligence facts were fixed around the policy.
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How exactly is this fixing acconplished? Rather
than speak in generalities, let's do AOL. Let's do
the anatony of a lie.

We'll take just one. You have to pay a
little bit of attention here because it flows
through a chronology. Here is nowit works. On
August 26, 2002, less than 5 weeks after the
briefing at 10 Downing Street, Vice President
Cheney gave a mmjor speech in which he said, "W
now know t hat Saddam has resumed his efforts to
acqui re nucl ear weapons. Anpbng ot her sources,
we've gotten this fromthe first-hand testinony of
defectors including Saddami's own son-in-law. " This
was a lie. Saddam s son-in-law, Hussein Kanel,
told us just the opposite when he defected in 1995.
Again, he told us just the opposite.

You can find it on page 13 of his
debriefing report. He said, "Al weapons,

bi ol ogi cal, chemical, mssile, nuclear, were
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destroyed." How did Kamel know this? He was in
charge. They were destroyed in July 2001. |'m
sorry, in July 1991 at his order. Wwy? To prevent
the U N inspectors fromfinding themafter the
war. And everything el se, everything el se Hussein
Kanel told us checked out to be true.

Cheney's lie would have been able to stand
were it not for the conscience of another patriotic
whi st e- bl ower who gave the text of Kamel's
debriefing to Newsweek 4 weeks before the war as
the drunbeat for war got |ouder and |ouder in
earl y-2003.

Newsweek broke the story on February 24,
2003, several weeks before the attack, but the
i nformati on was suppressed by U S. nedia. Wen
Reut ers asked then Cl A spokesman Bill Harl ow about
it, he used this entire tray of adjectives branding
this report incorrect, bogus, wong and untrue.

The British government took the sanme line. It
mattered not that the evidence was docunentary from
the official debriefing report of Kanel.

So that's howit works, folks. That's how
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1 you fix intelligence. Al you need is chutzpa, a
2 very flexible attitude toward truth, slunbering

3 wat ch dog intelligence conmmttees in the Congress,
4 and a supine press eager to accept officia

5 expl anations no matter how di si ngenuous.

6 Cheney played a superb role in fabricating
7 out of whole cloth a nuclear threat fromlragq,

8 putting wi nd behind all those nmushroom cl ouds

9 conjured up by the President and Condol eezza Ri ce
10 to deceive you, the Congress, our elected

11 representatives.

12 In a 27-year career in intelligence, one
13 encounters many exanples of attenpts to trimthe
14 truth or, as the British mnutes put it, fix the
15 intelligence and facts around the policy. It's in
16 the woodwork. It's part of the political scene.
17 But | had never known fixing to include the Vice
18 Presi dent abrogating the right to turn a key piece
19 of intelligence on its head. Nor had | in al
20 those years ever known a sitting Vice President to
21 make nultiple visits to Cl A headquarters to make
22 sure the fix was in, and this is just one exanple.
23 There is no word to describe the reaction
24  of professional intelligence officers, active and

25 retired, to the reality that our intelligence
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1 community managers were eager to partici

pate in

2 this deceit, and to this deliberate subversion of

3 the oath we all take--the oath we all take to

4 protect and defend the Constitution of t

5 States of Anerica

he United

6 Now we' re not tal ki ng about Georget own

7 parl or games here, or worse still, White House

8 fraternity jokes. These are consequenti

al deat h-dealing

9 lies. The establishment was all yucking it

10 up at the annual dinner of the Radio and TV news

11 correspondents on March 24th, 2004, as photos

12 showed the president |ooking under the office

13 furniture, and around this desk are there sone

14  weapons of mass destruction here? or maybe they're

15 over there. Ha, ha, ha, and you all laughed with

16 hi m fol ks; you all |aughed with him
17 I"I'l tell you who's not | aughi
18 not | aughing. The father and brother of

19 Speci al i st--or Sgt. Sherwood Baker's not

ng. Cindy's

| aughi ng.

20 Cndy's son was killed 11 days after the

21 show put on by the president |ooking for weapons of

22 mass destruction. Sgt. Baker was killed 33 days

23 after that big joke, and four nonths aft
24 Kay canme back fromlrag and told us al

25 no weapons of mass destruction
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1 You shall know the truth and the truth

2 shal |l set you free. That's the scriptural verse

3 chiseled into the marble at Cl A headquarters.

4 Wl |, thanks to the Downing Street

5 m nutes, we now know the truth, and the question

6 for us is whether we have enough respect for the

7 Constitution, whether we have enough courage,

8 we will pursue the purveyors of consequenti al

9 fal sehood, so that the truth can truly make us

10 free. Thank you very nuch.
11 MS. WATERS: Thank you very nuch.

12 we'll hear from John Bonifaz.
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1 TESTI MONY OF JOHN BONI FAZ

2 MR. BONI FAZ: Thank you, Congresswomnan

3 Waters. Congressman Conyers, nenbers of the

4 committee, thank you for your | eadership, thank you
5 for hosting this forumtoday.

6 My name is John Bonifaz. | am a Boston-based
7 attorney specializing in constitutiona

8 litigation and a co-founder of

9 Afterdowni ngstreet. org.

10 VWiile it is also true, as Congressnan

11 Conyers referenced in the opening, that | serve as
12 general counsel for the National Voting Rights

13 Institute, | amhere in ny private capacity as a

14 constitutional attorney in Boston and as the co-founder of
15 Af t er downi ngstreet. org.

16 Aft erdowni ngstreet.org is a nationa

17 coalition of veterans groups, peace groups, public
18 i nterest organizations, and ordinary citizens

19 across this country calling for a fornmal

20 congressional investigation into whether the

21 President of the United States has comitted

22 i npeachabl e of fenses in connection with the Iraq

file:///A|/06 L6MEMO.TXT (40 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]

40



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

war .

We | aunched this canpaign on May 26 of
this year in response to the revel ations whi ch have
energed fromthe rel ease of the Downi ng Street
m nut es.

The recent rel ease of the Downing Street
m nut es provi des new and conpel | i ng evi dence t hat
the President of the United States has been
actively engaged in a conspiracy to deceive and
m sl ead the United States Congress and the Anerican
peopl e about the basis for going to war agai nst
I raq.

If true, such conduct constitutes a high
crime under article 2, section 4 of the United
States Constitution, which states: The president,
vice president and all civil officers of the United
States shall be renoved fromoffice on inpeachnent
for and conviction of treason, bribery or other
hi gh cri mes and ni sdeneanors.

As has previously been stated, the Downing
Street mnutes reveal that by the sunmer of 2002,

Presi dent Bush had decided to overthrow Iragqi
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presi dent Saddam Hussei n by | aunching a war, which
Ri chard Dearl ove, the senior British intelligence
of ficer reports would be, quote, justified by the
conjunction of terrorismand WD, weapons of mass
destruction. Dearlove continues: But the
intelligence and facts were being fixed around the
policy.

The Framers of the United States
Constitution drafted article 2, section 4, to
ensure that the people of the United States,
through their representatives in the United States
Congress, could hold a president accountable for an
abuse of power and an abuse of the public trust.

James Madi son, speaking at Virginia's
rati fying convention stated: A president is
i npeachable if he attenpts to subvert the
Consti tution.

Al exander Hamilton, witing in The
Federalist, stated that the inpeachment is for the
m sconduct of public men fromthe abuse of
viol ati on of some public trust.

James Iredell, who | ater becane a justice
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of the United States Supreme Court, stated at North
Carolina's ratifying convention, the president nust
certainly be punishable for giving fal se
information to the Senate. He is to regulate all
intercourse with foreign powers and it is his duty
to inpart to the Senate every material intelligence
he receives.

Iredell went on to say that if the
president, quote, has conceal ed inportant
intelligence which he ought to have conmmuni cated,
and by that neans induced the Congress to enter
into measures injurious to their country, and which
they woul d not have consented to, had the true
state of being been disclosed to them end quote,
then he said that ought to be considered an
i npeachabl e of fense

On July 25th, 1974, then-Representative
Bar bara Jordan spoke to her coll eagues on the House
Judiciary Commttee of the constitutional basis for
i npeachnent. The powers relating to i npeachnent,
Jordan said, are an essential check in the hands of

this body, the |egislature, against and upon the
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encroachrment of the executive.

| npeachnent, she added, is chiefly
designed for the president and his high mnisters
to sonehow be called into account. It is designed
to bridle the executive if he engages in excesses.
It is designed as a nethod of national inquest into
the conduct of public men. The Framers confined in
the Congress the power, Representative Barbara
Jordan said, if need be, to renpve the president in
order to strike a delicate bal ance between a
president swollen with power and grown tyrannical,
and preservation of the independence of the
executive.

The question nust now be asked, with the
rel ease of the Downing Street m nutes, whether the
presi dent has comm tted inpeachabl e of f enses.

Is it a high crime to engage in a
conspiracy, to deceive and nislead the United
St ates Congress and the Anerican peopl e about the
basis for taking the nation into war?

Is it a high crine to mani pul ate

intelligence so as to allege falsely, a nationa
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1 security threat posed to the United States as a

2 means of trying to justify a war agai nst another

3 nati on based on preenptive purposes?

4 Is it a high crine to commit a felony via
5 the subm ssion of an official report to the United
6 States Congress, falsifying the reasons for

7 launching mlitary action?

8 Congressman Conyers, nenbers of the

9 conmittee, the Downing Street ninutes shed new and
10 important light on a docunent the president hinself
11 submitted to the United States Congress within 48
12 hours after having | aunched the invasion of Iraqg.
13 This is the docunent and | have

14 distributed it to all of you and | ask that it be
15 put into the record of these proceedings.

16 MR. CONYERS: W thout objection, so

17  ordered.

18 [ The docunent is nmade part of the record.]
19 MR BONIFAZ: In the letter dated March
20 18t h, 2003, the president nakes a fornal

21 determination as required by the joint resolution

22 on lraq passed by the United States Congress in
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Cct ober 2002, that military action against Iraq was
necessary to, quote, protect the national security
of the United States against a continuing threat
posed by Iraq.

He also states in this letter to Congress,
that mlitary action was consistent with the United
States and other countries continuing to take the
necessary actions against international terrorists
and terrorist organizations, including those
nations, organizations or persons who pl anned,
aut horized, commtted, or aided the terrorist
attacks that occurred on Septenber 11th, 2001.

If the evidence reveal ed by the Downing
Street mnutes is true, then the president's
submi ssion of his March 18th, 2003, letter to the
United States Congress would violate federa
crimnal law, including the federal anticonspiracy
statute, which makes it a felony, quote, to conmt
any offense against the United States or to defraud
the United States or any agency thereof in any
manner or for any purpose.

And the Fal se Statenents Accountability
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Act of 1996, which makes it a felony to issue
knowingly and willfully false statenents to the
United States Congress.

The United States House of Representatives
has a constitutional duty to investigate fully and
conpr ehensi vely the evidence reveal ed by the
Downi ng Street mnutes and other rel ated evi dence,
and to deternine whether there are sufficient
grounds to inpeach George W Bush, the President of
the United States.

A resolution of inquiry is the appropriate
first step in launching this investigation.

The Iraqg war has led to the deaths of nore
than 1700 United States soldiers and tens of
thousands of Iraqgi civilians. Thousands nore have
been permanently and severely injured on both
si des.

More than two years after the invasion,
Irag remains unstable and its future unclear. The
war has already cost the Anerican people tens of
billions of taxpayer dollars at the expense of
basi ¢ human needs here at hone.

More than 135,000 United States soldiers
remain in lrag without any stated exit plan

If the president has committed high crines
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in connection with this war, he nust be held
accountable. The United States Constitution
demands no | ess. Thank you.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you very mnuch,
Attorney Bonifaz, and | thank all of the w tnesses
for their testinmony. |1'mgoing to begin with a
coupl e questions and then I'd like all of ny
colleagues to join in with any statenments of
guestions that they may have.

And here's a question to all four of you.
The Downing Street mnutes outline this
adm nistration's deliberate intention to mani pul ate
intelligence in order to justify a predeterm ned
policy of war against Iraq.

Sone in the nedia have suggested these
revel ati ons are nothing new.

What do the Downing Street mnutes tell us
that we did not know before they were reveal ed?

If you have a view about that, please come
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f orwar d.

M. Anbassador.

MR WLSON. Let nme beginif | may,
Congr essman; thank you.

A year after the Downing Street nmeno
appeared, | asked the question in nmy New York Tines
article, Was the U S. fixing the intelligence,
essentially. It's very clear to me, that in July
2002, at the very highest levels of the British
governnent, they had concluded that that was the
case. That war was inevitable and the facts were
bei ng fixed around the policy.

Now t here have been a nunber of articles
that suggest that nothing was new, that we knew all
that at the time. Indeed, yesterday, there was an
opi nion piece in the Washi ngton Post that suggested
all that.

I would submit, sir, that | don't think
that Ji m Baker would have witten his piece, which
was witten after July 2002, nor would Brent
Scowcroft have written his piece. Both were senior

advi sers to President George Herbert Wl ker Bush
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I may not have witten the piece that | wote in
Cct ober of that year, had | believed that in fact
the cards had already been dealt.

General Anthony Zinni, who was the
comrander in chief of CENTCOM which has that
particular part of the world in its region, may
wel | not have participated in the debate unti
Decenber, had he known.

Indeed, he told ne, and | put it in ny
book, that he left the debate in Decenber, in
Decenber, six nonths after the Downing Street
menos, because in his judgnment at that tine the
deci sions had all been nade.

MR. CONYERS: You rem nd ne that many
menbers of Congress said that if they had known
this before we voted to give the president
additional mlitary authority in Iraq, he m ght not
have gotten any votes or certainly very few, had
this know edge been available to us then

MR WLSON: O course Paul Wl fowtz,
then the deputy Secretary of Defense, was quoted in

Vanity Fair as having said we settled on weapons of
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mass destruction because that was sonething that we

could sell.

MR CONYERS: Right.

M. MGovern.

MR. McGOVERN:  Apropos your renark about
congressmen and senators feeling msled, | would

poi nt out that even Senator Pat Roberts, head of
the Senate Intelligence Coomittee, no |iberal he,
has adnitted that had he known some of the things
that came out since, he has strong doubts as to
whet her there woul d have been a vote for war.

Let nme just add an elenent to what
Anbassador WIson has said here and that is that
t hese docunents, not only the first docunment but
the others, they show a panic, a veritable panic
anong British | awers, and | think perhaps you can
all identify with this.

