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To Joseph W. Aidlin,
who buys when the experts sell












You need somebody in office who will tell the truth.


George W. Bush, Republican candidate for the U.S. presidency, October 17, 2000















INTRODUCTION








It is, of course, twenty-four years since the Institute of Expertology issued its first findings. For those who may have been too young to see our study, or are too old to remember it, we recall that, not withstanding the best efforts of the Institute’s worldwide cadre of researchers, we were unable to identify a single expert who was right. At the time, despite these findings, our scholarly integrity compelled us to concede the statistical probability that in theory the experts might be right as much as half the time. It was simply that we hadn’t found any.


And this was despite our expansive definition of who qualifies as an expert. We use the term expert to designate people who, by virtue of celebrity, official status, formal title (military or civilian), academic degree, professional license, public office, journalistic beat, quantity of publications, and/or use of highly technical jargon, are presumed to know what they are talking about. Trust us, they don’t.


However, when we decided to undertake a scholarly monograph with the working title “Expertology and the Iraq War: How Could So Many Have Been Misled by So Few?,” we began to fear that our hypothesis—that once again the experts got it wrong—was erroneous. Our researchers deluged us with information, all of which showed such a historic unanimity of opinion on the war questions that the intellectual foundations of the Institute itself were shaken.


Certainly, indeed clearly, as Secretary of State Rice (one of the typically articulate experts represented in this particular volume) likes to say, we can state without fear of contradiction, based on a careful review of the Institute of Expertology archives, that never before in history has there been such a distinguished cast of experts as the one we have assembled here on the Iraq War. These are not your average experts. Our database consists of the highest government officials, diplomats, cabinet officers, four-star generals, big-foot pundits, prize-winning Middle East scholars, top think-tank strategists, heads of congressional committees, the leadership of the Central Intelligence Agency, and such. Moreover, the database is transpartisan, featuring leading neoconservatives and liberals alike.


Thus, as responsible scholars, we tentatively had to consider the possibility that our scores of highly trained expertise experts at the Institute of Expertology were wrong in saying the experts were never right. In the case of America’s adventure in Iraq, we seemed to have a clear exception to the Iron Law of Expertise. For never before in history has such a large and diverse group of experts been so unanimously in favor of a particular national policy as has this group in the case of the U.S. invasion of Iraq. Could it be that we at the Institute were wrong?


Let us say in our defense that our work in the past covered many fields of expertise, including science, religion, music, literature, and economics. In those cases, the problems of identifying expertise were more complex and multifaceted. Frequently the experts disagreed with one another. In this study, however, we are concerned with but a single question: the wisdom of the United States invading and waging war in Iraq. On this clear question, we have uncovered an astonishing level of unanimity across the board. In the face of such unanimity, how could we, as scientific expertologists, say, “The experts were wrong”?


The temptation was to succumb to the weight of what appeared to be the evidence. Moreover, as patriotic Americans, we were as eager as our fellow countrymen to take pride in our country’s triumphs so persuasively proclaimed by our brilliant, keenly intelligent, high-IQ, perspicacious homegrown opinion leaders—“Made in the USA.”


Of course, as scrupulous scholars, we planned to report and not suppress the fact that there was and is a small group of dissenters from this Great Consensus, but they are for the most part ordinary citizens or extreme left (and far right) wingers who really don’t count, and so we don’t count them. They would, in truth, only pollute our sample.


But after having completed our in-depth study and analysis of five years of expert commentary on the Iraq War, despite the near-unanimity and the high status and IQ of our subjects, we now must allow for the possibility that (with one exception, discussed below), the experts all got it wrong. We should have been suspicious of these overachievers based on our earlier studies. (Indeed, in our previous report we quoted Arthur R. Jensen, professor emeritus of educational psychology at Berkeley, who said, “The most important fact about intelligence is that we can measure it.”) The fact that the Iraq experts all agreed with each other should have been the tip-off.


In the interests of objectivity, what we have decided to do, therefore, is publish this interim report, leaving open the possibility that the experts may all be right or they may all be wrong. We are confident that we will not have long to wait to learn precisely which faction was right and which was wrong. Indeed, we expect the answer in six months. A leading expert, the New York Times columnist Thomas Friedman, has assured us that, as he said in 2003 (and again in 2004, 2005, etc.), “The next six months in Iraq” will settle the case once and for all.


