
Senators Jay Rockefeller (D-
W.Va.) and Carl Levin (D-
Mich.) denounced the Bush
Administration’s deceptive
claims that Saddam Hussein
was linked with al-Qaeda.

rockefeller.senate.gov

dize any intelligence source or method but serves effectively INC. . . .
“The committee also found the July 2002 decision by theto cover up certain highly offensive activities.”

Levin continued: “While the battle is waged” to declassify National Security Council directing that the renewed funding
of the INC contract—the Iraqi National Congress, the Chalabithe full report for the public, “every Senator should read the

classified version of the report.” operation—be put under Pentagon management was ill ad-
vised given the counterintelligence concerns of the CIA andThe combined Rockefeller/Levin floor statement, releas-

ing the report, has been poorly reported to the American pub- warnings of financial mismanagement from the State Depart-
ment. . . .lic, with very few quotes. To get a flavor of what occurred on

the Senate floor, we are providing some key excerpts. “The administration’s—this is key—the administration’s
repeated allegations of the past, present, and future relation-
ship between al-Qaeda and Iraq exploited the deep sense ofThe White House’s ‘Deceptive Strategy’

Senator Rockefeller opened the discussion with an an- insecurity among Americans in the immediate aftermath of
the Sept. 11 attacks, leading a large majority of Americans tonouncement of the release of the SSCI’s “Phase II” reports,

and their purpose: believe, contrary to the intelligence assessments at the time,
that Iraq had a role in the 9/11 terrorist attacks [emphasis“Fundamentally, these reports are about accountability.

They are about identifying the mistakes that led us to war and added].
“The administration sought and succeeded in creating themaking sure those mistakes never happen again, so far as we

can do so. impression that al-Qaeda and Iraq worked in concert and pre-
sented a single unified threat to the United States of America.“Let me share some important excerpts from the report

which reflect both my own views and the views of all of my The committee’s investigation revealed something com-
pletely different.Democratic colleagues on the committee.

“The committee’s investigation into pre-war intelligence “The committee found that there was no credible informa-
tion that Iraq was complicit or had foreknowledge of the Sept.on Iraq has revealed that the Bush Administration’s case for

war in Iraq was fundamentally misleading. . . . 11 attacks or any other al-Qaeda strike anywhere. The com-
mittee also found that Iraq did not provide chemical or biolog-“Most disturbingly, the administration, in its zeal to pro-

mote public opinion in the United States before toppling Sad- ical weapons training or any material or operational support
to al-Qaeda prior to the war.dam Hussein, pursued a deceptive strategy prior to the war of

using intelligence reporting that the intelligence community “Furthermore, no evidence was found of any meeting be-
tween al-Qaeda and the Iraq regime before the war, other thanwarned was uncorroborated, unreliable, and, in critical in-

stances, fabricated. . . . a single meeting that took place years earlier in 1995, in fact,
in the Sudan. That meeting was at a fairly low level, and that“Some of the false information used to support the inva-

sion of Iraq was provided by the Iraqi National Congress, the meeting did not lead to any operational cooperation at all.
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Osama was there, but the Iraqi representative was at a low “President Bush said Saddam and al-Qaeda were ‘al-
lies’—his words. And that: ‘You can’t distinguish betweenlevel. . . .

“During the buildup to war, the intelligence community al-Qaeda and Saddam when you talk about the war on terror.’
“The bipartisan report released today directly contradictswas placed under pressure to support the administration’s

position that there was a link between Iraq and al-Qaeda. that linkage which the President has consistently made in his
effort to build public support for his Iraq policy. . . .This is particularly distressing. This pressure took the form

of policymakers repetitively tasking analysts to review, to “Just two weeks ago, the President said in a press confer-
ence that Saddam Hussein ‘had relations with Zarqawi.’ Ourreconsider, to revise their analytical judgments, or simply

asking the same question again and again. Intelligence Committee report demonstrates that statement
made two weeks ago by the President was false. The commit-“The committee investigation revealed evidence that this

pre-war pressure to conform to administration policy de- tee report discloses, for the first time, the CIA’s October 2005
assessment that Saddam’s regime: ‘Did not have a relation-mands may have led to the co-option of the intelligence com-

munity. ship, harbor, or turn a blind eye towards Zarqawi and his asso-
ciates.’“The committee’s two-phased investigation has been sig-