They were befuddl ed. The decision had
been made for war. Their prime mnister had opted
on to this scheme and they were trying to figure
out a way, how it could be legally justified.

And not once but several tines, Peter
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CGoldsmth, the attorney general in London, felt it
necessary to point out to various and sundry,
including the prime nminister, that regi ne change is
not a legal basis for war. Ckay.

And so the other docunents who the | awyers
scurrying around for other ways to justify this and
the best they could come up with is let's propose
to Saddam Hussein the kind of intrusive inspection
regine that he's sure to reject, and then we'l|l
have a casus belli, then we can do what we want.

He outfoxed them They accepted it. He invited in
the nost intrusive, in nodern history, inspection
regi ne, and when they found sonething, nanely the

Al Sanpod missile, which exceeded in range the
allowed linmts, | remenber thinking, What is Saddam
Hussein going to do? Does anyone renenber what
happened? They destroyed them They cut them al
up. There were about ninety of them

So it was working. So | could just see
the British lawers sort of saying, Foiled again!
What is our fallback position now?

So it's really ludicrous, if you | ook at
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t hese documents. The British were in because of
the promi ses made by their prime mnister, but they
could not justify it legally and they had their
chief of staff saying: Look--1'mnot gonna send ny
men and wonen into war unless you sign on the
dotted line saying this is |legal. Because the
British, unlike us, are nenbers of the
International Court of Justice, and the admral
headi ng up their arnmed services was not allow -was
not about to put his men and wonen at that kind of
risk.

And so what happened in the event was
Peter CGoldsmith, their attorney general, was
persuaded by a phal anx of |awers fromthe NSC
here, to change his mind, and three days before the
i nvasion he signed a little one-pager saying: Yeah,
| suppose it's okay after all

MR, CONYERS: Thank you, M. MGCovern.

Attorney Bonifaz, you' ve already suggested
a resolution of inquiry. What else would you add
to the question that |I've raised?

MR. BONI FAZ: Well, Congressman, | think

file:///A|/06 L6MEMO.TXT (53 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]

53



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

that what's at stake here is whether or not the
presi dent engaged in activity that subverted the
Constitution. Article 1, section 8, clause 11, as
we know, the war powers clause, nakes it clear that
Congress and only Congress has the power to declare
war, to start a war.

It may be that the president, if the
country's been attacked, suddenly attacked, may
repel against that attack. But when it cones to
starting a war and decl ari ng war agai nst anot her
nati on, Congress has exclusive power.

Now you and ot her nenbers of this panel,
and cour ageous menbers of Congress with you, as
well as United States soldiers and parents of
soldiers, all challenge the president's authority
to wage war absent a Congress decl aration of war.

It was our view, and | was proud to serve
as your counsel in that case--it was our view that
in fact the October 2002 resolution did not
constitute a proper declaration of war or anything
of equival ent acti on.

The Wite House, through the Justice
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Department, in terns of its representation, went
into federal court and argued that the October 2002
resol ution was a proper authorization, was proper
under the war powers cl ause.

And so if in fact their position is that
the Cctober 2002 resol ution was proper, then we
have to consider what was the evidence at the tine
that the Cctober 2002 resol ution was deliberated,
that the White House had, that it may have
conceal ed fromthe United States Congress? O even
beyond that, was there in fact a deliberate
deception canpai gn that the Wite House engaged in
to deceive the United States Congress into voting
for that resol ution?

And that | think is the question of the
hi ghest magnitude for this Congress to deal with
whet her it was deceived, and if so, whether a war
was started agai nst another nation,
unconstitutionally and illegally, and that the
presi dent subverted the Constitution in doing so.

MR. CONYERS: That would be covered by a
resolution of inquiry?

MR, BONI FAZ: Correct. A resolution of
i nqui ry which woul d begin the process of

i nvestigating whether or not these Downi ng Street
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m nutes are accurate.

Now t he president has not disputed the
authenticity of these mnutes. He's not said these
m nutes do not exist. He's not said this meeting
never happened in London. He's not said that he
doesn't know who M. Dearlove is

In fact, all of that has in effect been
admtted by his cooments that he didn't believe the
m nutes were anything close to the truth.

But we need to get to the bottom of this.
We need to know who's telling the truth and why his
comments directly conflict with M. Dearl ove

A resolution of inquiry would allow the
Congress to get contenporaneous notes,
cont enpor aneous docunents, subpoena peopl e under
oath and to deternmine who is telling the truth and
who' s not .

MR. CONYERS: That is precisely why we've

called this forum to seek information, to
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determ ne how we're going to proceed to continue
this investigation. Yes?

M5. WATERS: M. Conyers, | really want to
thank you for having the courage and the caring to
pull this hearing together today, and | want to
thank all of our participants. Mny of you have
suffered, but you are here today, confronting what
may be one of the biggest scandals in the history
of this country based on the deception that you're
hel ping us to unveil, and | want to thank you for
that. You're doing a great service to the Anmerican
publi c.

I want to direct ny question to M.
McGovern. You made a statenment that Vice President
Cheney nade visits to CIA and it appears that it
was nmore than one visit. W have been watching a
vi ce president who had done any nunber of things.
This former CEO of Halliburton, who appears to have
had a hand in no bid contracts. This vice
presi dent who defends Guantananp and says that's
what we ought to do. W ought to be rough and we
ought to be hol di ng peopl e there w thout charge.

This is a vice president who refused to
share informati on about the neetings that he was

hol ding with the energy giants of this country.
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This vice president appears to be nore
than arrogant. He appears to not be concerned
about what the American public thinks about himand
his actions and the way that he influences the
deci sions of this governnent.

Now t oday, you have inplied that with
these visits, sonething was going on. W al
believe, or many of us believe that there's been a
mani pul ation of intelligence information, that they
had to make the intelligence fit the concl usion
that they were indeed going to invade Iragq.

Woul d you el aborate further on these
visits and could you shed any light on any actions
or words or anything that he may have done, that
you or others know about, that would help us to
understand that in fact he was responsible for
hel ping to mani pulate intelligence information

MR. McGOVERN: Thank you, Congresswonan

Waters. Wth respect to the visits to
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1 headquarters, people ask me is this unusual, that a
2 vi ce president would be coming to G A headquarters
3 and | say, no, it's not unusual, it's

4 unpr ecedent ed.

5 I was there for 27 years. Not once, not
6 even CGeorge Herbert Wal ker Bush, who had been

7 director of the CIA not once did a vice president,
8 sitting vice president come on a working visit to

9 Cl A headquarters

10 Now we know that Cheney cane eight or nine
11 times. Apparently the CIA officials can't get

12 their act together because they give a range. It's
13 bet ween ei ght and twelve, | think they say, which
14 opens the possibility that he may have gone there
15 wi t hout so nuch as reference, making reference to
16 the people in charge. No, it's incredible that

17 that shoul d be happeni ng.

18 Now put yourself in the position of a

19 young analyst. You're trying to find out the
20 truth, right? and you're analyzing this, and you
21 have Cheney cone in, he'd like a briefing, and

22 right over his shoulder is George Tenet, who
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everyone knew was cooking things to what he thought
the president wanted.

MS. WATERS: Excuse ne. You're telling ne
that he would ask for briefings, he would visit--

MR, McGOVERN:  Yes.

M5. WATERS: --with analysts? He would be
given informati on and Tenet woul d be present?

MR McGOVERN: Well, that's the normal
procedure. Now | wasn't there but the director
woul d normal ly be there, or the deputy director for
intelligence, and none of these fol ks protected
their people fromthis. Nowthis is the rea
outrage. A head of an agency needs to protect his
people fromthis kind of outside pressure, at |east
in the intelligence business, and he did not do
that. Tenet didn't do it and Jam e M sseck [ph],
the head of the Intelligence Directorate, she al so
didn't do it. So these people, these young people
who were trying to nake a career, were subject to
that kind of pressure.

And not only that, but George Tenet

decided that he'd like to see the president every
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1 morni ng and so he hitched a ride with the norning

2 briefer. Now, ny experience in briefing pe

opl e

3 downt own- -vi ce presidents, secretaries of state and

4 defense and so forth--was it's a one-on-one

5 Ckay? You go down there, you're trusted, y

deal .

ou' ve

6 been around for awhile, you can answer questions.

7 You know enough not to answer questions if you

8 don't know the answer. So you carry out th
9 So here is your director standing behind yo
10 your shoulder. And if this doesn't have an
11 inhibiting effect on your candor, when you

12 your director is saying slamdunk and thing
13 that, then nothing will.

14 So the bottomline here seenms to

15 regret very nmuch to have to say this, but t
16 managenment of the Central Intelligence Agen
17 been so corrupted, has been so politicized,
18 there's a real question in my nmind as to wh
19 they can cone up with an objective view on

20 anything, given the fact that the administr

is duty.

u, over

know

s like

be, and |
hat the
cy has

t hat

et her

ation

21 makes it very clear the answers that they want to

22 hear .
23 You asked about a couple of other
24 Just very briefly--energy. |It's very inter

25 Cheney was head of that energy task force,
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course. He had cone out of that Halliburton
experience, okay? He had been CEQ of course.

Now, after @l f War |, he was asked in Seattle in
early 1991, Wiy didn't you just go in there at take
Saddam out? You know? Wy didn't you do that?

You know what he said? He said, we asked
oursel ves what that would lead to. And we asked
ourselves, well, how many Anerican soldiers are
wort h taki ng Saddam out, and we deci ded, well, not
very many. Okay?

Now, 10 years later he's vice president.
What changed? Two things changed. He was head of
Hal | i burton, he knows all about oil, number one.
And the second is that our country, for the first
time inits history, is inporting nore than half of
the oil it needs. He finds Iraq on its back
mlitarily for what we did to it in 1991, he finds
Saddam Hussein a ruthless dictator, he finds Iraq

with the second-largest oil deposits in the world.
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Let's go get 'em So that was a very integral part

of that whol e nexus. The whol e deal --alternative

soci al strategy? Wwo knows about that? And | | ook
around the table -- they're all oil people. W
know about that and we know where the oil is. |

don't know how our oil got beneath the sands of
Iraq, but, you know, we have to deal with that.

So, yeah, he has a major role in all of
this. It's very easily denonstrated. And the
thing is, you probably can tell what professional
intelligence analysts find nost outraging is that
t he managenment of the ClIA pernmitted this kind of
pressure to be put on their analysts. And sadly,
that kind of pressure worked. And the anal ysts who
were worth their salt have left, and what you've
got there are the kinds of people who will
cooperate with this kind of thing, frankly.

MS. WATERS: Thank you very nuch.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you very mnuch,
Congr esswoman Wat ers.

We' ve been joined by Maurice Hi nchey of

New York, Barbara Lee of California, M. Charles
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Rangel of New York, Zoe Lofgren of California, M.
Jerry Nadl er of New York. And the chair recognizes
Barney Frank, and then after him M. Jim MDernott
and Barbara Lee.

MR. FRANK: Thank you, M. Chairnman.
want to focus on the nenps again as well.
Qoviously, we are all clearly here because of our
conviction, and | think a grow ng conviction, that
the tinme has cone to get out.

And | just want to say, as you nentioned,
to the norass that preceded this, you understand
why they're having trouble figuring out an exit
strategy and that's because they never had a good
entrance strategy. |If you don't have a good reason
for doing something, it becomes hard to have a
reason for stopping doing it. And it is the
absence of any logical reason to go in that is now,
| think, the frustration.

But |I've been struck, with regard to the
Downi ng Street nenos, that the defenders in the
adm nistration, including in the nmedia, have been

arguing the alternative. Some have been saying
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that it isn't true what's in the nmenmos, and
alternatively that they knewit all along. And
woul d particularly be interested in your addressing
this. 1've seen sone of the journalists say, well,
big deal, we knew that. | mean, as you've seen--

So the question is, did they know that
and, if they knew that, why the hell didn't they do
sonet hi ng about it?

Joe, do you want to start?

MR. WLSON: Yes, sir, Congressnan.
said earlier that, indeed, | believe that had they
wel I known about it and had the books been cooked
in the mnds of those, even supporters of the
Republ i cans, they perhaps m ght not have entered
the debate as they did. And | cited Brent
Scowcroft, who wote an article in August or
Sept enber; Ji m Baker, who wote an article urging a
different course of action; Larry Eagl eberger, who
on numer ous appearances said that he woul d support
the president if the president said there was a
nucl ear case to be nmade, a case of nucl ear weapons.

Mysel f included. | was part of that teamin the
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first Gulf War. | was in charge of the enbassy in
Baghdad during Desert Shield and was consi dered
pretty hawkish within that circle as | was
reporting back to Washi ngton

I frankly find the suggestion, as it has
been reported in a nunber of newspapers, to be an
insult to the intelligence of the readership.

MR. FRANK: The suggestion that everybody
knew that all al ong?

MR WLSON:. | think that's correct. The
presi dent cane out on any nunber of occasions, and
i ndeed, fromJuly of 2002 until the tine he went up
to the United Nations, his rhetoric changed from
regi me change, when it becane apparent that regine
change is not legal justification for war. The
U N Charter is very clear on noninterference in
the internal affairs of a sovereign nation
Therefore, you had to cone up with another reason
And the rhetoric changed fromregi ne change to
weapons of nass destruction, and then regi ne change
to terrorism ties to terrorism M. Zarkawi was
f ound- -

MR FRANK: It would be specifically what
the reference was to fixing the facts around the

pol i ci es.
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MR WLSON: Well, | think that's exactly
right. And also, if you recall, ny recollection of
the use of force authorization was that the
adm nistration had to persuade itself that the
threat to the United States was such that mlitary
action was the only possible action. Hence, you
have the argunent nade, the case built, on weapons
of mass destruction, a case which we now know was
built out of whole cloth.

MR. CONYERS: Didn't they also shift to
bringi ng denocracy to Iraq as even a third leg to
find some nore rational justification?

MR. WLSON: The justification was first
weapons of nass destruction as a threat to our
national security, and M. Wlfowitz later said
that weapons of nmass destruction was the reason
everybody would buy. They then went to ties to

terrorismand brought--found M. Zarkawi , who of

course was at that tine associated with Ansar al-Islam

which was located in an area of Iraq not
under the control of Saddam Hussein, but under the
control of Jalal Talabani, who of course is now the
presi dent of Iraq.