By the way, we should mention here that we are more than cognizant that our critics and enemies will object that many of those we quote have changed their opinions over time and that we do not note this in our text. For example, we do not note that Richard Cohen, a Washington Post columnist who wrote in February 2003 that the evidence Colin Powell presented to the United Nations proved so conclusively that Iraq retained weapons of mass destruction that “only a fool—or possibly a Frenchman—could conclude otherwise,” later changed his mind about the war. He could stand in for many others. However, we do not include them in our sample for the same reason we don’t count the original opponents of the war: namely, they would pollute our sample. Changing one’s mind is an example of what is called in the field “negative expertology” and is the subject of a separate scientific study.


In any case, it is not for us, who are, after all, impartial social scientists, to pass judgment on the motives or character of those who supported the war and later retracted. No doubt many did so from high-minded motives, but we leave that determination to scholars in future studies that will set the record straight pundit by pundit.


On the other hand, much of the press—like the columnist Cal Thomas, who wrote that Saddam Hussein was in such breach of UN resolutions “that only the duped, the dumb and the desperate could ignore it,” or Laura Ingraham, who reported that “Hans Blix couldn’t find stretch marks on Rosie O’Donnell”—held firm to their convictions. Were they right in doing so? The next six months will definitively tell the story.


Finally, we wish to draw the reader’s attention to our epilogue. One of the outcomes of the Iraq study—whatever its final findings—is that it did produce one expert who was right. To avoid presenting this expert out of context, we resist the temptation to quote him here. (On the matter of context, we are the first to concede that some of the quotations in this book may be said to be out of context. But that is only because the context itself was constantly changing: Why did we go into Iraq in the first place, for instance: WMDs? To bring democracy to the Middle East? Regime change? To combat terrorism? Oil?)


We can, however, assert with confidence that anyone who gets as far as the epilogue will have to agree that our study—whatever its final findings—has produced one expert on whose foresight both the experts and we expertologists are in unanimous agreement.


Christopher Cerf
Victor S. Navasky
Founders, the Institute of Expertology









A REPRESENTATIVE SAMPLE OF OUR SAMPLE OF EXPERTS


George W. (“Mission Accomplished”) Bush,
President of the United States of America


 


Dick (“The streets of Baghdad are sure to erupt in joy”)
Cheney, Vice President of the United States of America


 


Condoleezza (“We don’t want the smoking gun to be a
mushroom cloud”) Rice, U.S. Secretary of State


 


Donald (“Stuff Happens”) Rumsfeld,
U.S. Secretary of Defense


 


Richard (“Saddam will take the UN down with him”) Perle,
Chairman, Defense Policy Board


 


Tom (“The next six months will tell the story”) Friedman,
New York Times columnist


 


George (“It’s a slam dunk!”) Tenet, Director,
Central Intelligence Agency


 


L. Paul (“Insurgents pose no strategic threat”) Bremer III,
Director of the Coalition Provisional Authority


 


Fred (“We know beyond a shadow of a doubt that Saddam
Hussein has been pursuing aggressively weapons of mass
destruction”) Barnes, editor, The Weekly Standard


 


Colin (“Every statement I make [at the UN] is backed up by
sources, solid sources”] Powell, U.S. Secretary of State


 


Jacob (“The interesting question is why pessimism
continues to flourish in the face of military success”)
Weisberg,Slate reporter


 


Paul (“Iraq was the logical place to begin”) Berman,
International Herald Tribune reporter


 


Bill (“Military action will not last more than a week”)
O’Reilly,The O’Reilly Factor host


 


David (“The blood of hundreds of thousands of Americans
is on the hands of the anti-war activists”) Horowitz,
Los Angeles Times reporter


 


William (“Democratizing the country should not be
too tall an order for the world’s sole superpower”) Kristol,
Weekly Standard editor


 


Douglas J. (“This month will be a turning point”) Feith,
U.S. Undersecretary of Defense for Policy


 


Mitch (“Iraq will not require sustained aid”) Daniels,
U.S. Budget Director


 


Hazin (“We will cut off their hands and behead them”)
Shaalan, Iraqi Minister of Defense


 


