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military bases in Persian Gulf countries such
as Kuwait, Oman, Bahrain and Qatar. In
Qatar the United States has been extending
a runway to accommodate more combat
planes, and some war planners hope to per-
suade Jordan to let U.S. and British special
forces attack suspected missile bases and
weapons facilities in western Iraq from its
territory.

None of those countries has told Wash-
ington it will be forthcoming without U.N.
support, the officials said.

One senior military officer called Rums-
feld’s comments ‘‘misleading.”

»‘Fine,” ‘locked in,” ‘positive,” ‘concrete’;
those words aren’t being used over here,” an-
other Pentagon officer said.

Some analysts said that if the confronta-
tion with Iraq came to war, most countries
would choose to join in rather than risk dis-
pleasing the United States or missing out on
the spoils.

“You will have regimes which, if we force
the issue, will support us,” said Anthony
Cordesman, a military expert at the Center
for Strategic and International Studies, a
conservative center for mnational-security
studies. But those countries want diplomatic
cover, he said.

Some allies also want assurances on other
issues, Cordesman said.

Turkey, for example, wants debt relief for
its teetering economy along with promises
that there will be no independent Kurdish
state in Iraq. Russia wants a free hand to
pursue alleged terrorists in neighboring
Georgia, Iraq to pay roughly $8 billion in
debt, and Washington to lift Cold War-era
trade restrictions.
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[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, Oct. 8, 2002]
OFFICIALS’ PRIVATE DOUBTS ON IRAQ WAR

(By Warren P. Strobel, Jonathan S. Landay
and John Walcott)

WASHINGTON.—While President Bush mar-
shals congressional and international sup-
port for invading Iraq, a growing number of
military officers, intelligence professionals
and diplomats in his own government pri-
vately have deep misgivings about the ad-
ministration’s double-time march toward
war.

These officials say administration hawks
have exaggerated evidence of the threat that
Iraqi leader Saddam Hussein poses—includ-
ing distorting his links to the as-Qaeda ter-
rorist network; have overstated the amount
of international support for attacking Iraq;
and have downplayed the potential repercus-
sions of a new war in the Middle East.

They say that the administration squelch-
es dissenting views and that intelligence an-
alysts are under intense pressure to produce
reports supporting the White House’s argu-
ment that Hussein poses such an immediate
threat to the United States that preemptive
military action is necessary.

‘““‘Analysts at the working level in the in-
telligence community are feeling very strong
pressure from the Pentagon to cook the in-
telligence books,” said one official, speaking
on condition of anonymity.

A dozen other officials echoed his views in
interviews with the Inquirer Washington Bu-
reau. No one who was interviewed disagreed.

They cited recent suggestions by Defense
Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld and National
Security Advisory Condoleezza Rich that
Hussein and Osama bin Laden’s al-Qaeda net-
work were working together.

Rumsfeld said Sept. 26 that the U.S. gov-
ernment had bulletproof” confirmation of
links between Iraq and al-Qaeda members,
including ‘‘solid evidence’ that members of
the terrorist network maintained a presence
in Iraq.
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The facts are much less conclusive. Offi-
cials said Rumsfeld’s statement was based in
part on intercepted telephone calls in which
an al-Qeada member who apparently was
passing through Baghdad was overhead call-
ing friends or relatives, intelligence officials
said. The intercepts provide no evidence that
the suspected terrorist was working with the
Iraqi regime or that he was working on a ter-
rorist operation while he was in Iraq, they
said.

Rumsfeld also suggested that the Iraqi re-
gime had offered safe haven to bin Laden and
Taliban leader Mullah Mohammed Omar.

While technically true, that, too, is mis-
leading. Intelligence reports said the Iraqi
ambassador to Turkey, a longtime Iraqi in-
telligence officer, made the offer during a
visit to Afghanistan in late 1998, after the
United States attacked al-Qeada training
camps with cruise missiles to retaliate for
the bombings of the U.S. embassies in Kenya
and Tanzania. But officials said the same in-
telligence reports said that bin Laden re-
jected the offer because he did not want Hus-
sein to control his group.

In fact, officials said, there is no ironclad
evidence that the Iraqi regime and the ter-
rorist network are working together, or that
Hussein has ever contemplated giving chem-
ical or biological weapons to al-Qeada, with
whom he has deep ideological differences.

