From:

Sent:
Subject: RE Iraq trlp sept
Importance: High

| just need the name and e mail of your POC to hand me off around 20 Sept. No urgency to this.

Thanks much, Bing

Begin forwarded message:

| Marines and CentCom fully support my follow-on visit in Iraq. See below.

From: "Mattis LtGen James" <james.mattis

Date . August 22, 2006 10:35: 25 AM EDT

Subject FW: [U] RE: Iraq trlp.siept

Bing: One more try. Let me know if you get this. s/f Jim

From: (h)(5)| ailtor 2
Sent: Tuesday, August 22, 2006 4 58
1o: Mattis L tGen James

Cedbid® . YCE MN FW PAO}J?

(CE SS EC)

PROTOCOL OFFICER) i) _.

F (CE SSECQ); Jackson BGen Anthony L
Subject: RE: [U] RE: Iraq trip sept

General,

Per your request to determine how we facilitate the request of
Mr. Bing West's visit to the Marines in Al Anbar following his
participation in a larger DOD visit to Iraq. Information follows:

- Coordinated with | MEF FWD COS and they support the follow-on
visit after completion of the DOD visit approximately 20 Sep.

- They will get him to as many of the locations he requested as

is possible.
- His POC for coordination of the visitis LtCol 2>

PAOatDSN:i2®&
- This should allow Mr, West to work out whatever coordination
Is necessary for pick-up after the DOD sponsored visit.

- Mr. West will need to ensure he advises the appropriate DOD

authorities of his continued travel/agenda.

4
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(CE COS)

PROTOCOL OFFICER)
Subject: [U] RE: Iraq trip sept

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED//FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

We enjny Mr. West's company and will be able to host him during this
tll’ﬂE | do not know if we can get him to all the places he wants to _—

“Imailto: (h){E}m-:------.--.-- -
.u 20 2006 10:42 PM

........... . C E COS)

(If:ij' {E}i .............

See beluw e-mail from a Mr. Bing West and LtGen Mattis IRT Mr.

West spending some time in Al Anbar with the Marines. He is scheduled
to be part of a larger visit 14 - 20 Sep. Instead of coming back then,

he would like to go from Baghdad to the MEF in Anbar and trave! to Qaim,
Haditha, Ramadi and Fallujah as | work on my next book on the
Insurgency. Is this docable? Give me your thoughts and requirements and
| will pass them along.

-----0riginal Message-----
F rom: Mattls L1Gen James

Sent Thu Aug 17 13:12: 45 2006
Subject: FW: Iraq trip sept

(ﬁ){ﬁj """""""" | You may know Bing West, wrote some good books about Marines (The
March Up and No True Gilory}. He wants to spend some time with Marines
in Al Anbar. How do we facilitate him?
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Not urgent. M

-—----0riginal Message-----_ |
Frﬂ'm Bln g WESt lm alltﬂ'
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2006 10 1 0

To: Mattis LtGen James

Subject: Iraq trip sept

Jim - | just received and accepted a quiet invitation by DoD to go to
Iraq 14 Sept with a few unnamed active duty and retired officials, and
return 20 Sept.

Instead of coming back then, I'd dearly like to go from Baghdad to the
MEF in Anbar and trave! to Qaim, Haditha, Ramadi and Fallujah as i work
on my next book on the insurgency.

May | have your permission to do s0, and is there a point of contact on
your staff I should contact? Thank you.

s/f Bing

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED//FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

If this e-mail is marked FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY it may be exempt from
mandatory disclosure under FOIA. DoD 5400.7R, "DoD Freedom of
Information Act Program”, DoD Directive 5230.9, "Clearance of DoD
Information for Public Release", and DoD Instruction 5230.29, "Security
and Policy Review of DoD Information for Public Release” apply.
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From: Bing West Fbj{ﬁ} a
Sent: Tuesday, August 22, 2006 8:25 AM

To: (DB FGIV OASD-PA

Subject: dates and itinerary

NY TIMES

@ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%_ when you have dates (early or late departure on 14 SEp) and itinerary (if
permitted) for Iraq, c¢ould you let me know so I can arrange my schedule? Tx Bing
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| CIV, OASD-PA

Suﬁmﬂ: Iraqg

General Keane informed me today that he will not be able to attend the trip to Irag due to
former commitments that he already had. Too hard for him to get out of them. Can you
send me a reply email just to confirm that you received this. Thank you

Executive Assistant
General John M. Keanhe
Adviscor to CED

URS Corporation

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. If you receive this
message in error or are not the intended recipient, vou should not retain,
distribute, disclese or use any of this information and you should destroy
the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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Sant' Munday August 21, 2006 1"'45 PM
| TC OSD PA

Cc: b i CIV, QASD-PA
Subject: RE Interwew

Brian

Thanks for your help.

SRN feeds to 1400 stations across the US.

Bob

| Rubert L Maglnnls

:::http /lhome.comcast.net/{P)t

Original message
From: "Maka, Brian LTC OSD PA" <Brian.Maka¢

Sir,
For Monday please be aware that evryone must wear hard soled shoes, long pants, and a shirt with sleves, the
WHS escoit will provide us a hard hat and vest.