Charles (“We must be prepared to torture”) Krauthammer,
syndicated columnist


 


Alberto (“I don’t recall”) Gonzales, U.S. Attorney General


 


John (“Reasonable people will disagree about
when torture is justified”) Yoo,
Former Deputy Assistant Attorney General


 


Rush (“Abu Ghraib is no different from what happens
at the Skull and Bones initiation”) Limbaugh,
The Rush Limbaugh Show host


 


Ann (“We should kill their leaders, and convert them
to Christianity”) Coulter


 


















PROLOGUE








PART I
Saddam Hussein: “A Force for Peace in the Middle East”


[image: image]


In 1983 and 1984, Donald Rumsfeld, then a special envoy for the Reagan administration, traveled to Baghdad for meetings with President Saddam Hussein designed to “improve understanding” between the United States and Iraq. Rumsfeld brought Hussein several gifts, including a set of medieval spiked hammers and a pair of golden cowboy spurs. In its report on these meetings, the Christian Science Monitor noted that, as a sign of warming relations between the two nations, the U.S. government had recently “removed Iraq’s name from a list of countries alleged to support terrorism.”1


 


Access to Persian Gulf oil and the security of key friendly states…are vital to U.S. national security…. Normal relations between the United States and Iraq would serve our longer-term interests and promote stability in the Gulf and the Middle East.


President George H. W. Bush, National Security Directive 26, paving the way for $1 billion in new U.S. loan guarantees to Iraq, October 2, 19892


I have been sitting here and listening to you for about an hour, and I am now aware that you are a strong and intelligent man and that you want peace. I believe, Mr. President, that you can be a very influential force for peace in the Middle East.


Senator Howard Metzenbaum (D-OH), speaking to Iraqi President Saddam Hussein at a meeting between Hussein and American senators in Mosul, Iraq, April 12, 19903


I enjoy meeting candid and open people [like you].


Senator Alan K. Simpson (R-WY), Republican Whip of the Senate, speaking to Iraqi President Saddam Hussein at a meeting between Hussein and American senators in Mosul, Iraq, April 12, 19904


Access to Persian Gulf oil and the security of key friendly states are vital to U.S. national security…. Iraq…is clearly a power with interests inimical to our own.


President George H. W. Bush, National Security Directive 54, launching the First Gulf War, January 15, 19915


 









PART II
Premonitions of Liberation
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Editors’ Note: Pedants may argue that these “premonitions of liberation” more properly belong on page 42, where the attitudes of authoritative Americans on the eve of invasion are presented. Perhaps such objections would be justified.


Indeed, if this were a work of formal scholarship, we would have used the following few pages to present an abstract of our study. But we are, of course, committed to making our data comprehensible to the lay community. Therefore, rather than provide an obfuscatory précis, we herewith present what nonscientists might think of as a preview of coming attractions.


 


Dancing in the streets of Baghdad will be even more joyous than that in Kabul after its liberation.


Kenneth Adelman, member of the Defense Policy Board at the U.S. Department of Defense, February 13, 20026


After liberation, the streets in Basra and Baghdad are sure to erupt in joy.


Vice President Dick Cheney, August 26, 20027


If we come to Baghdad, Damascus and Tehran as liberators, we can expect overwhelming popular support.


Michael Ledeen, Freedom Scholar at the American Enterprise Institute, September 20028


We shall be greeted, I think, in Baghdad and Basra with kites and boom boxes.


Fouad Ajami, professor of Middle East studies at Johns Hopkins University, assessing the likely outcome of an American invasion of Iraq, October 7, 20029


There will…occur in Iraq a…[show of military force] rapid and accurate and overwhelming enough to deal with an army or a country many times the size of Iraq…. And that will be greeted by the majority of Iraqi people and Kurdish people as a moment of emancipation, which will be a pleasure to see…. Bring it on.


Christopher Hitchens, journalist, January 28, 200310


I think they will be greeted with sweets and flowers in the first months and simply have very, very little doubts that that is the case…. This is a remarkable situation in which the population of a country that’s about to have a war waged over its head positively wants the war.


Kanan Makiya, Islamic scholar, March 17, 200311


I don’t want to make a prediction…but you’re going to find, and this is very important, you’re going to find Iraqis out cheering American troops.