The third case was ties between--the

possibility that Saddam Hussein m ght actually
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transfer weapons of mass destruction to

i nternational non-state actors, internationa
terrorists. The director of the Centra
Intelligence Agency, Tenet, testified that he would
do that only as a last gasp, as his government was
col l apsi ng, sort of as a posthunous |ast gasp, as
wote. And then late in the gane, the president
gave a speech at the Anerican Enterprise Institute
in which he tal ked about bringi ng denocracy- -

MR. FRANK: But denocracy cane after the
others had been refuted. Denbcracy was not put
forward until --

MR. WLSON: That's correct.

MR FRANK: --the others had been refuted

MR. WLSON: The president hinself said --
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this.

MR. FRANK: Denocracy was in this case the
| ast refuge of whatever.

MR WLSON: | would argue that the
contract we have with our servicenen and wonmen is
to defend this country against foreign threats.

And the idea that we use the nmilitary and our
mlitary hardware to bring denocracy to a foreign
country is really counterintuitive on the face of
it. | would further argue that the 23 years that |
was in the Foreign Service, that's what dipl omats
did. W pronpted those val ues that are here and
important to us. Wich values, by the way, are
enshrined in the United Nations Human Ri ghts
Charter. That's what we do as dipl onats.

MR. BONI FAZ: Congressman, can | just add
tothis? | think it is inportant to highlight that
this letter on March 18, 2003, which the president
sent to the United States Congress was his officia
determ nation, in accordance with the Cctober 2002
resolution that this Congress passed, as to why we

were going to war against Iraq. And he says in
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this letter, as he was required to do under the
Cct ober 2002 resolution, that mlitary action was
necessary to protect the national security of the
United States against a continuing threat posed by
Iraq; and, point 2, to be consistent with the
United States and other countries continuing to
take the necessary actions agai nst internationa
terrorist organizations, et cetera, related to the
Sept enber 11th attacks.

Those were the two justifications that he
formally reported in this letter, in this officia
docunent .

MR. FRANK: "Denocracy" is not in here

MR, BONI FAZ: "Denocracy" is not in here.
"Denmocracy" is not in there. And the point here is
if the Downing Street mnutes are true and if the
presi dent was engaged in a policy of fixing the
intelligence, then did he wilfully and knowi ngly
submit a false statenment to the United States
Congress? Did he willingly and knowfully say to
the Congress that in fact we were taking mlitary

action to protect the national security of the
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United States against a continuing threat posed by
Irag when he knew that that was not true? Did he
know that to be the case? And that is the question
that needs to answered by this Congress.

MR CONYERS: WIlingly, yes; know ngly,
no.

IVB. : Didn't the Wite House put
out a statement that he didn't read it before he
signed it, so he could absolve hinself of that?

MR CONYERS: That disclaimer was not
not ed anywhere in the record.

MR. FRANK: But actually the copy we have
didn't--

MR. :  --and nenbers of the
popul ation can get it from whitehouse. gov.

MR. CONYERS: |'m pl eased to recogni ze our
new col | eagues joi ni ng us--Bob Wexl er of Florida;
Bobby Scott, Virginia, Al Geen, Texas; Diane
Wat son, California. And the chair recognizes Jim
McDernott, who will be followed by Sheila Jackson
Lee.

MR. McDERMOTT: Thank you, M. Chairnman.
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I want to comend you for having these hearings and
for the committee putting this all together and for
you, the panel, coming here and tal king.
Bef ore the war began, in August and

Sept enber a church group in Washi ngton state wanted
me to go to Iraq. And before | would go, | tal ked

to the Iraq anbassador. And then | went up to New
York and talked to the Iraq foreign mnister. Had

a long conversation with him-it was about an hour

Il ong--in which he said, finally, You will be

pl eased with the decision we're going to nake--referencing

the inspectors. And he al so said, But

it doesn't make any difference what we do, you are
goi ng to bonb us, you are going to--why don't you
just start the bonbi ng now, because you are going
to attack us. W know that. There's no question
in our mnd what's happening here.

Then recently the press has cone out with
stories about the bombing raids that were going on
before, during the period between Septenber and
actual invasion in March. And | would like to hear

what you know about that and what sources you coul d
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direct us to to find nore information, or who we
shoul d have cone and talk to us about this.

Because its seens to me they were not only cooking
the books, they were putting facts on the ground to
support what they were saying they were doing.

MR. McGOVERN: That's exactly right. Your
source for that is the British Mnistry of Defense.
And the reason that the British Mnistry of Defense
surrendered these docunents is because Parlianent
required themto.

The step-up in bonbing was incredible. In
March- April of 2002, there were hardly any bonbs
dropped at all. By the time Septenber came al ong,
several hundred tons of bonbs had been dropped.

The war had really started.
MR. McDERMOTT: When, did you say?

MR. McGOVERN: By Septenber of 2002. This

is on the public record now And the question is--these

were not only U K bonbers and fighters--the
question is under what authority did our arned
forces do these war-1like acts, and whether those

war-1ike acts were in any way authorized by the
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peopl e who were supposed to authorize war in this
country.

| woul d just mention one other thing and
that is, Congressman MDernott, when you went to
Baghdad | renenber you and Dave Boni er being
i nterviewed by George Stephanopoul os. And at one
poi nt he said, Congressman MDernott, you're not
saying that the Anerican president would m sl ead
the Anerican people, are you? And, you know, |
heard the gasps go up in the rec roons around ny
nei ghborhood. And you said, That's precisely what
I m suggesting, George. But this is a nonpartisan
affair. Wien a president of the United States
wi shes to go to war, whether it's LBJ or George
Bush, yes, he'll mislead the American people.
Thank you for asking the question.

That's the first tine in his |life George
St ephanopoul os didn't know what to say.

[ Laught er.]

MR McDERMOTT: |'ve got to go vote.

MR. CONYERS: The chair recognizes--

Rush Holt is here, New Jersey. And | recognize for
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questions or comrents the gentl el ady from Texas,

Shei | a Jackson Lee.

MS. JACKSON LEE: Thank you very much, M.

Chai rman, for convening this hearing, and
wi t nesses, thank you very, very nuch.

For those of us who debated on the floor
of the House in the fall of 2002 in a lonely
vacuum certainly not one without the sense that
you were right, but in a lonely vacuum many woul d
ask why now? And unfortunately, | would say
"timng, timng." Wthin the course of timng, we
| ook at the hundreds upon hundreds of |oss of
lives, the thousands upon thousands of Iraqi |ives.
But yet we also | ook at the extended cost of the
traumati zed returning mlitary personnel

Thi s war has shown the hi ghest number
percent age-w se of suicides. It has shown the
hi ghest percentage of degree of need for mental
health services. W have had veterans hospitals
denyi ng services to returning veterans who have
| ong-term damages. And as well, we have not
cal cul ated the human cost and loss in Iraq.

I want to say to you, Ms. Sheehan, and
wish that | did not have to say it, but what | want

to say to you is an apology. | want to officially
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go on record. And if no one el se has apol ogi zed,
want to apol ogi ze on behalf of the institutions of
this nation--the United States Senate, the United
St ates House of Representatives, and, if | can
extend to the executive of the United States of
America. The reason | apol ogize is, as the counse
has indicated, and the argunment that | recall that
I made in the fall of 2002, was that this was not a
constitutional vote and that the authority of the
decl aration of war was that of this Congress, and
that, although we m ght have been feeling the
enotion or the belief that we were in jeopardy, we
hold an obligation to the lives that we will be
sendi ng forward who took an oat h--neani ng the
mlitary--to sacrifice on our behalf. W owe the
responsibility to send themon the basis of truth
and the vetting of that truth.

So in all seriousness, | want to again

reaffirmny apology. And | believe the nation owes
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you an apology and it owes an apology to all of the

famlies that have now | ost | oved ones who

willingly went to serve on the front lines in Iraq
and Afghanistan. | hope you will hold nme to that
and, as well, | hope you will hold ne to action on

what we're hearing today.

M ght | just pose this question, M.
Anbassador. Comi ng back from Africa, you cane back
with a full report. | inagine you thought you had
been sent for an honest journey and an honest
investigation. And | suspect that you expected
that your thorough revi ew based upon your know edge
of Africa and your know edge of the issue would
have been received in the nanner that you woul d
offer it. Wth the real mof what you're allowed to
provide us with in terms of classified information,
could you track for us -- briefly the scenario of
returni ng, who you encountered in making the
report, and whether or not you left satisfied that
you had convinced them of the veracity of a plain,
sinple report, which | think your basic assignnent

was, were nuclear materials being sent to Iraq and

file:///A|/06L6MEMO.TXT (77 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]

77



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

did they have the capacity or did it result in the
capacity of, | guess, produci ng weapons of nass
destruction?

MR. WLSON: Thank you, Congressl ady.

I ndeed, when | was asked to go out to
Ni ger, | undertook the m ssion as | think anybody
in my particular area of expertise would have done.
The questions raised by what | was told was the
Ofice of the Vice President were absolutely
legitimate. |If in fact there was substance to the
al |l egation that Saddam Hussein had attenpted or was
pur chasi ng 500 tons of uraniumyell owcake from
Ni ger, there really would only be one reason to
have that stockpile, and that would be to nmake
nucl ear weapons.

It was a legitimte question. | went out
and did nmy best to answer the question. As | said
earlier, mne was not the only effort to answer the
question. There were two other efforts undertaken
pretty nuch cont enporaneously, one by our
anbassador on the scene in Iraq, Ambassador Owens-

Kirkpatrick, and one by a four-star -- general who
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was the deputy commander in chief of U S Armed
For ces/ Europe, Marine Corps Ceneral Carlton

Ful ford. Al three of us concluded separately and
i ndependently that such a sale likely did not take
pl ace.

My particular value added to this inquiry
was that | had been senior director for African
affairs in the latter years of the dinton
adm nistration at a tine when we were working
closely with the Niger government as it was wor ki ng
through a succession of nmilitary coups, including
t he assassination of one of the coup | eaders who,
as president, would beconme the | eader of the junta
in Niger. | had hel ped themwork through all their
i ssues, and indeed, by the late '90s they had had
el ections and had returned a greater
representational governnent.

I had gone out to Niger in the late '90s
at the request of the then-coup | eader as he was
transitioning out, and he received ne at the
ai rport because when | had seen hi mwhen he'd cone

to power, | had told himthere were several things
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he had to do--have el ections, nove out of power,
and probably | eave the country since his successor
civilian president would not be confortable with
hi m wat ching his back. It had been in fact his
organi zation that had been responsible for the
assassination of his predecessor

He received me at the airport to say to
me, everything you asked ne to do 18 nont hs ago,
have done, haven't 1? And | said, Yes, sir, you
certainly have. He said, there's one other thing.
I"'mon ny way down to Nigeria for a state visit, an
official visit, and while I"'mthere |I'Il be picking
up the key to nmy new house because | woul d be
| eaving the country to allow the new governnent to
seed itself and take responsible.

Now, in making this effort in the |late
'90s, | had worked very closely with the civilian
bureaucracy that sort of worked underneath this
mlitary junta, including the prine ninister, the
m nister of foreign affairs, and other senior
officials in that particular government. | had

earned their trust. It had been they who had asked
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me to come and hel p nove the country out of the
dictatorship rolls and onto the denocracy rolls.

And it was really building, it was that
trust with the governnent that had been in the
office at the tine these purported nenoranda of
sal es had been executed, that gave me added i nsi ght
into what they were doing. Qur anbassador on the
ground had arrived during the transition to a new
civilian government and therefore had not really
had the experience with these people that | had
had.

| also had served in Niger in the md-'70s
and knew quite a bit about how uraniumis mned in
Francophone Africa, both from N ger and al so as
service as the American anbassador to Gabon in the
m d-1990s. So | knew quite a bit about the uranium
m ni ng business. | knew the officials who would
have been involved in any transaction intinmately,
and | was able to report back with confidence, as
the other two were able to report back, that it was
hi ghly unlikely that such a transaction had taken
pl ace.

Now, when | returned--first of all, before
I left Nianey, Niger, | briefed the anbassador. |

al so briefed other enmbassy officials as to what |
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had found or what | had not found. Wen | returned
to the United States, within two hours of ny having
set down at Dulles, there was a CIA reports officer
who was at ny house. | briefed himon what | had
found. He then turned that briefing into sort of
intelligence, an intelligence nenmorandum whi ch was
circulated through the U S. governnent.

Now, ny understanding is the other two
reports were also circulated throughout the U 'S
governnent. So by early March of 2002, there
shoul d have been no confusion about this. I|ndeed,
in Cctober of 2002, four nmonths before the State of
the Union, in which the fanous, of infanmous, 16
wor ds showed up, the deputy director of centra
intelligence testified to the Senate Sel ect
Conmittee on Intelligence that, in his judgnent,
the British had stretched the case on African
uraniumsales to Iraq. A couple of days later, the

director of central intelligence called the Wite
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1 House and sent to faxes saying the sanme thing and,

2 as he has later testified, said that he did not

3 want the president to be a witness of fact on this
4 matter because the evidence was weak and, in the

5 judgnment of the Anerican intelligence community--that $40
6 billion-a-year industry we have to give us

7 their best assessments--the British had exaggerated
8 the case

9 Now, | think those of us who live in

10 Washi ngt on know what it neans when the deputy

11 director of intelligence, and the director, says

12 things "stretched the case" and "exaggerated."

13 What it nmeans to nornmal Anericans, or to translate
14  for normal Anericans, it nmeans the British

15 intelligence wasn't worth the paper it was printed
16 on--so as not to use a profanity.

17 [ Laught er.]

18 MR WLSON:. So I think that that was four

19 mont hs before the State of the Uni on address.

20 MS. JACKSON LEE: Thank you
21 MR. CONYERS: And | thank you very nuch.
22 Bef ore recogni zi ng Congresswonan Bar bar a
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Lee and then, follow ng that, Congressman Jim
Moran, | wi sh to acknow edge the presence of Ms.
Lynn Wol sey of California and M. Jay |nslee of
Washi ngton State; Marcy Kaptur of Chio; Jan
Schakowsky of Illinois; Ed Markey of Massachusetts.
We wel cone you all.

We now turn the questioning over to the
gentlelady from California

MS. LEE: Thank you very much, M.
Chairman. Let ne thank you for your |eadership and
for insisting that the truth be told to America and
to the rest of the world. And | want to thank al
of our witnesses for your bravery and for being
here and for continuing in your efforts to make
sure that this never happens again and that the
Ameri can peopl e know the truth.