Brian Maka
LTC, US Army

Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs

The Pentagon, Room®®

Washington, DC 20301-1400

From: Maka, Brian LTC OSD PA
Sent: Frlday, August 1B, 2006 1 33 PM
Tor (b) {E}““'
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Subject: Interview

Sir,
| will help with the interview for Monday. A representative from WHS will meet us at the Chapel in Corridor 4. first
floor at 1300 to take us to the construction site. We will have to wear hard hats while on site.

Brian Maka
LTC, US Army

Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs
oe

The Pentagon, Room

Washington, DC 20301-1400

10
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Page | of |

From: Steven J. Greer CEM (Ret) | ._
Sent: Friday, August 18, 2006 9; 56 PM

To: 0% 1oy OASD-PA
Cc: 'Chrlstﬂpher Long’
Subject: Wounded Warrior Golf OQuting in PA

Aftachments: wwp_golf benefit_2-pager_062806.pdf

Hey|2)tb)| | need some help...] I'm supporting this golf outing and driving a van load of wounded troops from
WRAMC to the event and back on 18 Sept. All proceeds go to the WWP. Pm also presenting the MSG William
“Chief” Carlson Tomahawk Award to wounded warrior SGT Jeremy Feldhusch.

The event organizer would like to officially invite the key influencers from PA to their event. PA Adjutant General,
Commander of the NG and Reserve units, etc. Is there anyway you can shoot me the POC info for a protocol
office in the Pittsburg area or for the Adjutant General?

Also, can you put this on the ASY web? The coordinator is Chris Long clong@forsythe.com

He would also like to extend an invite to the SECDEF, CJCS, CSA, SMA. Can you give me an address for the
invites to be sent to? | know they can't make it but wanted to try...

info Flyer is attached.

First Annual Western Pennsylvania Golf Quting Benefiting the Wounded Warrior Project
Monday, September 18, 2006

Diamond Run Golf Club, Sewickley, PA

Thanks... You're the best! | owe you coffee. ..
Steve

t'E' (h)’(ﬁ?‘,‘_&jj:f;;_‘.f:-;_-:::-::-_:E-::-_;E.::._;E.::._;E.::._:E.::._:E.::__:E_::_;E

www.greerfoundation.org

Want g signature fike this?

12/3/2007

NY TIMES 1708




FIRST ANNUAL WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA GOLF OUTING
BENEFITING
THE WOUNDED WARRIOR PROJECT

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2006
DIAMOND RUN GOLF CLUB SEWICKLLY, PA

ABQUT THE WOUNDED WARRIOR PROJECT

The Wounded Warrior Project exists 1o provide comfort and support to our severely injured service members as they recover and t-ansiion
into civhan bfe. Our ultimate goal is to empower these men and women to embrace a full, productive ife that transcencs the limits of inury or
disabilizy,

WOUNDEDWARRIOR BACKPACKS
We send backpacks of essential personal-care items, including comfortable clothes, toiletries. and calling cards, to severely wounced service
mernbers arriving at military trauma centers,

BENEFITS COUNSELING

Qur staff provides guidance about government benefits available to the injured and helps them navigate the awkward transitions between
agencies.

FAMILY ASSISTANCE
We subsidize necessities for wounded service members' familes during rehabilitative care, mciuding housing, feod, child care and transportation.

ADVOCACY » -

Ouwr acvocacy efforts give injured soldiers a voice in local and national issues. Through our recenit efforts, the “Wounded Warrior™ bill became
law. offering severely injured serwvice members a one-time insurance benefit of up to § FDDDDD 1o help their families during the days immediately
following their injury,

ADAPTIVE SPORTS
Through our partnership with Disabled Sports UsA, we involve heallng veterans in adaptive sports, helping them develop new opporwnsties for
recreation and rehabilitation,

*The Wounded Warrior Project is a nonprofit 501 {¢)3 organization,

PLEASE JOIN US ON MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 18TH, ~ - = e

-J

far the first annual chartty golf event supporting tne WDUfﬂeg‘*Wamgr Pl'ﬂjecl:._
Dlamcm::l Run is a golfing haven for both the amateur and ‘ e "_J..-,

-

g Gar"y Player, he g-::rlf course at Dlamc:rnd Run is outstanding for
hallenge both the amateur and the seasoned golfer.

|

several reasons, Including its beautiful views, rolling fainways and capatys

Al proceeds benefit the DIRECTIONS TO DIAMOND RUN GOLF COURSE

Wounded Warrior Project. ,..

Visit, www.giamond-run.com
“:}-.. ﬂ:’ti ‘ Chiarmond Fh..in Gf.;lf Ciub
REGISTRATION: 10:30 - | |5AM - 137 Laurel Oak Dirive
RANGE OPENS: 10:30 - NOON | Sewickley, PA 15143
LUNCH: [1:15-12:00 PM 412-741-2020
SHOTGUN START: 1 2:15 PM Sharp
DINRER: 6158 ,_ , ;_‘f?- | e . GOLFER FARTICIPATIE'JN,

3 iiNCLUE}Es |
q-i‘_ anker mcrm se ;ﬁ
& { Dr‘wln
h
) (\ *ﬂ; '\ I% . \‘_ E’ﬂm&‘ ‘ﬁ i

AEERLEIRY A :4\:

Ii-#..‘*n - .