Paul Wolfowitz, U.S. Deputy Secretary of Defense, February 23, 200312


The terrified and brutalized people of Iraq will rejoice at the downfall of Saddam Hussein. And when we finally smash his evil regime suddenly those countries that doubt us will have their eyes opened.


Richard Perle, Chairman, Defense Policy Board, February 23, 200313


The Iraqi people understand what this crisis is about. Like the people of France in the 1940s, they view us as their hoped-for liberator.


Paul Wolfowitz, U.S. Deputy Secretary of Defense, March 11, 200314


My belief is we will, in fact, be greeted as liberators.


Vice President Dick Cheney, March 16, 200315


I believe…that the Iraqi people will greet us as liberators.


Senator John McCain (R-AZ), March 20, 200316


 


IN FACT


A poll commissioned by the Coalition Provisional Authority in May 2004, just thirteen months after U.S. troops entered Baghdad, showed that Iraqis who viewed American-led forces as “liberators” numbered only 2 percent of those polled.17












VOLUME I



THE GATHERING STORM
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From a marketing point of view, you don’t introduce new products in August.


Andrew Card, White House Chief of Staff, explaining why the Bush administration’s coordinated effort to convince the world of the urgent danger presented by Saddam Hussein’s WMDs had to wait until after Labor Day, September 7, 20021








 







WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION:
DOES SADDAM REALLY HAVE THEM?


(Only a Fool—or Possibly a Frenchman—Could Conclude Otherwise)


There is no doubt that Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass destruction. There is no doubt he is amassing them to use against our friends, against our allies, and against us. And there is no doubt that his aggressive regional ambitions will lead him into future confrontations with his neighbors—confrontations that will involve both the weapons he has today, and the ones he will continue to develop with his oil wealth.


Vice President Dick Cheney, speech at the Veterans of Foreign Wars’ 103rd National Convention, August 26, 20022


There is already a mountain of evidence that Saddam Hussein is gathering weapons [of mass destruction] for the purpose of using them. And adding additional information is like adding a foot to Mount Everest.


Ari Fleischer, White House Press Secretary, responding to a question about whether there was any “new evidence” that the threat from Saddam’s WMDs was “getting worse,” September 6, 20023


[Saddam’s] regime has amassed large clandestine stocks of biological weapons, including anthrax and botulism toxin and possibly smallpox. His regime has amassed large clandestine stockpiles of chemical weapons, including VX and sarin and mustard gas.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, September 18, 20024


Some of these weapons are deployable within 45 minutes of an order to use them.


Tony Blair, Prime Minister of Great Britain, in the foreword to The Iraq Dossier, a document issued by the British government assessing the case for weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, September 24, 20025


[Saddam’s] facilities are mobile; they have been widely dispersed to a number of locations; [he has] vast underground networks and facilities, and sophisticated denial and deception techniques. In addition, [weapons and military facilities] have been placed in close proximity to hospitals, schools and mosques.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, September 27, 20026


They have chemical weapons; they have biological weapons; they’re trying to acquire nuclear weapons.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, October 22, 20027


President Bush has said Iraq has weapons of mass destruction; Tony Blair has said Iraq has weapons of mass destruction; Donald Rumsfeld has said Iraq has weapons of mass destruction; Richard Butler [former chairman of the U.N. weapons inspection organization in Iraq] has said they do; the United Nations has said they do; the experts have said they do. Iraq says they don’t. You can choose who you want to believe.


Ari Fleischer, White House Press Secretary, December 5, 20028


Don’t worry, it’s a slam dunk!


George Tenet, Director of the Central Intelligence Agency, assuring President George W. Bush that the intelligence that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction was foolproof, December 21, 20029


[image: image]


PROGRESS REPORT


FEBRUARY 7, 2003






“IT IS NOT KNOWABLE IF FORCE WILL BE USED, BUT IF IT IS TO BE USED, IT IS NOT KNOWABLE HOW LONG THAT CONFLICT WOULD LAST. IT COULD LAST, YOU KNOW, SIX DAYS, SIX WEEKS. I DOUBT SIX MONTHS.”