Non of the dissenting officials, who work
in a number of different agencies, would
agree to speak publicly, out of fear of ret-
ribution. Many of them have long experience
in the Middle East and South Asia, and all
spoke in similar terms about the unease with
the way the U.S. political leaders were deal-
ing with Iraq.

All agreed that Hussein was a threat who
eventually must be dealt with, and none flat-
ly opposed military action. But, they say,
the U.S. government has no dramatic new
knowledge about the Iraqi leader that justi-
fies Bush’s urgent call to arms.

Some lawmakers have voiced similar con-
cerns after receiving CIA briefings.

Sen. Richard J. Durbin (D., Il1l.) said some
information he had seen did not support
Bush’s portrayal of the Iraqi threat.

“It’s troubling to have classified informa-
tion that contradicts statements by the ad-
ministration,” Durbin said. ‘“‘There’s more
they should share with the public.”

Several administration and intelligence of-
ficials defended CIA Director George Tenet,
saying Tenet was not pressuring his analysis
but was quietly working to include dis-
senting opinions in intelligence estimates
and congressional briefings.

In one case, a senior administration offi-
cial said, Tenet made sure that a State De-
partment official told Congress that the En-
ergy and State Departments disagreed with
an intelligence assessment that said hun-
dreds of aluminum tubes Iraq tried to pur-
chase were intended for Baghdad’s secret nu-
clear-weapons program. Analysts in both de-
partments concluded that the Iraqis prob-
ably wanted the tubes to make conventional
artillery pieces.

Other examples of questionable statements
include:

Vice President Cheney said in late August
that Iraq might have nuclear weapons ‘‘fair-
ly soon.” A CIA report released Friday said
it could take Iraq until the last half of the
decade to produce a nuclear weapon., unless
it could acquire bomb-grade uranium or plu-
tonium on the black market.

Also in August, Rumsfeld suggested that
al-Qeada operatives fleeing Afghanistan were
taking refuge in Iraq with Hussein’s assist-
ance. ‘“‘In a vicious, repressive dictatorship
that exercises near-total control over its
population, it’s very hard to imagine that
the government is not aware of what’s tak-
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ing place in the country,” he said. Rumsfeld
apparently was referring to about 150 mem-
bers of the militant Islamic group Ansae al
Islam (‘“‘Supporters of Islam’) who have
taken refuge in Kurdish areas of northern
Iraq. However, one of America’s would-be
Kurdish allies controls that part of the coun-
try, not Hussein.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. WARNER. Madam President, it
is in the true spirit of this institution,
which Senator BYRD knows so well,
that we exchange viewpoints as we
have done Friday, yesterday, and again
today, and we will continue to do that.
Hopefully, these facts which the Sen-
ator deems essential—and I also—will
be brought to the attention of this
body. I thank my colleague.

Mr. BYRD. And I thank my col-
league.
———
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:44 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m., and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. REED).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
Maryland is recognized.

———

AUTHORIZATION OF THE USE OF
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES
AGAINST TRAQ—Resumed

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
to speak in support of the Levin
amendment in terms of determining
our action in Iraq.

As a graduate of West Point, the Pre-
siding Officer knows how great a deci-
sion it is for the U.S. Congress to de-
cide about war. Now this Senate is con-
sidering the gravest decision we will
ever be called upon to make, which is
to give the President unlimited author-
ity to go to war, to make a decision to
send American military men and
women in harm’s way. I say to my con-
stituents, to the people of this country,
and to the military, I take this respon-
sibility very seriously.

I have listened to the President and
his advisers make their case. I have
consulted with experts and wise heads.
I have participated in hearings and
briefings as a Member of the Senate,
and particularly as a member of the In-
telligence Committee. I have listened
very intently to my own constituents.
I know that the decision we are about
to make will affect the lives of Amer-
ica’s sons and daughters, and the fu-
ture of the United States of America.

But first, let me say a word about our
troops. Each and every member of our
military is part of the American fam-
ily. Their service is a tremendous sac-
rifice and also a great risk. These are
ordinary men and women, often called
upon to act in a very extraordinary
way, and they have never failed us.
Whatever the Nation asks them to do,
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