Now, many of us knew that there was no
connecti on between al Qaeda and Saddam Hussei n.
Many of us knew that there were no weapons of mass
destruction in lrag. | serve on the Internationa
Rel ati ons Committee, one of the conmittees that

aut hori zed the use of force. During the debate in
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that comm ttee, and many of you heard that debate,
we offered them an anendnent, which we subsequently
took to the floor, that said basically let's just
continue with the United Nations inspections,
because we knew, if the U N had continued with
their work, that we would not have to go to war
based on these distortions and these lies.

Now we're $300 billion-plus; 1,700 of our
young nen and wonen have died; countless lraqis
have died; and there's no end in sight. | want to
ask you a question, and I'mtalking with
Congressman Conyers and others with regard to a
resolution of inquiry, because of course the
International Relations Conmittee is one of the
conmittees with jurisdiction over that, but | had
to find out with regard to the |ong-term plans of
the Bush administration. Now, we know their
foreign policy doctrine is a doctrine of
preenption. W use preenptive strikes to prevent
what they see as perceived future threats. Wo
knows what's next on their agenda? Is it lran, is

it Syria, is it North Korea? W don't know. Now
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1 they've sifted to regi me changes in Venezuela. So
2 I question this overall foreign policy within this
3 cont ext.

4 So | would like to just hear your take on
5 this in terns of their general foreign policy. And
6 al so, I"'mcurious of your insight as to whether

7 Secretary Powel|l and the National Security Advisor
8 Condol eezza Rice were part of this. Did they know
9 that there were no weapons of mass destruction?

10 Did they know that this policy was being put

11 together to justify the upcomng invasion? O was
12 this above their pay grade? 1'd just like to know
13 what your take is on that.

14 MR. BONI FAZ: Thank you, Congresswomran

15 Barbara Lee. | nust say that it's hunbling to be
16 compl i nented on our bravery by soneone with your

17 bravery.

18 Wth respect to Powell and Condol eezza

19 Rice, Colin Powel|l earned his persona, his self-imge by
20 saluting the person on top. He was

21 constitutionally unable to act otherwise. | think

22 he knew chapter and verse about the charade that
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was bei ng constructed and he went ahead anyway
because he knew no other way. That's harsh.

know himwell. He grewup a nile fromne in the
Bronx. But | know the syndrone. \Wen you conme up
that way, you sal ute.

Condol eezza Rice, | have to say that her
record for veracity is undistinguished. Wen you
| ook at all the things she said about 9/11, al
them-well, it's on your record, all the things

that she said that turned out not quite to be true.

Now, preenption. | was sort of worried
about preenption. |'ma student of history and of
some political science. | may be wong, but

preenption has no place under international |aw.
There is no international |aw blessing of the
doctrine of preenption, or prevention, or however
you want to call it. And that was one of the

probl ems that the British | aws were running into.
You have to have an imm nent threat and you have to
be able to prove that sonebody's about to attack
you. And nothing was farther fromthe truth

And so we have a real problemif we sit
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back and we say, oh, we have a new nationa
security strategy, preenption. It's alittle
different from contai nnent.

Vell, it's alot different from
containment. It's illegal. W ought to nmake that
point to the American people until we cone to
change it.

MR WLSON: Can | add to what the
congressl ady sai d about courage? Wat we're doing
sitting here is not courage, it is civic duty. It
is what we do in this country at every |evel of
governance every day. W just happen to be doing
it on a matter of international relations. But you
go to any city hall, you go to any state
| egi sl ature, you go back and | ook at your e-nmils,
and you have citizens of this country exercising
their First Amendnent rights to petition the
governnent for a redress of grievance. Courage is
1,700 Anmericans who have al ready sacrificed their
lives, the 130,000 Americans who are still over
there fighting. And our obligation is to ensure

that we have not sent themoff to kill and to die
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in our nanme, falsely and under dubi ous pretenses.
That's what courage is.

Now, with respect to the adm nistration's
foreign policy. As nost recently defined by the
president of the United States, it appears to be to
use our mlitary force to bring God's gift of
freedomto the human race

Now, | don't believe that anywhere in the
contract we signed with our soldiers, sailors,
airmen, and marines it is stated that that is what
they're going to carry arns and use arns to do.
They are paid to defend us against foreign enenies.

MR. CONYERS: Jim Moran. Ch, excuse e,
did you wish to--

MR BONIFAZ: | just want to add on this
preenptive war doctrine question, the president, on
June 1, 2002, announced this doctrine, and when he
did so at this speech before the United States
Mlitary Acadeny at West Point, he stated, "Qur
security will require all Anericans to be forward
| ooki ng and resolute, to be ready for preenptive

action when necessary to defend our liberty and to
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defend our laws." And 10 days later, the

Washi ngton Post printed an article on the energence
of this new doctrine, describing it as "a radical
shift" from hal f-century-old policies of deterrence
and cont ai nment .

Now, | eaving aside the question whether we
are for or against this shift in foreign policy to
preenptive war, by its own terns the preenptive war
doctrine requires evidence that there is a threat
to preenpt. And this is precisely the point of why
the Downing Street minutes are so inportant.
Because if it is true that the president engaged in
a deliberate deception canmpaign to fix the
intelligence, to fix the threat, to nmanipulate the
facts and to say that there is a threat that did
not in fact really exist, then he clearly has
engaged in suborning the Constitution and engaged
in such a high crime that it nust require
accountability under the United States
Constitution.

MR CONYERS: M. Mran will inquire.

MR. MORAN: W have a very vote com ng up.
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I"'mafraid it's a five-mnute vote. It's our
previ ous question on requiring an exit strategy on
I raq.

VWhat | would like to do is to get back to
why we did do it. W understand that the reasons
that we were given were part of an endem c pattern
of deceit. They were not the real reason. But
what do you think was the real reason?

It's been suggested that the oil conpanies
wer e concerned Saddam was giving contracts to
Russia and France, and maybe that's what it was, we
wanted to get control over the oil.

It's been suggested that rather than being
the president of a failed econony, which was the
situation in 2003, that being commander in chief of
a mghty mlitary was a lot better politica
position to be in.

There was a suggestion that, while Iraq
was no threat to the United States, Iraq could have
been a threat to our ally in the Mddl e East.

What was the real notivation, in your
mnd, to why we did go to work in Iraqg?

MR BONIFAZ: Al of the above.

MR MORAN: All of the above.

MR. McGOVERN:  Yeah. | use the acronym
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QL. Ofor oil, I for Israel, L for the logistica
base necessary, or deened necessary by the so-called
neocons, and it reeks through all their
docunents, the logistical mlitary base whereby the
United States and |srael can dominate that area of
the world. It's a very strategically inportant
area of the world, nostly because it has oil but
al so because Israel, which is traditionally
described as our ally--and | don't know of any
alliance we have with Israel--has been very
influential in our policy. Wtness the fact that
the first President Bush's national security
advi sor, Scowcroft, has described the president as
bei ng mesnerized by Ariel Sharon, who has our
presi dent wapped around his little finger

So what |'m saying here is oil was a mgjor
factor, Israel was another factor--and | have to
say that Israel is sonething that is not allowed to

be brought up in polite conversation; last tinme |
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did this, the previous director of central
intelligence called ne antisemtic--and the other
thing is the ideol ogical strategic vision of the
so-cal | ed neocons. You can see it in their
docunents. We are the sole renaining superpower in
the world. W would be remiss in our duty were we
not to use this power in every strategically
important part of the world, and what's nore

i nportant than the M ddle East? That would be ny
answer, Congressnan.

MS5. WATERS: | should just say for a
monent before we | eave that we are going up where
we're going to take a vote on an anendment by our
| eader, Nancy Pel osi, asking for a report fromthe
president to Congress containing a strategy for
success in Ilraq and identifying the criteria to be
used to determ ne when it is appropriate to bring
U S. forces horme fromlrag.

Now, let me say this. Mst of the people
who have been in the roomtoday are now signed up
in what we have organi zed as Qut of Iraq

Congressi onal Caucus. This just happened. W made
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a presentation to the | eader and to the caucus on
Tuesday. We took up two hours basically putting
everybody on notice that we were coning out of the
box, we've been quiet for too |ong, and that we
could not idly by and underm ne the reason why nany
of us cane here, and allow this war to continue
with our soldiers being killed, no exit strategy,
et cetera.

So what we have done in doing this is
we' ve gotten sone nmovement going in our caucus.
Thi ngs are begi nning to happen. The Qut of Iraq
Caucus will continue to agitate and connect with
groups outside so that we can provide the
| eadership that the American public so desperately
wants fromus in order to bring an end to this war

So | want to thank you for all that you
have done to hel p give us the backbone, the
courage, the inspiration, and all the other things
that | think people needed in order to nove in the
direction that we are about to nove. But you can
take great credit, because of what you've been

sayi ng and what you've been doing and the
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sacrifices that you have nmade, that sonething is
about to happen here above and beyond even the
anendnent that you see today. We're hitting the
streets, we're organizing, we're going to work

Thank you, John Conyers.

[ Appl ause. ]

MR. CONYERS: Thank you

We' ve been joi ned by Congressworman Corrine
Brown of Florida. And who seeks to question our
wi t nesses, M. Hi nchey from New York, and then
foll owed by Congressman Jerry Nadl er.

MR HI NCHEY: John, thank you very much.

MR. CONYERS: Excuse ne. Hinchey, Rangel,
Nadl er .

MR HINCHEY: |'Il defer to Charlie first.
1"l go after him

MR, RANGEL: Thank you. | can't thank
this panel enough. | would fight for this country
at the drop of a hat it's been so good to ne, but I
have sat through two pai nful inpeachnents, one on
the Judiciary Conmittee with the Chairman of this

committee, and through the inpeachnment proceedings
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agai nst President Cinton. Quite frankly, the

evi dence that appears to be building up points in
the direction of whether or not a President has

m sled or, rather, deliberately msled the Congress
in the nost inportant decision that a President can
ever nmeke, and that is placing Anericans in harms
way.

| say this with heavy heart because | want
to badly to believe that no human being, no public
official, no President would ever sacrifice
American lives deliberately. | have not been able
to be here throughout this hearing, this historic
hearing, because |'mcertain that all Anericans
want to believe that at worst the President was
msinformed, and | think this will clear the record
as we get information as to whether it was
del i berate or not.

Havi ng not heard all of the testinony, has
anyone here testified earlier that they believe
that the information we have nowis sufficient to
conduct an inquiry to see whether or not the

Presi dent knew or should have known that Iraq was

file:///A|/06 L6MEMO.TXT (96 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:04 AM]

96



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

not threat or Saddam Hussein was no threat to the
United States of America?

MR. BONI FAZ: Yes, Congressman, we have at
af t erdowni ngstreet.org, nmy name is John Bonifaz,
co-founder of afterdowni ngstreet.org, we have
| aunched a canpai gn on behal f of a nationa
coalition of veterans' groups, peace organi zations,
public interest organizations and ordinary citizens
across this country asking this Congress to engage
in a formal congressional investigation into
whet her or not the President has committed a high
crime, whether he has committed i npeachabl e
of f enses.

All we're asking at this point is for
answers fromthese questions. All we're asking is
to know the truth as to whether or not the
Presi dent engaged in a deliberate deception
canpai gn. Sonme of his supporters want to say this
was a failure of intelligence. |If the questions
get asked and they get answered sufficiently,
docunents get subpoenaed, Enmils and

cont enpor aneous notes get subpoenaed, peopl e get
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1 put under oath and at the ultimate end of that

2 investigation it is determned that that's all it
3 was, a failure of intelligence, then so be it.

4 But if in fact the Downing Street m nutes
5 are accurate and Richard Dearlove, British senior
6 foreign intelligence officer, is accurate when he
7 said that the intelligence and facts were being

8 fixed around the policy, if that's what the truth
9 is, then the American people and the United States
10 Congress deserve to know.

11 C ndy Sheehan and all the mlitary

12 families who have suffered |osses in this war

13 deserve to know. We all deserve to know the truth
14 as to whether or not the President has lied to the
15 United States Congress and the Anmerican people

16 about the basis for sending this nation into war.
17 We owe it to ourselves and we owe it to the

18 Constitution.

19 MR. RANGEL: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

20 MR, CONYERS: Thank you, Charles Rangel.
21 M. Hi nchey of New York?

22 MR. HI NCHEY: M. Conyers, | want to thank
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you very much for this historic hearing and for
doing this and for leading this in a very
courageous way, and | also want to thank the four
of you for being here today. Thank you for the
courage that you've shown over the course of the
| ast several years. |In many ways, | think that al
of us in the Congress and the entire nation owes
all of you and others a deep debt of gratitude.

This country in my opinion is facing one
of the most critical moments in our history. The
idea that a President of the United States may have
nm sl ed the Congress and the American people with
regard to war is the nmost flagrant exanple of bad
| eadership and irresponsibility and corruption that
one could imagine in a denocratic republic such as
ours. So what is being done today |I think is
incredibly inportant and | am deeply indebted to
you, M. Conyers, for allowing it to happen or
maki ng it happen

The fact that we're in atiny little room
i ke this discussing one of the nost inportant

i ssues before the American public indicates how
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irresponsible this Congress is. Under the
Constitution, the Congress of the United States has
the responsibility to oversee the Executive Branch
and to make certain that the Executive Branch's
actions and activities are wholly and conpletely
consistent with the law as witten by the Congress.
Thi s Congress has abrogated its responsibility,
failed conpletely in its obligations and
responsibilities to oversee this admnistration

It's unfortunate, but in WAshington today
we have a nmonolithic governnent. W do not have
the checks and bal ances which are so critically
important to allowing this country to keep
functioning properly.

Many of us realize that the tinme that that
resol ution was passed in Cctober, that the basis
for the resolution as it was presented by the Wite
House and the | eadership here in the Congress was
largely if not conpletely false. W did not have
all the information then, but on the basis of the
informati on that we had which was available to

every nenber of the Congress and to a | arge number
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of the American population, it was clear that there
was no connection between Iraq and the attack of
Septenber 11th, that there was no rel ationship of
any consequence between Saddam Hussein and GCsama
bin Laden as it was presented by adm nistration,
and it was clear that whatever weapons of nmass
destruction, chem cal and biol ogi cal weapons,
including all of those which were placed in Iraq
during the md- to | ate-1980s and early-1990s by
this governnent under the administration of Ronald
Reagan and the admi nistration of George H W Bush,
all of those chemical and biol ogi cal weapons as
wel | as conventional weapons which were sent there
during that tine were largely accounted for if not
conpl etely accounted for.