nificantly limited, I must say, by the majority’s refusal to “The President’s statement made just two weeks ago is
flat-out false.examine issues and documents relative to our inquiry when

the issues and documents came close to the White House. “The drumbeat of misleading administration statements
alleging Saddam’s links to al-Qaeda was unrelenting in the“While a quarter of the committee’s INC report is devoted

to a lengthy examination of the CIA’s relationship with the lead-up to the Iraq war, which began in March 2003.
“On Sept. 25, 2002, the President said: “ ‘Al-Qaeda hides.INC in the early and mid-1990s, the committee majority voted

down requests by the minority to investigate the flow of intel- Saddam doesn’t, but the danger is that they work in concert.
The danger is that al-Qaeda becomes an extension of Sad-ligence information from the INC that circumvented the intel-

ligence community and went directly to the White House and dam’s madness and his hatred and his capacity to extend
weapons of mass destruction around the world.’to Pentagon policy officials in the lead-up to the war.

“Finally, the committee’s inquiry has been hampered by “On Oct. 14, 2002, the President said: ‘This is a man—
Saddam is a man that we know has had connections with al-the decision to deal with five Phase II tasks as separate inquir-

ies, which they are not, and complete the report on a piecemeal Qaeda. This is a man who, in my judgment, would like to use
al-Qaeda as a forward army.’basis rather than a unified whole. This has been distressing to

those of us in the minority. . . . It should not have taken nearly “On Jan. 30, 2003, Vice President Cheney said: ‘Sad-
dam’s regime aids and protects terrorists, including membersthree years to reach the point where we are now. . . .”
of al-Qaeda. He could decide secretly to provide weapons of
mass destruction to terrorists for use against us. And as the‘Flat-Out False’

After the above remarks, Rockefeller turned the floor over President said on Tuesday, it would just take one vial, one
canister, one crate to bring a day of horror to our nation unliketo Levin (the next ranking Democrat), who then cited state-

ments from Bush, Vice President Dick Cheney, Secretary of any we have ever known.’
“On Feb. 6, 2003, Deputy Secretary of Defense Wolfow-State Condoleezza Rice, Defense Secretary Donald

Rumsfeld, former Deputy Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz, itz said: ‘And, worst of all, his connections with terrorists
which go back decades and which started some ten years agoand former Secretary of State Colin Powell, in which they

made public claims about Iraq’s WMD, and ties to al-Qaeda with al-Qaeda are growing every day.’
“What . . . the President and other administration officialslong after intelligence community reports had said the infor-

mation was false. In fact, Levin charged, with great irony, the did not say was what the intelligence community was saying
about this crucial issue because it would have underminedPresident is still insisting that Iraq and al-Qaeda were linked

before 9/11. their march to war and it would have refuted their main argu-
ment for attacking Iraq: that Iraq was linked to the terroristsAfter his opening statement that the SCCI report is a “dev-

astating indictment” of the Bush Administration, Levin said: who attacked us on 9/11. . . .”
“The President said Wednesday, just this week, that, ‘One
of the hardest parts of my job is to connect Iraq to the war Cheney ‘Didn’t Stop There’

Levin provided the most damning evidence againston terror.’
“Well, that shouldn’t surprise anybody. The President’s Cheney:

“The misleading statements by administration officialsdecision to ignore intelligence community assessments prior
to the Iraq war and to make repeated public statements that didn’t stop there. The Intelligence Committee report recounts

the story of the alleged meeting between Mohammed Attagave the misleading impression that Saddam Hussein’s re-
gime was connected to the terrorists who attacked us on 9/11, and the Iraqi intelligence officer in Prague. In the Fall of

2001, the Czech intelligence service provided the CIA withcost him any credibility he may have had on this issue.
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reporting based on a single source who stated that Atta met that the most reliable reporting cast doubt on the possibility of
a meeting between Atta and the Iraqi intelligence officer, Vicewith an Iraqi intelligence officer in Prague in April of 2001.