[image: image]   SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DONALD RUMSFELDP1










We have first-hand descriptions of biological weapons factories on wheels and on rails. Our conservative estimate is that Iraq today has a stockpile of between one hundred and five hundred tons of chemical weapons agents. . . . [Saddam] remains determined to acquire nuclear weapons. . . . What I want to bring [to] your attention today is the much more sinister nexus between Iraq and the Al Qaeda terrorist network....


Ladies and gentlemen, these are not assertions. These are facts, corroborated by many sources, some of them sources of the intelligence services of other countries.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, offering “proof” to the UN Security Council to back up his claims of Iraq’s possession and surreptitious concealment of weapons of mass destruction and Iraq’s connection to Al Qaeda, February 5, 200310


The evidence [Colin Powell] presented to the United Nations— some of it circumstantial, some of it absolutely bone-chilling in its detail—had to prove to anyone that Iraq not only hasn’t accounted for its weapons of mass destruction but without a doubt still retains them. Only a fool—or possibly a French-man—could conclude otherwise.


Richard Cohen, The Washington Post, February 6, 200311


To continue to say that the Bush administration has not made its case, you must now believe that Colin Powell lied in the most serious statement he will ever make, or was taken in by manufactured evidence. I don’t believe that. Today, neither should you.


Jim Hoagland, The Washington Post, February 6, 200312


Speaking to the U.N. Security Council last week, Secretary of State Colin Powell made so strong a case that Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein is in material breach of U.N. resolutions that only the duped, the dumb and the desperate could ignore it.


Cal Thomas, syndicated column, February 6, 200313


If the Americans go in and overthrow Saddam Hussein and it’s clean—he has nothing—I will apologize to the nation, and I will not trust the Bush administration again.


Bill O’Reilly, American political commentator, March 18, 200314


IN FACT


The American invasion of Iraq, which commenced with a bombing attack on the evening of the day after O’Reilly’s Good Morning America appearance, failed to find any evidence of weapons of mass destruction. Eleven months later, egged on by Good Morning America host Charlie Gibson, O’Reilly issued an apology. “I was wrong. I am not pleased about it at all,” he said. “What do you want me to do, go over and kiss the camera?”






“THIS CONFLICT IS…GOING TO BE RELATIVELY SHORT.”


[image: image]   SENATOR JOHN MCCAINP2









DOES SADDAM HAVE NUKES? “WE DON’T WANT THE SMOKING GUN TO BE A MUSHROOM CLOUD!”


We know that he has the infrastructure, nuclear scientists to make a nuclear weapon. And we know that when the inspectors assessed this after the Gulf War, he was far, far closer to a crude nuclear device than anybody thought, maybe six months from a crude nuclear device….


There will always be some uncertainty about how quickly he can acquire nuclear weapons. But we don’t want the smoking gun to be a mushroom cloud.


Condoleezza Rice, National Security Advisor to President George W. Bush, commenting on Iraq’s nuclear capabilities and the case for preemptive war, September 8, 200215


The first time we may be completely certain he has nuclear weapons is when, God forbid, he uses one. We owe it to all our citizens to do everything in our power to prevent that day from coming.


President George W. Bush, address to the United Nations General Assembly, September 12, 200216


[image: image]


America must not ignore the threat gathering against us. Facing clear evidence of peril, we cannot wait for the final proof—the smoking gun—that could come in the form of a mushroom cloud.


President George W. Bush, October 7, 200217







Aluminum Tubes


Our intelligence sources tell us that [Saddam] has attempted to purchase high-strength aluminum tubes suitable for nuclear weapons production.


President George W. Bush, State of the Union message, January 28, 200318


IN FACT


On January 9, 2003, almost three weeks before Mr. Bush’s address, International Atomic Energy Agency Director General Dr. Mohamed El Baradei reported to the UN Security Council that the IAEA had concluded: “The aluminum tubes sought by Iraq in 2001 and 2002 were not directly suitable” for uranium enrichment. Months earlier, technical experts at the U.S. Department of Energy had reached the same conclusion—as had intelligence specialists at the State Department.







“16 Little Words”


The British government has learned that Saddam Hussein recently sought significant quantities of uranium from Africa.


President George W. Bush, State of the Union message, January 28, 200319


JULY 3, 2003









“I THINK THE NEXT FEW MONTHS WILL BE CRUCIAL.”