Now t he Downi ng Street Meno which says
clearly that the admnistration tw sted the
intelligence and the facts around the policy
docunents again what we believe to be the case in
Cct ober 2002 and all of the period of tinme sonetine
before that and all of the period of tine after
t hat .

So if this administration did what now
seens apparent and in fact tw sted and distorted

the facts in order to acconplish a policy which was
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set in place long before the attack of

Sept enber 11th and sought to exploit the attack of
Septenber 11th in order to carry out that policy,
i.e., the attack on Iraq.

And then alleged that any m stakes that
may have been nade were the result of nalfunctions
in the intelligence system putting the blane of
the responsibility for all of that activity in the
Central Intelligence Agency, on the FBI, on the
ot her aspects of American intelligence, and that is

not the case which it seens to be

What is the inpact of that on the Anmerican

intelligence systen? The President is saying to us
that the attack on Iraq anong ot her things has nade
Anerica and the world nmore secure. It seenms to ne
it has nade it nmuch | ess secure. It seens to ne as
a nation we are nmuch | ess secure today than we were
before this policy was put into effect.

One of the exanples of that insecurity is
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what | inmagine to have happened within the
construct of the intelligence apparatus within the
United States. Having done their job, having
presented the information, albeit George Tenet
admttedly saying to the President, yes,
M. President, it's a slamdunk. Whatever you
want, we can get for you. But the people who
actually do the work in the intelligence apparatus
of this country, what has been the effect on the
intelligence? How rmuch |ess capable is our
intelligence today? How has the affected the
people working in the intelligence operations? How
are they less able to produce what they ought to be
producing? And if you woul d, maybe you m ght
comment also on the Senate Intelligence Committee
report which said to us last fall that they were
going to conplete that report early this year and
tell us in that report what were the
adm nistration's connections with the falsification
of information.

MR. McGOVERN:  Thank you. Perhaps | could

start by responding the state of U S. intelligence
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has never been nore a shanbles. W're heir to two
dozen years of what | call corruption by virtue of
politicization. The kinds of people who would tel
Wl liam Casey, Ronald Reagan's DCl, that, yes, they
too could see the Russians under every rock
There's one over there, yes. Those are the people
that got pronoted. So after 24 years, or after 22
years, when George Tenet cane back fromthe Wite
House i n Septenber 2002 and said to his managers
that we have to do our national intelligence
estimate now on weapons of nmass destruction in
lrag. W can't avoid it any longer, but it's got
to come out the way Dick Cheney just said it was on
August 26, in ny day we woul d have | aughed at the
director like that, you're kidding, you're kidding.
We don't do that kind of thing. Then if you said
I"'mnot kidding, | like to think we would have al
wal ked out. Maybe sonebody woul d have stayed, but
he woul d have known that he had insurrection on his
hands.

In 2002, the kinds of nalleabl e managers

that had bubbled to the top, sat there and said,
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yes, sir, we can do that, how soon do you need it?
And 3 weeks later the worst national intelligence
estimate ever produced by the intelligence
community with high confidence, mnd you, judgnents
about WMD all over the place, an ability of these
little planes to spread chemical weapons from
barges off the Atlantic, give me a break. It was
awful, and that's what happened.

So in answer to your question, a thorough
house cl eaning is required because many of the good
peopl e have left and | dare say that if John Bolton
after the things that he did to intelligence
anal ysts, if he is confirnmed, the rest of the good
people will |eave, too, because what is the sense
in wrking in the intelligence community when you
have a high policy maker like Bolton or |ike Cheney
who reserves the right to thenselves to analyze the
intelligence who say, thank you very nuch, but |
|l ook at it this way? Bolton has clainmed that
right, and of course, Cheney acts that way all the
time.

So in answer to your question, character
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does count, integrity does count. W didn't have
it at the top of the intelligence community and
that kind of thing percolates down. And not do the
sycophants get pronoted up, but | have to say that
a |l ack of professionalismgoes hand in hand with
the kind of careerismthat gets people noved up to
the very top.

So the situation nowis very m serable,
and that's why, that's why it's so incunbent upon
you. | have to say that the intelligence
conmuni ties have shown thensel ves--the intelligence
conmi ttees have shown thensel ves incapabl e of doing
much about this, but perhaps you could raise
consci ousness to the point where the honest people
still left inthe intelligence community can say
maybe we do have a patriotic duty here and maybe we
can speak out and nmaybe Negroponte will see a
choi ce between telling the truth or not telling the
truth and getting only a Medal of, what, the
Freedom Medal in consolation. Sorry about that.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you. Anbassador?

MR, WLSON:. G ven my unique rel ationship
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with a certain menber of the CIA | would really
not want to talk specifically about what's going on
out there, but | would say this, and that is that
the sanctity of the integrity of the intelligence
product needs to be naintai ned and that has been
sacrificed clearly in everything that we've seen
irrespective of the gloss and the spin that the
adm nistration is trying to put on this.

There are any nunber of people who are
afraid to come out of the woodwork, many likely
because of what happened to ny wife. There are
those in the adninistrati on who have said that it
was out of revenge. M own view that it was a shot
across the bow to nenbers in the intelligence
community and it was basically a signal to themif
you do to us what Wlson did to us, we will do to
you what we did to Wlson's famly, and | find that
in a denpbcracy to be absol utely unacceptable.

The debate in the public square is a
debate that takes place based on the val ue of the
i deas you bring to the debate, not on the ability

of your opponent to assassi nhate your character,
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i mpugn your integrity or attenmpt to find skel etons
in your closet. Again, let ne say once again for
the record, being married to ny wife is not having
a skeleton in ny closet.

[ Laughter.]

MR CONYERS: Thank you very much. Tine
is nmoving rapidly. W are trying to begin to nove
toward a close. The Chair before he recognizes
Jerry Nadl er wants to acknow edge that
Congresswonman Betty MCol |l um of M nnesota is here,
Congr esswonan Tammy Bal dwi n of Wsconsin is
present, Congressman Chris Van Holl en of Maryl and
is here. M. Nadler?

MR. NADLER: Thank you very nuch,

M. Chairman. Let me begin by thanking you, M.
Conyers, for holding this hearing and the w tnesses
and everybody for participating init.

I think it is a very inportant hearing.
think that this country nowis at a very uni que
nmoment. | think we have five crises that we're
facing simultaneously. One, we have a war goi ng on

in which people are dying and in which a | ot of
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things are happening. That's crisis nunber one
which I'lIl cone to in a minute. Two, we see that
war seens to be wrecking our arned forces. W hear
testimony from generals and we see what's happeni ng
to recruitment. We see our generals saying the
Arny is less conbat ready and will be | ess conbat
ready. And what happens if, God forbid, there is a
real emergency sonewhere at sone other place?

Three, we seemto be wecking our
adm ni stration capability which is a another
crisis. Four, there is a lack of checks and
bal ances. The fact that this hearing as M.
H nchey nentioned is being held in this room under
unofficial mnority auspices because we can't get
the people who run this Congress to begin to place
real checks on the Executive Branch and hol d
hearings into all these questions is a crisis in
Aneri can denocracy.

And five and finally, a constitutiona
crisis, the one nost intimately associated with
this hearing, about the President of the

United States who may very well have deliberately
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decei ved Congress and the Anerican people in order
to get us into a war, the authority for which
Congress woul d never have voted had it been aware
of the true state of facts. It seens to be
generally conceded that the facts or the factua
al | egati ons and assertions upon which Congress was
i nduced to vote authorization for the President's
use of mlitary force were in fact not true and the
only question is was the President and his
adm nistration a fool or an aid? Did they
deliberately falsify information they knew not to
be true and hand it off to Congress? O were they
simply ignorant and foolish and sel f-deceiving and
believing information which they should have known
if our intelligence was functioning properly was
not true?

| suppose it's sonme confort if they were
foolish, then at | east they weren't violating the
| aw and woul dn't be raising the questions of
whet her we have to start inpeachnent inquiries, but
that's of snmall confort to people who are victins

of war, the direct victins or the indirect victins,
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111
being the entire Amnerican and Iraqi peopl es.

So | have two questions, and | want to say
one other thing before the question. | renenber
during the Vietnam War there was a Denocratic
Presi dent who got us into that war and a Denocratic
Congress, and that Denocratic Congress under the
| eadershi p of Senator Ful bright held hearings which
started undoi ng the case for the war and which
appl i ed the checks and bal ances principl es and
starting holding the feet of the Executive to the
fire. W don't seemto have a Congress in this
case because you have a Republican President, you a
Republ i can Congress that doesn't seemwlling to
fulfill the constitutional functions and say what
the heck is really going on here, and that's why
we're here in this small room

| also serve as do nost, not all of the
people at this table, on the Judiciary Conmittee,
and we all remenber participating in inpeachnment
heari ngs against the President of the United States
a few years ago in which the basic allegation was

that the President lied regarding a matter of
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private conduct, lied to the Congress and to the
Ameri can people about a matter of private conduct.
And regardl ess of our conclusions in that, nost of
us thought that that wasn't inpeachabl e because it
wasn't subverting the structure or function of
governnent or subverting liberty. A President who
del i berately deceives the Congress, sends a

del i berately deceptive official comunication to
Congress, lies to Congress, in order to induce it
to vote mlitary authorization clearly would neet
that definition, clearly would neet that
definition, and we have to |l ook into that.

I have two questions. The first is
suppose of M. Bonifaz, and this goes to the
Downi ng nenorandum |f the President foolishly
deceived this country into war, that's bad enough.
If he deliberately didit, it's far worse. Downi ng
Street Meno seened to--well, not seemed to, the
Downi ng Street Meno says that it was the conclusion
of British intelligence and other officials that
the administration was deliberately deceiving the

Congress and the American people. Do we know on
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what that is based or is that sinply a statement of
opi nion by then? How nmuch can we rely on that?
That's my first question.

My other question I'lIl just state it now
so I'lIl be finished. M other question is of
Anbassador WIson. You say in your witten
testimony that we were told in the run-up to the
war that there would be fewer than 30,000 troops in
Irag within a year of the invasion. Obviously
that's not true. W are told now that we nust stay
|l ess the country falls into sectarian violence. W
question to you is, on the assunption that if we
were to pull out now, the country would fall into
sectarian violence and cause a | ot of people to be
killed, what is likely to happen with respect to
that prediction if we don't pull out now, if we
stay there another 5 years? |Is that still going to
happen 5 years from now, except w th whatever
nunber of thousands of nore American boys dead or
would we be likely to have a different or better
outcone? |In other words, is there any likelihood

that we don't have to face that possibility at some
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poi nt ?

MR, BONIFAZ: Wth respect to your first
question, Congressman, it is clear fromthe Downing
Street mnutes that this document was intended to
be secret and that it was not intended to go beyond
those who attended this neeting. This neeting was
in July 2002, July 23, 2002, at the Prime
M ni ster's residence, 10 Downing Street, in London
Prime Mnister Tony Blair held a nmeeting at which
Ri chard Dearl ove, the senior British intelligence
officer, the head of M6 at the tinme in Britain,
the equival ent of our head of the Centra
Intelligence Agency, was briefing the Prinme
M ni ster and other top security--national security
officials in Britain.

He says and he reports in his briefing
that the President had decided to overthrow Iraqi
Presi dent Saddam Hussein by | aunching a war which
woul d be "justified by the conjunction of terrorism
and WVMD, weapons of mass destruction.” And he
continues, "But the intelligence and facts are
bei ng fixed around the policy."

Now sone people can say these were just
i npressions that M. Dearlove had. That's not

really what happened. That's why we need an
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investigation. That's why we need these questions
asked, because M. Dearlove reports in this
briefing, and he had no reason to exaggerate in
this secret nmeeting for the Prime Mnister and
other national security officials what the Bush
adm ni stration had pl anned, no reason what soever

In fact, if anything, the people in this
meeting were very concerned about these plans and
trying to figure out howto potentially get to the
United Nations and see whether there could be some
kind of legal justification which they could not
find thus far present.

So our viewis there needs to be this
investigation to precisely answer this question
Is M. Dearlove correct? |Is this the policy that
the Bush administration engaged in and had pl anned

back in July 2002, or is it sonething el se?

I would just add that when it cones to the

question of whether intelligence has been m sused,
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that issue has not been investigated by either the
House or the Senate. The Anerican nedia is--

MR. NADLER  That was the second set of
hearings that Senator Pat Roberts prom sed that
woul d occur after the election and now says forget
about it, we're not going to bother.

MR. BONIFAZ: That's right. And so when
we hear these reports in various news nedia outlets
around the country that this matter has al ready
been investigated, it has not. This question of
whet her intelligence has been m sused, whether
there was a deliberate deception canpai gn, has not
been i nvesti gat ed.

And what's different about these minutes
is that these are official governnent m nutes.
This is an official government docunent and this is
not about soneone's opinion in a book. This is an
official neeting that occurred prior to the start
of this war, nonths before the start of this war,
and t hese questions nmust be asked and they nust be
answer ed.

MR M GOVERN: Two sentences on that.
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1 Ri chard Dearl ove was just back from Washi ngton
2 The whol e purpose of this briefing was to give an
3 account of what he |l earned fromtalking to George
4 Tenet and the other senior officials in Washington,
5 so it wasn't sort like a periodic wap-up. This
6 was the result of his visit.
7 Nurmber two, Jack Straw, the British
8 Foreign Secretary, said exactly the sane thing in
9 this nmeno. He says | talked to Colin Powell, yes,
10 the President has decided to have this war. W
11 have to figure out howto do it. Nunber three,
12 Dearl ove says this is a mgjor change, this is a
13 maj or change from before. And nunber four,
14 Dear | ove descri bes the change as inevitably | eading
15 to war.
16 MR. BONIFAZ: It's been reported that
17 M. Dearlove net with George Tenet.
18 MR. NADLER | doubt that that went over
19 the m kes. Congressman Scott asked do we know who
20 they met with.
21 MR. BONIFAZ: It's been reported that

22 M. Dearlove net with George Tenet and
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Condol eezza Rice in his nmeetings in Washi ngton, but
that question also needs to be asked and answer ed.