“On Dec. 9, 2001, Vice President Cheney was asked about President Cheney was still citing as this having possibly oc-
curred.the report on ‘Meet the Press.’ The Vice President said: ‘It

has been pretty well confirmed that he—the 9/11 hijacker “On Jan. 14, 2004, a full year after the CIA expressed
serious doubts about the meeting and the fact that not a shredMohammed Atta—did go to Prague and he did meet with a

senior official with the Iraqi intelligence service in Czechoslo- of evidence had been found to support the claim of a meeting,
the Vice President told the Rocky Mountain News that thevakia [the Czech Republic—ed.] last April, several months

before the attack.’ Atta meeting was ‘the one that possibly tied the two together
to 9/11.’“On March 24, 2002, the Vice President told ‘Meet the

Press’: ‘We discovered, and it has since been public, the alle- “Six months later, on June 17, 2004, the Vice President
was asked whether Iraq was involved in 9/11. The Vice Presi-gation that one of the lead hijackers, Mohammed Atta, had,

in fact, met with Iraqi intelligence in Prague.’ dent said, ‘We don’t know. . . . We had one report, this was
the famous report on the Czech intelligence service, and“But the Intelligence Committee report released today

cites a June 2002 CIA paper that said: ‘Reporting is contradic- we’ve never been able to confirm it or knock it down. We just
don’t know.’tory on hijacker Mohammed Atta’s alleged trip to Prague and

meeting with an Iraqi intelligence officer and we have not “The Vice President may not have ‘known,’ but the intelli-
gence community sure as heck did not believe, and did notverified his travels.’

“The Intelligence Committee report released today de- believe for a long time before the Vice President’s statement,
that the meeting took place [emphasis added].classifies, for the first time, a July 2002 Defense Intelligence

Agency paper that said: ‘Mohammed Atta reportedly was “The intelligence assessments contained in the Intelli-
gence Committee’s unclassified report are an indictment ofidentified by an asset, not an officer, of a Czech service, only

after Atta’s picture was widely circulated in the media after the administration’s unrelenting and misleading attempts to
link Saddam Hussein to 9/11. But portions of the report whichthe attacks, approximately five months after the alleged meet-

ing occurred.’ the intelligence community leaders have determined to keep
from public view provide some of the most damaging evi-“And that: ‘There is no photographic, immigration, or

other documentary evidence indicating that Atta was in the dence of this administration’s falsehoods and distortions.”
Czech Republic during the time frame of the meeting.’

“Two months later, in September 2002, the CIA published LaRouche: The Evidence Is There
Senator Levin concludes with the revelation that, in anits assessment that ‘evidence casts doubt’ on the possibility

that the meeting had occurred and that: ‘The CIA and FBI interview with the SSCI on July 26, 2006, former CIA direc-
tor George Tenet confessed that “it was wrong” for him tohave reviewed the reporting available so far and they are

unable to confirm that Atta met al-Ani in Prague.’ succumb to White House pressure to issue a statement—
which he did on Oct. 8, 2002—backing up Bush’s lunatic“None of those assessments stopped the Vice President

from continuing to suggest that the report of the meeting statement of Oct. 7, 2002 asserting an al-Qaeda-Saddam
Hussein link.was evidence that Saddam’s regime was linked to the 9/

11 attack. Thus, the SSCI report is able to establish that deliberate
manipulation—including soliciting (if not ordering) a false“On Sept. 8, 2002, in a ‘Meet the Press’ interview, the

Vice President said that the CIA considered the report of statement by Tenet—was used just before the Congressional
vote authorizing force in Iraq.the meeting credible, although again, that same month, the

CIA said there was evidence that cast doubt on it having oc- As LaRouche said at hisSept. 6 webcast—just days before
the SSCI report came out—the evidence is already there tocurred.

“In January 2003, the CIA published an assessment stat- impeach Cheney and Bush. It should be done now.
ing that: ‘A CIA and FBI review of intelligence and open-
source reporting leads us to question the information provided
by the Czech service source who claimed that Atta met al-Ani’ WEEKLY INTERNET
[emphasis added]. AUDIO TALK SHOW

“The January 2003 paper stated that the CIA was ‘increas-
ingly skeptical’—increasingly skeptical—‘that Atta trav- The LaRouche Show
elled to Prague in 2001 or met with the IIS officer al-Ani,’

EVERY SATURDAYand that, ‘the most reliable reporting to date casts doubt on
this possibility.’ 3:00-4:00 p.m. Eastern Time

“But the Vice President was undeterred by the CIA’s http://www.larouchepub.com/radio
skepticism. On Sept. 14, 2003, eight months after the CIA said
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