[image: image]   SENATOR PAT ROBERTSP3









IN FACT


By the time President Bush uttered these “16 little words” (as they would later come to be known), his administration had already been cautioned by the CIA that the intelligence behind them was not credible. Indeed, as a result of such warnings, the claim had been excised from the President’s October 7, 2002, Cincinnati speech presenting the case for Iraqi possession of WMD.


[See also “A Bunch of Bull”: The “Irrelevant” Debate over the “16 Little Words,” page 101.]







WHO SAYS SADDAM HAS NUCLEAR WEAPONS?


We know [Saddam has] been absolutely devoted to trying to acquire nuclear weapons, and we believe he has, in fact, reconstituted nuclear weapons.


Vice President Dick Cheney, March 16, 200320


I don’t know anybody that I can think of who has contended that the Iraqis had nuclear weapons.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, June 24, 200321












CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS


They have weaponized chemical weapons, we know that.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, June 10, 200222


Our conservative estimate is that Iraq today has a stockpile of between 100 and 500 tons of chemical weapons agent. That is enough agent to fill 16,000 battlefield rockets. Even the low end of 100 tons of agent would enable Saddam Hussein to cause mass casualties across more than 100 square miles of territory, an area nearly five times the size of Manhattan.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, address to the UN Security Council, February 5, 200323


IN FACT


To hammer home the point that Iraq possessed the ability to disperse all the “lethal poisons and diseases” he had just described, Secretary Powell showed the Security Council members a photo, which he said had been obtained by UN inspectors “some years ago,” of an Iraqi Mirage F-1 jet aircraft spraying “200 liters of simulated anthrax.”


 


All the world has now seen the footage of an Iraqi Mirage aircraft with a fuel tank modified to spray biological agents over wide areas. Iraq has developed spray devices that could be used on unmanned aerial vehicles with ranges far beyond what is permitted by the Security Council. A UAV [unmanned aerial vehicle] launched from a vessel off the American coast could reach hundreds of miles inland.


President George W. Bush, on the day after Secretary Powell’s presentation to the UN Security Council, February 6, 200324


SEPTEMBER 10, 2003






“I WOULD ARGUE THAT THE NEXT THREE TO SIX MONTHS WILL BE CRITICAL.”


[image: image]   SENATOR JOHN MCCAINP4







IN FACT


The President—in addition to referring, as Secretary Powell had the day before, to a picture of an Iraqi jet that had been taken years earlier—failed to mention the conclusion of the U.S. agency most expert on the subject of UAVs, the Air Force’s National Air and Space Intelligence Center. “[The] U.S. Air Force does not agree,” the agency had written the previous October, “that Iraq is developing UAVs primarily intended to be delivery platforms for chemical and biological warfare (CBW) agents. The small size of Iraq’s new UAV strongly suggests a primary role of reconnaissance.”25







Biological Vans: Cooking Everything but the Books?


An Iraqi major, who defected, confirmed that Iraq has mobile biological research laboratories…. We have diagrammed what our sources reported about these mobile facilities.


Here you see both truck and rail car–mounted mobile factories. The description our sources gave us of the technical features required by such facilities are [sic] highly detailed and extremely accurate. As these drawings based on their description show, we know what the fermenters look like, we know what the tanks, pumps, compressors and other parts look like. We know how they fit together. We know how they work. And we know a great deal about the platforms on which they are mounted.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, address to the UN Security Council, February 5, 200326


We know he continues to hide biological and chemical weapons, moving them to different locations as often as every 12 to 24 hours, and placing them in residential neighborhoods.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, March 11, 200327


[image: image]


IN FACT


In late April, approximately a month after coalition forces had actually invaded Iraq, Kurdish forces near Irbil, in northern Iraq, seized a trailer that bore a resemblance to the drawings displayed by Powell. A second, similar trailer was found by U.S. forces near Mosul in May. The Bush administration was quick to hail the discoveries as, to quote the Washington Post, “a vindication of the decision to go to war.”28


 


 


NOVEMBER 30, 2003






“THE NEXT SIX MONTHS IN IRAQ—WHICH WILL DETERMINE THE PROSPECTS FOR DEMOCRACY-BUILDING THERE—ARE THE MOST IMPORTANT SIX MONTHS IN U.S. FOREIGN POLICY IN A LONG, LONG TIME.”