MR WLSON. Wth respect to your second
question, Congressman, as to whether or not we have
any information as to our continued presence being
part of the solution or part of the problem in
other words, will sectarian violence continue
irrespective of whether we're there or not, | don't
thi nk that anybody has a definitive answer on that
yet which is why | suggest that at a m nimumthe
question be raised so that people could be
stimulated to think about it.

Every tinme you turn around you have a
mlitary officer talking about howit's going to be
anot her several years before we get our arnms around
the insurgency. The |esson of the battle of
Al giers was that while the French killed off the
first set of insurgents that they faced, a whole
second generation was being trai ned and grow ng up,
and you may wel |l have sonething al ong those |ines.

My suspicion is that you will have

sectarian violence for the foreseeable future
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whet her we're there or not. Being there we are
essentially blamed for whatever sectarian viol ence
goes on in addition to which there are, literally
with every attack that the Americans | aunch,
thousands if not hundreds of thousands of Arabs and
ot her Muslinms who decide that what we're doing
there is sonething worthy of their hate and from
those thousands and hundreds of thousands will
undoubt edl y be drawn a second generation of
terrorists who will want to do us harmhere in the
United States and where we may be traveling
over seas.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you, M. Anbassador.
As we nove toward the beginning of a close, we've
been jointed by Don Payne, New Jersey, Hilda Solis,
California, Peter DeFazio, Oregon. I'mtotally and
hunbly grateful to all of ny colleagues for show ng
up. | recogni ze Congressnman Zoe Lofgren

M5. LOFGREN: Thank you, M. Conyers.
First, thank you for holding this hearing. It's
both a good thing and a sad thing because we're

meeting in this little roomin the basement of the
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Capi tol because those who are in charge of the
Congress are participating in a coverup, and
there's really no other way to say it.

Looking at M. Rangel and M. Conyers,
they are the only two nmenbers of Congress who were
on the Judiciary Conmittee when the inpeachnent
inquiry was made with Richard Nixon. [|'msure they
recall, | do because | was on the staff at the
time, that when that vote was taken, it wasn't just
Denocrats who voted, it was Denocrats and
Republ i cans because it wasn't about partisanship,
it was about America. And unfortunately, we do not
have | eadership in the House today that has that
same spirit of Americanismwhich is why we are
sitting here in this basenent hoping that the press
can arouse the public so that we can get those who
are in charge to do their job and make an inquiry.

I along with ny coll eagues on the
Judiciary Comm ttee had the unfortunate experience
of participating in the inpeachnent of President
Bill dinton, and the inpeachnent of M. dinton

did not neet the standard outlined in 1974, Section
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4, Article Il, "the President shall be renoved from
of fice on inpeachnent for and conviction of
treason, bribery or other high crinmes and

m sdenmeanors,"” and if you read the record of the
witing of the Constitution, high crines and

m sdenmeanors has a very particul ar neaning at the
time of the drafting of the Constitution. It
certainly didn't nean |ying about sex, but it nmght
well nmean lying to the Congress about a |arge
public purpose such as Iraq.

I think certainly we don't want to leap to
conclusions. It is wong to misuse inpeachment for
any political or partisan purpose. But we have
questions that need answers, and right now we get a
stonewal | fromthe Chairman of the Chairman of the
Judiciary Committee. W can't even get a roomto
meet in to even discuss this matter

So | have a question for you,

M. MGCovern, and again it goes to the partisan
nature of the coverup. |In a recent interview on
NBC s Meet the Press, the Republican Nationa

Comm ttee Chairman Ken Mel man sai d about the
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Downi ng Street neno, and this is a quote, "Tim
that report has been discredited by everyone el se
who's | ooked at it since then, whether it's the

9/ 11 Conmi ssion, whether it's the Senate, whoever
has | ooked at this has said there was no effort to
change the intelligence at all." When Russert
noted, "I don't believe that the authenticity of
this report has been discredited, Ml man
reiterated, "I believe that the findings of the
report, the fact that the intelligence was somehow
fixed, have been totally discredited by everyone
who has | ooked at it."

So is the Republican National Committee
Chairman correct? Has this been discredited by
everyone who has | ooked at it?

MR. McGOVERN: | have to refer back to a
remark that got Anbassador WIson in trouble,
believe. He pernmitted hinself, the consunmate
anbassador, to say a word that anbassadors never
say when he told the Washi ngton Post reporters in
July 2003, This African charade begs the question
as to what else they're |lying about.

Now we have the Downi ng Street Menorandum
and we know what el se they were lying about. This

wi Il not prevent propagandi stic repetition of
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untrue things. | listened to that interview and
t he whol e busi ness about this report having been
di scredited by conmi ssions that took place nonths
before the report surfaced is ludicrous on its
face. And | applaud Russert for follow ng up on
the question, but he sort of let it dangle at the
end and what we get, the inpression that the

Ameri can people get fromthe press coverage, is
it's sort of like a headline that says, Shape of
the Earth in Dispute; administration officials and
Nl H said today that they believe that the Earth is
square after all, and then in the last two

par agr aphs, However, traditionalists continue to
mai ntain that the shape of the Earth is round.

What kind of reporting is that? He said,
she said, and they | eave the Anerican people up in
the air and it's a bald lie. It hasn't been
di scredited. Those conmi ssions took place before

the report.

MR LOFGREN: VWhat M. Ml man said was not

true?

MR, McGOVERN:. No

MR WLSON. May | just add to that,
Congresswonan? The piece of this that I own which

is the trip to Niger and the findings and the sort
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of ignoring of the findings and ultimately the
16 words in the President's State of the Union
Addr ess.

The Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence report on that is very clear. Four
nont hs before the State of the Union Address the
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence was told
that the American intelligence comunity did not
bel i eve--believed that the British had stretched
the case on Anerican sales of uraniumto N ger, and
at the sane tine within days George Tenet told the
Nati onal Security Adviser, her deputy, and
presumably it to the President of the United
States, that the President of the United States
should not a witness of fact in this nmatter because

the evidence was weak and in the judgnent of the
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Anmerican intelligence comunity that $40 billion a
year organi zation we have to sift facts fromrunors
believed that the British had exaggerated the case

MR. FRANK: | do want to reenphasize,
whi | e sone people have said |like Melman that the
Downi ng Street minutes were false, others have
simul t aneously argued that they knew it all along.
A it's false, and B, we always knew that, and the
sanme peopl e nmake the sanme argunent.

M5. LOFGREN: | know that we are running
out of tine, so I'mgoing to defer back to our
| eader on the Judiciary Comrittee, M. Conyers, but
I will just say in the end the people of the United
States own the Congress, not the |obbyists, not the
special interests, and | hope that the Anerican
people will call upon all of their representatives
including the Republicans that are engaging in this
stonewal | and coverup to engage in an activity to
discern the truth. | thank you, M. Chairman.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you

MR. : If I may add with respect

to this point about the coverup briefly, that | in
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1 my view | ook at these Downing Street mnutes as

2 equi valent to the revelation that there was a

3 taping systemin the N xon Wite House.

4 I magi ne for the nonent that upon that

5 revel ation comng to the Congress and to the

6 nation, Congress's response was we don't want to

7 see those tapes. W don't want to hear them

8 We're not going to ask for them You can keep

9 them O course Congress had to ask for those

10 tapes. And these Downing Street mnutes require
11 that Congress pursue these questions to wherever

12 they may | ead including whether or not the

13 Presi dent may have conmitted a high crine.

14 MR. CONYERS: The Chair is pleased to

15 i nclude the testinony of Ann Reich who was in this
16 room one of three people who resigned fromthe

17 State Departnent as a result of her objection to
18 the Iraqg invasion. She was a departnent Deputy

19 Chi ef of M ssion when Di ane Watson was then an

20 anbassador.

21 The four people left, nenbers, Hilda

22 Solis, Don Payne, Marcy Kaptur and Jan Schar kowsky.
23 MB. SCHARKOWBKY: Thank you, M. Conyers,
24  our Ranking Menber for the Denobcrats on the

25 Judiciary. And | want to thank especially the
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panel i sts for being so brave and courageous to be
here with us because it is a sad say when we have
to have a hearing at this hour solely after we've
had nore than 11 anendnents to vote on, and naybe
that was nade deliberate so that nenbers woul d not
be com ng through here, so no surprise there

My conmrent really is that in a district
like mine in Southern California, we've |ost
already 11 soldiers. Sone were green card
soldiers. They weren't even citizens. Their
parents are waiting to find out how sone of them
di ed because there is no classification as to what
acci dents may have happened or how they were

killed, if they were in battle or did their truck

just fall off the bridge over the Tigris River, for

exanple. There are a |ot of questions that our
parents back hone are asking of us.
One of ny questions that | wanted to ask

whoever on the panel is with respect to the yell ow
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cake that we heard about so nuch, that there was
evi dence there of the potential for uranium

Was there in fact the yellow cake, and if
it was, when was it disposed of? Do we even know
where that nmaterial may have been, could have been,
or is it a manifestation of what happened that was
renoved maybe some 15 years ago?

MR WLSON. Thank you for your question,
Congresslady, and let ne just say that we as
civilians owe it to our mlitary to ensure, owe it
to the famlies of the mlitary who serve this
country so nobly, to give their fanmilies all the
informati on as quickly as we possibly can

I would also note it's not just regular
servicemen. | was told the other day that half the
Nati onal Guard in New York State is deployed to
Irag. What happens when there are things |ike
wildfires in Washington State, for exanple, and you
have no National Guard to turn to? To what extent
has our own donestic security, our honel and
security, been degraded by this?

Wth respect to yell ow cake, there were,
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my under st andi ng, several hundred tons of yell ow
cake already in Iraq that was under |nternationa
At omi ¢ Energy Agency seal at the time of the war
I don't know what's happened to that.

After the invasion the integrity of the
premises in which this was stored was breached and
there were phot ographs sent around the world of
Iraqgi children getting into these druns and
suffering from sonme radi ati on sickness as a
consequence of their exposure to it.

Iraq al so has some natural sources of
uraniumup in the north. There was in fact a
facility that | believe was bombed during the first
@Qulf War to ensure that they would not be able to
m ne that.

Wth respect to the N ger uranium the
yel | ow cake that was supposedly sold fromNi ger to
Iraq, that was a fabrication that was nmade out of
whol e cloth. The agency has since it all became
public gone back and certified that in their
j udgrment there was absolutely nothing to this from
t he begi nni ng.

MS. SHEEHAN: May | ask sonethi ng not
about yel |l ow cake but about the truth? | would say

every mlitary family in here who has lost their
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1 children or brothers or nephews, we have not been
2 told the truth. W have not been told the truth
3  about where, when, how, why our children died. As
4 a matter of fact, we have been trying to get a
5 meeting with Donald Runsfeld for nonths, even
6 sonebody fromthe DOD to talk to us about it and
7 they refuse to talk to us about it.
8 My Congressman George MIler just cane in.
9 He has been trying to help us with getting a
10 meeting with the Departnent of Defense. W gave
11 sonet hing that never should have been asked from
12 us, our children, and they will not sit down with
13 us and neet with us and tell us the truth, and to
14 e that is an abomi nation
15 This country, we should have the keys to
16 the Pentagon as far as |'mconcerned for what they
17 took fromus, and they won't tell us the truth.
18 And this is what we want with this investigation,

19 the truth. If this adm ni strati on doesn't have
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anything to hide, then they should be down here
testifying today.

MR. CONYERS: George MIler is here, but
the next person briefly is Don Pai ne, Ranking
Menber of the International Relations from New
Jersey.

MR. PAINE: Thank you, M. Chairman. Let
me thank you for your 40 years of service to this
Congress. This country is nuch better off because
of your | eadership over the years and continues to
be.

To Anbassador WIlson and to the other
panelists, | have had the privilege to work with
Anbassador W/l son and you couldn't find a finer
career State Departnent person, and it's a shane
that people who have given their lives to this
country and their famlies are put in harms way
the way you were, and we all should apol ogi ze for
the manner in which the agency treated you

I had the privilege for 2 days to nanage
the resolution on whether to give preenptive strike

authority to President Bush. | was the nost
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ranki ng Denocrat who opposed this preenptive
strike. | was opposed to it fromthe begi nning
because it was wong. Hans Blix and the inspectors
were given free rein and for our country to ask
themto | eave was shaneful, and that mght sinply
be the question.

I just want to also indicate that as we
| ook at the level and the quality of the | eadership
of the Judiciary Conmittee that handled the
i npeachnent of M. N xon, | replaced Congressman
Peter Rodino. These were people who had integrity.
We will have a special order on Mnday
commrenorating his life. He passed away severa
weeks ago. And to see what a Judiciary Commttee
has dropped to the | evel, alnost purgatory seventh
level in Dante's Inferno, it's unbelievable.

Let me just say that if indeed the
i nspectors and al so the Anbassador of Niger, a
country that's forgotten by this country, 800, 000
children are at the verge of starvation, |ocusts
are in the country, and it's just been forgotten by

this nation; 25 percent of its people are hungry.
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This was the country that was supposed to have the
uranium It's pitiful.

Let me just ask what do you think would
have been--if there could have been a di scussion
about the U S.'s request to renove the inspectors,
could there have been sonme U N outrage or sone
countries to say let themremain? Do you know any
of you what debate or discussion when the President
arbitrarily said it's time to | eave themafter they
were given free rein for the country? Could anyone
respond to that?

MR. WLSON:. Thank you, Congressman, for
your comments. Let me just repeat what | have said
earlier, and that is that the courage we ought to
be appl auding is the courage of our arned forces.
VWhat those of us are doing up here is really our
civic duty.

Wth respect to what has happened to ny
own famly and me which is nothing conpared to the
famlies of those who have |ost their |oved ones in
this war, it was not done by the agency, it was

done by the political machine of the Republican
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Party. | think we ought to be very, very clear
about that.

Secondly, with respect to the inspectors,
it's very clear that when the President went up to
the United Nations and got 1441 passed, that was an
enornous victory. That resolution was passed 15 to
zero. That resolution was accepted by Saddam
Hussein and we had i nspectors there doing
everything that we wanted themto be doing. Any
glitch in the systemwas bureaucratic. There was
no political intent. He was contained.

And remenber al so that we had defeated the
fourth-largest army in the world in 1991 in the
first aulf War where | was in charge of the enbassy
during Desert Shield in Baghdad. This was not the
rise of the Third Reich. This was a decayi ng and
i ndeed decayed political systemthat woul d have
fallen of its owmn weight, and it was further
contained by the efforts of the United Nations to
put inspectors back in there.