[image: image]   THOMAS FRIEDMAN, NEW YORK TIMES COLUMNISTP5







The mobile vans that you may have been reading about, it is becoming clear that these vans can have no other purpose than the production of biological weapons.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, May 22, 200329


Colin Powell, if you may recall, at the UN mentioned the existence of…mobile biological laboratories and two of those are now in our custody.


Donald H. Rumsfeld, U.S. Secretary of Defense, May 27, 200330


Already, we’ve discovered, uh, uh, trailers, uh, that look remarkably similar to what Colin Powell described in his February 5th speech, biological weapons production facilities.


Condoleezza Rice, National Security Advisor, reporting progress in the search for weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, June 8, 200331


I can assure you that if those biological vans were not biological vans, when I said they were on the 5th of February, on the 6th of February Iraq would have hauled those vans out, put them in front of a press conference, gave them to the UNMOVIC [UN Monitoring, Verification and Inspection Commission] inspectors to try to drive a stake in the heart of my presentation. They did not. The reason they did not is they knew what they were.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, June 8, 200332


One item I showed was cartoons of the mobile biological van. They were cartoons, artist’s renderings, because we had never seen one of these things, but we had good sourcing on it, excellent sourcing on it. And we knew what it would look like when we found it, so we made those pictures. And I can assure you I didn’t just throw those pictures up without having quite a bit of confidence. And we waited. And it took a couple of months, and it took until after the war, until we found a van and another van that pretty much matched what we said it would look like. And I think that’s a pretty good indication that we were not cooking the books.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, July 10, 200333


IN FACT


On October 2, 2003, David Kay, head of the Iraq Survey Group, a CIA-led team sent to Iraq after the invasion to search for Saddam’s WMDs, told a joint congressional committee, “When you look at these two trailers, while [they] had capabilities in many areas, their actual intended use was not for the production of biological weapons…. [They] were actually designed to produce hydrogen for weather balloons.”34


During a visit to Baghdad the previous July, Hamish Killip, a British member of the Iraq Survey Group, had also offered an opinion about the vans. “The equipment was singularly inappropriate for biological weapons,” he said. “We were in hysterics over this. You’d have better luck putting a couple of dust bins on the back of the truck and brewing it in there.”35
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“THE NEXT SIX TO SEVEN MONTHS ARE CRITICAL.”


[image: image]   SENATOR HILLARY RODHAM CLINTONP6









Anthrax: “Let’s All Take a Deep Breath”


On October 4, 2001, a nation still jittery from the 9/11 attacks learned that a Palm Beach County, Florida, photo editor named Bob Stevens had been hospitalized with inhalation anthrax, a disease that many countries have experimented with for use as a bioweapon and that is so rare that no American cases had been reported for a full twenty-five years.


 


It appears that this is just an isolated case. There’s no evidence of terrorism…. So people should not go out and do anything different than what they’re doing.


Tommy Thompson, U.S. Secretary of Health and Human Services, speaking at a White House news conference, October 4, 200136


IN FACT


Secretary Thompson’s reassurances notwithstanding, it became clear almost immediately that the incident was neither isolated nor unrelated to terrorism. Indeed, a series of letters containing potentially deadly anthrax spores were being received at newspaper, broadcasting, and government offices around the United States. Among those to whom the letters were addressed were NBC news anchor Tom Brokaw and Democratic senators Tom Daschle and Patrick Leahy. Both the letters sent to the senators featured the words “Death to America, Death to Israel, Allah is Great.” All told, twenty-two people became ill, and five of them died.


 


American investigators probing anthrax outbreaks in Florida and New York…have named Iraq as prime suspect as the source of the deadly spores…. According to sources in the Bush administration, investigators are talking to Egyptian authorities who say members of the al-Qaeda network, detained and interrogated in Cairo, had obtained phials of anthrax [from an Iraqi] in the Czech Republic.


The Observer (London), October 14, 200137


[image: image]


A facsimile of the handwritten message accompanying the anthrax mailed to Senator Tom Daschle in October 2001.


It’s possible that many months ago anthrax, a small quantity of it, was handed over in Prague to [9/11 ringleader] Mohamed Atta.