This was not a threat to our nationa

security. It was not a threat to regi ona
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security. Indeed, Turks would not even permt us
to nove our troops through Turkey in order to
participate in this m sadventure.

So with respect to whether or not the
United Nations would have stood up and not renoved
the inspectors when we said to do so, | don't think
that anybody in that organization was prepared to
put the lives of the inspectors at risk know ng
that there was going to be an attack. So | don't
think that that woul d have gone anywhere.

I ndeed, we decided not to go for the
second resolution in the United Nati ons because
there was the resistance that was put up by some of
our friends and allies and, indeed, nost of the
rest of the international comunity.

MR. CONYERS: Thank you very much. The
Honor abl e Marcy Kaptur, Tol edo, Ohio.

M5. KAPTUR  Thank you very nuch,

Congr essman Conyers, our once and future great
Chairman of the Judiciary Conmittee, and | have to
start by thanking the people of the great Wlverine

State of M chigan for sending you back to this
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Congress these nany years for allow ng you to
assenbl e the seniority that you have in order to
have the foresight and courage to bring us al
together today. Thank you on behal f of the
Ameri can people and for allowing nme this question

I wanted to say with ny coll eagues that
it's truly a tragedy that we have to neet in such
cranped quarters to wel cone the Anerican people
here to hear their views and to be also this
afternoon required to cast 11 votes, that's nore
votes than we've cast all week in any 2-hour period
simul taneous with this particular hearing. And
al so the committee that several of us are on
Appropriations, holding a hearing on the |argest
budget that cones before us that is nondefense at
exactly the sane tine causing us to probably m ss
votes there. It's very interesting timng.

Let me say |'malso very troubled by the
Downing Street Meno and the little attention that
it's been given by this Congress, particularly the
statement by M. Dearlove that the intelligence and
facts were being fixed around the policy.

This rem nds ne of the book by the Bush
fornmer Secretary of the Treasury M. O Neill who

said fromhis very first Cabinet nmeeting the issue
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of the war in Irag was on the tabl e and he was
systematically renoved

As a nenber of the Defense Appropriations
Subcommittee, | wanted to say one of ny mgjor
concerns is the integrity of our mlitary forces
and respect for their honor and their service. |
have never seen, and |'ve been in this Congress
23 years, | have never seen the nunber of

resignations or retirenments of top generals who are

brilliant. | have never seen JAG officers decide
to retire when they don't have to, brilliant
people. | have never seen Guard and Reserve

commandi ng officers at the state | evel deal with
the kind of pressure they are under and with the
dimnishing recruitment levels in every state in
this union.

I amvery troubled by what is happening to
our regular forces, and | am deeply troubl ed by the

nunber of contractors inside of Iraq. W had
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troubl e obtai ni ng nunbers, and we don't have exact
nunbers now, but we know with 150,000 of our people
on the ground, there are at |east 25,000
contractors, and nmuch of the budgets that we
appropriate go for security. Honestly, we as a
Congress really don't know who they are and what
they're doing there. This is conpletely different
than any other mlitary conflict in which this

nati on has ever been engaged. W do not know the
facts.

M. Boni faz, you have established an
organi zation called afterdowningstreet.org. | only
have two comrents. In assenbling the facts in this
case, | think that it is very inportant to | ook at
depl oynents prior to the vote in Congress for the
war in lraq in particular of our Guard and Reserve
units around the country and put it on a tine table
over the last 5 years. There were units that were
depl oyed for combat engi neering purposes. No one
ever | ooks at the state units that have been
depl oyed for the nbst part, but we could not

conduct these operations without our Guard and
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Reserve

There have been conbat engineering units
that have gone out there that built airfields prior
to the invasion. There are combat engi neering
units that built generators. Those airfields,
there are dozens of them and that didn't happen by
accident. And | think it's very inportant if there
are people listening who can go to your website and
if you could | ook carefully at how the American
peopl e were deployed in these mlitary units and
what they were doing, | think that is a very
i nportant piece of this that has not been
assenbl ed. Fam |y assistance centers can help us
with this, it's happened from al nost every state in
the union, and we as nenbers of Congress do not
know. | think that is a very inportant piece of
the puzzle in taking a | ook at the prepl anni ng and
pr edepl oynent exerci ses that went on.

Secondly, | wanted to say, and this
doesn't relate to the war in Iraq directly but
sonmewhat indirectly because | had tried to get this

as a menber of this Congress and have been
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unsuccessful, during the 1980s the invol vement of
the Reagan and Bush administrations in the arm ng
of Saddam Hussei n occurred, but we do not have
records that have been formally assenbl ed on what
was sold, when it was sold, how the Export-Inport
Bank was involved in the transnmittance of the
materiel in those sales right through the end of
the 1980s. W have attenpted to obtain those
records fromthe adm nistration, even the
Department of Agriculture, and | service on the
Agriculture Appropriations Conmittee, was involved
in allow ng through the Commodity Credit

Cor poration those sales to go through. W cannot
get the records fromthe adm nistration. The
Treasury Departnment won't give themto us.

Qovi ously, the Department of Agriculture won't give
themto us.

There were a lot of activities that hel ped
to arm Saddam Hussei n at the begi nning and gi ve him
the chenical weapons capacities which were then
destroyed in the 1990s, but that record has never

been established for the people of the United
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States. It continues to bother me and | don't
appreciate the resistance of the admnistration in
providing those records to the Congress. So those
are two areas that help to create some of the
backdrop to what has happened now.

MR. BONI FAZ: Thank you, Congressman. W
will certainly pursue that at
af t erdowni ngstreet.org, and it is our intention
with this canpaign that represents over 120
organi zations all across this country and thousands
of people all across this country to help the
Congress in pursuing the truth. And we invite
citizens all over this nation to visit
aft erdowni ngstreet.org and join this effort.

MR. | would say that there's an
excel l ent book on this subject that it has been
successfully suppressed. |It's called The Spider's
Web, and it has a very good story about all of what
Ms. Kaptur was just saying. | don't knowif you're
aware of it, but it's replete with good solid
i nformation.

MR. ' M. Chairnman?

MR, CONYERS: Yes.

MR. M. Sheehan nentioned the

effort that sone of us are naking, others in the
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Congress, to have Secretary Runsfeld to get the
Pentagon to neet with these famlies and maybe
after this other menbers would like to sign on to
an additional letter to the Secretary. And if they
have tens of thousands of enpl oyees and they can't
find anybody to nmeet with these fanilies to have
this discussion and answer these questions, then
maybe others can join on a second effort to the
Pent agon.

IVB. : Call for his resignation

MR. CONYERS: W have been joi ned by
Congressman G egory Meeks of New York, and our
final two menbers to nake comments are--and
M. Tierney, Massachusetts.

VS. . Thank you so mnuch,
John Conyers. Your |eadership and persistence
coul d perhaps change the course of history, but at
the very least | think this hearing will informthe

Anmeri can people of things they need to know, need
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to know.

And thank you so nmuch to the panel. The
word courage has been used a |ot and | have to
agree with you, Anbassador WIson, that for mnpbst of
us in this room certainly the nmenbers of Congress,
we're really just doing our job and to do otherw se
really would be a dereliction of duty. But there
is at least one hero in this room and that would
be C ndy Sheehan whose son Casey was lost in this
war, this unnecessary war, this war that we now
know | think w thout any doubt was based on lies
and mani pul ati on and has worked through her gri ef
that | know you carry with you all the time and
turned that into a force to prevent other nothers
fromfacing that the same. So you are our hero and
you do in fact have courage

And | thank the nedia for being here
today. W know that that has not been true for
about 5 weeks or so since the May 1st Sunday Ti nes,
but there's an article today, but | appreciate it
and wi thout reservation that you are here to cover
this inportant meeting.

There is an article today in the
Washi ngt on Post where journalists offer various

expl anations for not having covered this. They
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said, this is a quote now fromthe Washi ngton Post,
they say, "The nmenp was old, that the U S
mobi | i zation for war was widely reported at the
time, that there was initial distrust of a British
press report, and sone maintai ned that the neno
didn't prove anything."
So at the risk of being repetitive, what
makes this bit of information different? Is it a
snmoking gun? Is it the platformoff of which now
we have to launch further inquiries? But what
makes this different fromall of the cunulative
pi eces of information that we've gotten until now?
IVB. | have an answer to that.
What nakes it different is that
www. af t erdowni ngstreet.org we won't let it die.
Everything just seems to slide of this
adm ni stration and nothing sticks, and it took a
coalition of grassroots citizens to nmake it stick

in the nedia's minds. W just haven't let it go
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and we won't let it go, and | think that's one of
the differences.

The other thing is it predates all the
ot her pieces of information that we know that | et
this country, that let this adm nistration | ead us
into invading a country that had no--posed no
threat to the United States of Anmerica. It
predates everything. And for the nedia to say we
knew that all along, why weren't they reporting

about it? Wiy weren't they telling us about it?

Because | really think that the nmedia al so

abrogated its responsibility in the lead up to
Irag. They didn't investigate it. They just went
al ong with everything, and the Washi ngton Post and
the New York Tinmes has admitted that to us.

IVB. : Is this apt to be treated
nmore seriously than all the other pieces of

i nformati on?

MR. : It does because it's
docunentary evidence. |It's what intelligence
analysts and | believe | awers lust after. It's
not neant for public consunption. |It's secret,
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UK eyes only, and it's deliberations at the

hi ghest | evel of the British government on a report
by the head of their intelligence just back from
Washi ngt on.

So up until now we've had scads of
circunstantial evidence. | used to do a little
chronol ogy and | got tied because it got so |ong,
but forget circunstantial. This is docunentary
evidence here. It has to be taken seriously, and
when you put that into this nexus, you can see al
this stuff fall right out of it.

July 23rd, this neeting. August 26th,

Vi ce President Cheney makes this major speech where
he sets the terms of reference, what nuclear
weapons they're seeking and U.N. inspections aren't
worth a damm. Those were his two major points.

Then fromthere on the nationa
intelligence estinmate dated October 1st,

Cctober 7th the President saying our first sign
m ght be a mushroom cl oud. Cctober 7th,
Condol eezza Ri ce saying our first sign night be a

mushroom cl oud. Cctober 9th, Victoria Carke from
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the Pentagon, our first sign m ght be a nushroom
cloud. Cctober 10th and October 11th, you all
voted--not all of you, thank God, but some voted--enough

voted to give the President their authority.

IVB. . Fifty percent of Denocrats
voted no. It's just inportant to point out.

MR. 1 know.

IVB. : Is that too much of an

exaggeration to say this is a snoking gun?

MR. : Not at all. It's not an
exaggeration to say this is a snoking gun. This is
| believe precisely what ought to propel a fornal
congressional investigation into whether or not the
Presi dent has commtted i npeachabl e of fenses.

| recognize that the idea that the
President of the United States may have engaged in
a conspiracy to deceive and mslead the United
St ates Congress and the Anerican people is very
hard to believe because why woul d any President
take the nation into war based on a potential lie?
But this is the senior intelligence officer in

Britain reporting in a secret nmeeting to Prine
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1 M nister Tony Blair and his top national security
2 officials exactly that, that there was a policy to
3 fix the intelligence.
4 So we owe it to the Constitution, and this
5 Congress has a duty to investigate whether or not
6 the President engaged in that conspiracy and take

7 the questions wherever they may | ead.

8 IVB. . Thank you. Thank you all
9 MR. CONYERS: Jay |nslee?

10 IVB. : Wiile Jay is com ng, where
11 did the Colin Powell lie start in that |ist of

12 lies?

13 MR. : He was a bit player. He

14 wasn't in onit. The President invited himin and
15 told himwe're going to have a war, now we need

16 your support.

17 IVB. :  Yeah, but he was the one
18 that went up to the U.N. and showed us pictures

19 where t he weapons were bei ng nmade.

20 MR. : Yeah

21 MR. CONYERS: But they were grainy

22 phot ogr aphs.

23 [ Laught er.]
24 MR, CONYERS: Jay?
25 MR. INSLEE: Just to quote from
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M. Powell, this is February 24, 2001, "Saddam
Hussei n has not devel oped any significant
capability with respect to weapons of nass
destruction. He has unable to project conventiona
power agai nst his neighbors.” Then we hear nothing
about nushroom cl ouds.

Foll owing this neeting fromthis Downi ng
Street Meno, the pieces have fit in together
There is an irony and a great sadness here. The
irony is that after years of abuse by King George
we threw off the tyranny of abuse of the British,
and now sone brave Brit has done penance by show ng
us the abuse of power by the President of the
United States. That is a certain irony.

The one nmessage | would hope fromthis
hearing that goes to the Wiite House is that we are
not going away. They had hid the mattresses behind
the stone wall to try to ignore this. Their

response to the letter of 88 menbers, some of them
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served on the Watergate Committee, asking for a
response to this is we don't think there's a need
to respond.

There is no greater need to respond when
you face the widows and fathers and nothers of
peri shed service personnel of this kind of
assertion. 1s there any greater need for the
President of the United States to say anything to
America today than to respond to this assertion of
what happened fromthe British? | don't think so.
He had tinme. W had the White House picnic
yesterday, and we are not going away. It took
40 years to bring these crimnal charges to the
people in the South in civil rights, and this may
take tinme.

Ms. Sheehan, | just wanted to say
sonething to you, and then I want to ask a
question. It's very difficult circunstances you
bei ng here under these circunstances. | know
everyone has admration for your courage. | just
want to make sure you understand that even though

we' ve reached a conclusion that this is a war based
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on false information, that we hold your son's
menory in the highest esteem and the highest
regard, and the facts of how the Commander in Chief
made a deci sion here does not dimnish his
contribution to Anerica and its bright future in
any degree one ounce. And it does not reduce the
strength of his menory and the strength of his
passi on that you have brought here today, and
hope you sense that. And | know that's what ny
650, 000 people that | represent think, and | hope
you know you're wapped in their arns.

But | want to ask about as far as the
fam lies who' ve been | eft behind. Does this what
we're engaged in to try to get answers to how this
happened, is that a benefit to the fanilies
thensel ves? We think there's a benefit to
denocracy, the cause of denocracy, we think to the
cause of justice. But is it a benefit to the
fam lies thenmsel ves on a personal basis?

MS. SHEEHAN: | know the ones that |
represent, the Gold Star Families for Peace, it
definitely is a benefit.

We actually realized that our children
were Kkilled needl essly and senselessly and in vain

a long tine ago, and that's what we're trying to do
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is make sense out of their deaths and nake them
mean sonet hi ng.

But | feel sorry for the parents who stil
thought that their kids m ght have died for a
reason. When this nmeno conmes out it nust be
devastating news to them There are still parents
who want to believe that their children died for
freedom or denocracy, so it mght not benefit them
but | think the truth is always beneficial and the
truth needs to come out.

And we are hurt so badly anyway. There is
hardly anything else that could hurt us nore than
the hurt that we have in facing and to make meani ng
out of. | knowthe famlies | represent, the
Shirley Baker's families, Bill Mtchell, that are
here right here is that we want to make meani ng of
our children's deaths by bringing the other
sol diers home. And the truth needs to come out

because the American people need to know the truth
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so they can put pressure on their congressiona
officials to bring our troops hone and bring all
those nillions of people that are in Iraq out of
harm s way, to get themout of harmis way, and that
woul d be the highest honor to our children's
sacrifices.

MR. INSLEE: Thank you. Thank you for
your courage. Anbassador W I son, from your
experience with the yellow cake, is it fair to say
that that fits in this puzzle as a perfect
denonstration of nmaking the facts fit the policy?

MR WLSON. That was certainly that
conclusion that | drew and it's the concl usion that
I wote about in the New York Tinmes opinion piece,
that one should certainly ask the question as to
how it was that sonething that was so wi dely known.
And as it turns out again fromthe Senate
i nvestigation, both the Wite House and the Senate
Sel ect Committee on Intelligence were informed of
this, of the judgenent of the Anerican intelligence
community 4 nonths before the State of the Union
Addr ess.

So how does this get into the State of the
Uni on Address at a tine when everybody understands

that the administration is required to persuade
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itself that the threat to U. S. national security is
such that only mlitary action can really alleviate
that threat?

The one real weapon of mass destruction
that threatens our society is nuclear
Tomy Franks in an interview with G gar nmmgazi ne
after he retired, one of nmy favorite nagazi nes
m ght add, said that if a nuclear weapons were to
go in the United States it mght require the U S
armed forces to intervene to ensure governance.
find that absolutely frightening, but there you
have a senior nmilitary officer speaking on the
record.

That is the threat. That is why we cannot
afford to wait for the mushroom-for the snoking
gun to cone in the formof a rmushroom cl oud.

That's why you have this idea that these al um num
tubes night be used for centrifuges.

You ask anybody who understands anythi ng
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about the centrifuges, they will tell you that
while the administration portrayed a highly finely
mlled piece of equipnment in these tubes, one that
was anodi zed as well in order to let us know how
sophisticated it was, the material they were

buyi ng, nucl ear experts have said that in fact the
first thing you have to do to use themfor
centrifuges would be to renove the anodi zati on and
then you' ve got the yellow cake. Yellow cake goes
into the centrifuges which becones softball sized
fissile material which becones a nucl ear weapon
whi ch becones the snoking gun in the formof a

mushroom cl oud. That was all made- -

MR. : May | add a little note on

the yell ow cake? Wen it first came out, the
anal ysts | ooked at it and they determined that it
coul dn't have happened. Wy? Because the
governnent of Ni ger does not control the
di sposition of the uraniumthat's mned there.
It's controlled by an international consortium So
it was false on its face. Then we learned that it
was based no forgeries.

I remnd you of that great |ine of
Yul Brenner in the King and | where he stands up

and he says, So, it was a false lie.
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[ Laught er.]

MR. . That's what we have here,
a false lie.

I would just say one nore thing, that this
false lie got injected even before the State of the
Uni on Address into sonething the State Departnent
put out as a fact sheet, and who was responsibl e
for that | wonder? Hi s nane begins with John and
ends with Bolton. He was in charge of that, and he
knew darn well that that was spurious and yet he
inserted it in there. So what further need to--

MR. I NSLEE: The snoking gun was not a
mushroom cl oud, it was the Downi ng Street Meno.

MR. . Exactly.

MR INSLEE: | wanted to yield just a
monent to Ann Reich (ph) in respect of your
efforts, if you have some comrents you'd like to
add, Ms. Reich?

M5. REICH  Thank you very much. As a
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35 year federal enployee, 29 years in the U S
mlitary and 16 years in the State Departnent,
havi ng reopened our U.S. Enbassy in Kabul,

Af ghani stan i n Decenber 2001, the charges in
Sierra Leone when all the troubl e happened, in
Sonalia, in Genada, in N caragua, |'ve had a | ot
of experience with the U S. governnment and the
trials and tribulations that we've had. | would
just like to say that this Downing Street Meno to
me is one of the nost inportant docunents that |
have seen about all of the things that have
happened here about Iraq.

To me, two things in particular, the
illegality of the war. |In fact, |I canme back
specifically for your hearing. | was in Africa in
Sierra Leone, the first time |'ve been back in

8 years since | left there, and going through

London to talk with the Deputy Legal Counsel of the

Foreign Ofice, a woman who |i ke nyself resigned
fromher long years, 30 years with the British
governnent, and she resigned because Tony Blair

refused to accept the very standard anal ysis by all
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the government fromthe year 2002 that a war based
on regi me change was illegal. She resigned over
that. The Attorney Ceneral of the U K switched
his opinion 7 days before the start of the war.
The illegality of going to war in the manner that
we did is just crushing to ne.

The second part is that the provocation
that the United States did in lrag to ne is an
aggressive crimnal act and we need to inpeach the
President of the United States and we need to hold
in crimnal contenpt the senior |eadership of the
Department of Defense, the Departnent of State, the
Nati onal Security Council and the Department of

Justice, and the Cl A

O her than that, | think we're just doing
fine.

[ Appl ause. ]

MR. CONYERS: |'msure glad we accepted

your witten testinmony into the record. Not it's
conpl enented by your comments in person. Thank you
very nuch, Jay.

MR. I NSLEE: Thank you very nuch,
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M . Chairman

MR, CONYERS: The | ast comentator anong
menbers of Congress is M. Tierney. | then want to
make an announcenent about several hundred-thousand
petitions that we have to take to the Wite House
after that.

MR. :  How about the next hearing?

MR. CONYERS: The next hearing? There are
going to be a nunber of next hearings. As Bobby
Scott, able |lawer in Judiciary has pointed out, we
could use a little subpoena power around here, too.

[ Laught er.]

MR. TI ERNEY: Thank you, M. Conyers.

It's no snmall feat to get the |ast word anpngst
this esteenmed group, so | say that.

I want to thank all the wi tnesses here
today for your testinony, and the famlies that are
here. | know, Ms. Sheehan, that you've been very
powerful in your testinony here today. There is a
famly in nmy district in Bedford, Massachusetts,
and the father is Brian Hart (ph) and, John, | know

you' ve heard of himand, Ms. Sheehan, you probably

file:///A|/06 L6MEMO.TXT (159 of 168) [6/24/2005 11:43:05 AM]

159



file:///A)/0616MEMO.TXT

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

have, too. He also feels that the governnent
hasn't been honest with him and | think that's a
real point here. Honesty at the beginning, at the
outset of this situation, honesty afterwards.

Brian |l ost his son, John. An RPG went into his
unarnored vehicle and afterwards was told that we
had all of the arnmor that we coul d possibly have of

vehi cl es because we were producing at full

capacity.

Brian didn't accept that and he went to
the manufacturers. |In fact, what he found out is
we were far below full capacity. It was a

consci ous choi ce of the Departnent of Defense to
not put the noney into putting it up to ful
capacity. So the pain and the anguish of fanmilies
has to be understood, and what you're doing here
today is a great nenorial of your son and Brian's
and everybody else's that this is absolutely
essential. Their service to this country is
respected by everybody and appreci ated by everybody
as is your sacrifice.

An individual naned Fred Kapl an, a
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reporter wote just yesterday that when the
scholars wite the big tomes on this sordid saga,
they will want to base their findings on primary
source docunents, and here is one flashed right
before us, he said, referring to the Downing Street
Meno.

Do any of you have any know edge that
you're aware of any other prinmary source docunent
that adds weight to the other side of this
equation? |Is there any primary source docunent
that in fact supports the President's concl usions
that he presented to Congress in his presidentia
letter of March 18, 2003? That would be ny first
questi on.

Then the second question just woul d be one
in terms of Congress. Realizing that Congress took
its vote as sort of gave conditional authority to
the President that upon these findings he mght
take action with Iraqg, did Congress actually
abrogate its constitutional responsibilities to be
the final voice in whether or not this country goes
to war?

MR. BONI FAZ: Congressman, regardi ng your
first question, we know of no document out there

that refutes what the Downing Street ninutes say.
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We know of no cont enporaneous docunent that was
taken at the tinme that said we are finding that
there are weapons of nass destruction and that's
why we nust go into Iraq and that we will not be
fixing the intelligence or the policy--the facts,
rat her.

Wth respect to the second question, it is
my view and it was the view of many nmenbers of this
panel along with United States soldiers and parents
of soldiers that the President did not have the
constitutional authority to wage this war in the
first place. That's why we sued the president in
court and |I'm proud to have served as the counse
for many of you in that case. W sued him
chal | engi ng whet her or not he had the
constitutional authority in the first place to
| aunch this invasion of Iraq. | believe the
Congress did unlawfully transfer its exclusive
deci si on- nmaki ng power to the President.

If we go back and | ook at the debate that
occurred in October 2002, there are sone in the
Congress who got up on the floor of the Congress,
the Senate and the House, and said, | trust the
President. The President says the nation is facing

an i mm nent threat. | trust the President to five
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this Congress the true information and if he
bel i eves based on the evidence that he has that the
nation is facing an inminent threat, then | want to
vote for this resolution and essentially give him
the final say.

Leavi ng aside the issue of the fact that
Congress doesn't allow the President to have that
final say, the fact is that that's where many
menbers of Congress where in October 2002, saying
they trusted the President. Faced with the Downi ng
Street mnutes, those nenbers of Congress who voted
for the Cctober 2002 resolution now nust face the
potential reality that they were duped, that they
were deceived, that they were mslead. And we nust
pursue an investigation to wherever it may lead to

det erm ne whether or not the President engaged in
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deceiving and m sl eading the United States Congress
and the Anerican people about the basis for this
war .

MR. CONYERS: Thank you very nuch.

IVB. : [I'naudi bl e.]

MR CONYERS: |If it's only a request,
because | have a nonconstitutional obligation to
bring this to a close because a | ot of people are
waiting for us to get down to the Wite House.
Very, very briefly.

IVB. . Thank you, M. Chairnan.
O all the witnesses, let me first thank you. The
peopl e who | ost today were the American peopl e who
did not get a hearing that was docunented beyond
the nedia that is here.

I make a formal request that if the
Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Commttee is
within the hearing of this roomand the House
Judiciary Cormmittee Chairman is within the hearing
of this room that we begin i medi ately beyond the
resolution of inquiry to hold hearings on these

issues, that famlies can conme forward, Cl A
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representatives can conme forward, M. Bonifaz,

M . Anbassador, can cone forward and begin the

i nvestigatory part, the laying of the groundwork,
to start the process understandi ng how we wi |l next
proceed. The Anerican people deserve that from us,
and, again, ny apol ogies.

MR. CONYERS: [Inaudi ble] because we have
alot of work to do as a result of this first
panel .

IVB. :  Thank you, M. Chairnman.

MR, CONYERS: CQur heart-felt thanks go out
to everyone in this roomstarting with the panel,
the menbers of Congress, the nedia, the literally
m | lions of people who are watching, listening and
will be working with us as we nove from here.

But let us recognize all the persons here
who |i ke Ms. Sheehan have suffered this terribly
hurtful [oss of a personal fam |y nenber as a
result of this war. W want to recogni ze you as
well. W recognize her, but there are others we
happen to know are in this room who have gone
through the same pain.

MR MTCHELL: M nane is Bill Mtchell
from-California. M son Sergeant M ke Mtchell,

was killed in the same battle as Casey Sheehan.
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MR. CONYERS: Thank you very much. Are
there others?

MR ZAPPALA: M nane is Al Zappal a and ny
Ser geant Sherwood Baker was killed in Baghdad,
April 26, 2004. He was providing security for the
team t hat was supposedly | ooking for weapons of
mass destruction.

MR, CONYERS: Thank you.

MR. KEYES:. [Inaudible] today to witness
this meeting, | congratulate you all on your
actions today. | attended Parlianent in
Westminster a few nonths ago. M nane is Reg Keyes
(ph). I'msorry. | lost my son on the 24 June,
2003, and there is a sinmlar cross-party of MPs in
Parliament taking a sinmilar action to yoursel ves
and | applaud your actions, and on behalf of the
British famlies that have suffered, thank you all
very nuch.

MR. CONYERS: We're so happy to know that.
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We're grateful to all of you who have come. Is
there one other person? |'msorry. Yes, sir.

MR, ZAPPALA: M/ name is Dante Zappal a and
this is ny brother Sherwood Baker. He died on
April 26, 2004. As ny father stated, he was
working for the Iraq survey group who was | ooking
for weapons of mass destruction. On his behalf |
just want to thank you for investigating the truth.

MR CONYERS: Thank you very nmuch. This
i s the beginning of our work.

M5. MLLER I'msorry. M nane is
Dede MIler (ph)--California. Casey Sheehan is mny
nephew.

MR, CONYERS: Thank you. |Is there anyone
el se?

Let's meet at the horseshoe of the Rayburn
Building to begin to get over there. W' re not
going to march over to the Wite House. W're
going to get to the Lafayette Park right across
fromthe Wite House where there are nmany people
waiting for us and deliver--how nany petitions and
si gnat ur es aski ng- -

MR. : 560, 000.

MR. CONYERS: 560,000 Americans have

al ready joi ned us asking--
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[ Appl ause. ]
MR, CONYERS: Asking the President to

respond to a letter signed by now 104 nenbers of
Congr ess.

[ Appl ause. ]

MR CONYERS: 122 nenbers. So it's been
my privilege and honor to be so humbled by all of
your contributions. Let us now resolve to continue
the even nore difficult part of sorting out all of
the dozens of recomendati ons of high quality that
have been nade here that is now i ncunbent upon us
to di scharge

I unlike some Chairmen ask that this
nmeeti ng be adj ourned by unani nobus consent.

[ Appl ause. ]

[ Wher eupon, the hearing concl uded. ]
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