Richard Butler, former Chairman of the UN Iraq weapons inspection effort (UNSCOM), suggesting a link between Iraq, Al Qaeda, and recent anthrax-by-mail attacks in the United States, October 15, 200138


DECEMBER 16, 2003





“THE SITUATION IN IRAQ APPEARS TO BE LOOKING UP?”


[image: image]   MAX BOOT, LOS ANGELES TIMES COLUMNISTP7




[image: image]


I don’t put it past Iraq. We know they have been working on this kind of terror weapon, and we keep a very close eye on them…. [But] frankly…it would be wise for all of us to take a deep breath and let our investigative agencies figure this out before we go rushing in front of television sets to present these rumors…and get the country all excited.


Colin Powell, U.S. Secretary of State, October 21, 200139


America is now getting a taste of the havoc biological weapons can wreak…. Such a weapon in the hands of a thug is untenable…Saddam and his bloody bugs have to go.


Richard Cohen, The Washington Post, October 18, 200140


According to Israeli security sources…Atta was handed a vacuum flask of anthrax by his Iraqi contact. From Prague, it is believed Atta flew to Newark. From New Jersey, letters laced with anthrax were sent to broadcasters and politicians in New York.


The Times (London), citing a report in the previous day’s edition of the German mass-circulation newspaper Bild, October 27, 200141


Saddam has enormous quantities of anthrax. In 1995 before U.N. weapons inspectors were expelled from Iraq, they estimated that he had produced…enough to kill every person on earth…. Saddam knows that the only way he can survive is if others are blamed for the terrorist attacks on America, at least for now. So initial attacks have been small, but much larger attacks are being planned.


Laurie Mylroie, former Pentagon Defense Consultant and Adjunct Fellow of the American Enterprise Institute, interviewed by NewsMax, October 29, 200142


NewsMax followed up Mylroie’s remarks by asking her how, if she were president of the United States, she would respond to this threat:


 


First, I’d do everything possible to minimize casualties and risk. I’d ground all crop dusters and round up everyone who might be responsible. Then I’d go after Iraq. I’d bomb the Special Republican Guard that keeps Saddam in power. I’d bomb his 40 palaces and anyplace else he might be. I’d work with the Iraqi resistance to get rid of his corrupt regime. I’d do whatever it takes to put Saddam in his grave…. The State Department doesn’t want to do it. Bush doesn’t want to do it. But we have to do it, and the sooner the better. The only alternative is to wait until Saddam launches a massive biological or nuclear attack on the U.S. that kills millions.


Laurie Mylroie, October 29, 200143


JANUARY 4, 2004





“THE IMPORTANT THING IS TO REALIZE WE ARE ABOUT TO ENTER INTO A VERY CRITICAL SIX MONTHS.”


[image: image]   TONY BLAIR, PRIME MINISTER OF GREAT BRITAINP8







The anthrax in the mail turns out to be weapons-grade, finely ground and with electrostatic charges eliminated to facilitate aerial spread…. Similarly, the Czech interior minister confirms that Mohamed Atta met with a ranking Iraqi spy on his route to the United States. This should be a scales-from-the-eyes moment…. Yes, other scenarios are conceivable, but why ignore the elephant standing in the corner of the room? To wit, Saddam Hussein.


Robert L. Bartley, Pulitzer Prize–winning editorial page director of The Wall Street Journal, October 29, 200144


Was someone unrelated to bin Laden’s people ready to mail anthrax spores immediately after Sept. 11 just for the fun and chaos of it?…We can try to close our eyes to the truth about Iraq in the service of the “coalition” and “patience.” But we cannot win a real war on terrorism with our eyes closed.


William Kristol, The Washington Post, October 30, 200145


IN FACT


As of fall 2007, the mystery of who mailed the anthrax remains unsolved. But, since late 2001, FBI investigators have consistently leaned toward the theory that the perpetrator was a male domestic loner with a knowledge of New Jersey (all the letters were mailed from Princeton) and at least limited experience working with laboratory equipment.




THE LOYAL OPPOSITION SPEAKS


Saddam Hussein in effect has thumbed his nose at the world community. The President is approaching this in the right fashion.


Senator Harry Reid (D-NV), September 18, 200246


We know that [Saddam] has stored secret supplies of biological and chemical weapons throughout his country.
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