-
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MAJOR EVENT SPONSORS

“——*, EVERY SEASON STARTS AT

- e

FIRS '$ o o R S Y T H E
T DIGK 'S [l -
Commonwealth Delivering the business value of [T,

SPORTING GOO0DS

SPONSORSHIP OPPORTUNITIES For more information about this event contact:

LAINCH SPONSOR {3 available - $2.500)

* Recognition bannerfsignage at registration table and at lunch function Christopher Long
* Recognition in event program 412-965-1030
* One foursome clong@forsythe.com

* Inclusion of your company's promotional item in event gift bag

¥ Recognition in the Wounded Warrior Projezt’s Garry Osborne
After-Action Report 502-457-9097
gosborne@forsythe.com

OINBER SPOMNSOR (5 avadable - $2.500;
* Recogrntion bannerfsignage at registratuon table and at dinner function
* Recognition in event program

WWW. WesSternpawwp.org

¥ One foursome | Wounded Warrior Project
® Inclusion of your company's promational item in event gift bag 711 Fifth 3t. NE Suite A
* Recognition in the Wounded Warrior Project’s Roanoke VA 24016

[

AfterAction Report
www.woundedwarriorproject.org
AWARD SPONSOR. (2 avallable-F1.000)
* Recognition at award ceremony " "
* Recognition in event program
*Tee signage il ¥
* Recognition in the Wounded Warrior Praject's “Caak

After Acoion Reporn

WOUNDED WARRIOR

SPONSOR AWARRIOR {many available-$300) | *: Vi “: - PROJECT

*Help us sponsor one of our deserving men &

TEE SPONSOR {many available-$200) :
* Company name prominently displayed on <y n
* Recognition in event program

WARRIOR SPOTLIGHT

SERGEANT jEREMY FELDBUSCH

, ox was injured while serving with thg;.l
Hilf 3rd Battalion, 75th Ranger Regirng

@ inlraq. Shrapnel flew into Jerennf'

MARINE CORPORAL DAN LASKO

Dan Laslko served with the 22nd
Marine Expeditionary Uni for two
years before deploying to Afghzanistan

eye while his unit was prc:ter:tlng N in March of 2004, In Apnil of 2004, an
| Haditha Dam. Despite many sur_'genes, | 4 improvised explosive device ampu-
Jeremy is blind. T tated Dan’s left leg below the knee.
Lack of sight hasn't stopped Jeremy. He's a spokesman After a year of rehabilitation, the Easton, PA resident hisn't
for the Wounded Warmior Project, participating in mun&r _' w_ . -slewed down. |n 2005, Dan biked from W lng’ton C. tf;:- 1
less fundraisers for injured, snldlerﬁ."%a‘l: does terery say; * a.  NewYork City with Scafdg:r Ehr.:le to raise %ﬂy i
about his injury? "Yqu can move fnnvarﬂ and recover ;n ‘ T snld:ers Tada:.f he's helping his gommunity

every way pﬂssgle an ex-:eed an:f gna

t h‘ é“’“




Sant

To:
rn!ﬁh.aal__sk_rzensw@---)'i---- "
.................. .......... Tara New dh}{ﬁ
g'r?eshaa%'étr.egela(h)(ﬁ-”* sy - |CIV, OASD-P£
sean.mcgrane@bi6) _ [Andrew. Napnl:tano@(h)flﬁ}
Subject: Simmons - Democrats and Natmnal Security

As many may remember, | have for almost a year, and most recently on Tuesday, August 15th on Neil Cavuto's, Your
World, tried to wam the American people that if the Democrats regain any power in Congress or the White House, US
National Security will be considerably weakened and we will be vulnerable to unabated 8-11 attacks. it didn't take the
Dems long to prove me right. After 8 years of a Democrat White House under Presidents Bill and Hillary Clinton the
terrorist's were able to strike the US and murder 3000 people. President Bush was able to quickly react and install

many programs to protect America from any further attacks including the ability of the NSA to listen to and trace
communications coming from terrorist's outside of the US to anyone inside the US. This program has proved invaluzable in
our ability to protect Americans domestically and yet, the ACLU, supported by the Democrats (Reid, Pelosi et. al.), have
succeeded in finding a Liberal judge to issue an order shutting the program down. It is, ONCE AGAIN apparent that the
Democrats care more about the rights of terrorist's then the safety of America and its citizens. We can only hope that this
ruting is averturned and that the US continues to follow the programs set up by the Bush White House that are protecting
America. The greatness and future of America are more vulnerable as a result of this ruling. Our future and fate will be
sealed if the Democrats regain the US Congress or the White House and begin to scale back programs that make us a
safer nation. Take care.

Wayne
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To: (bik) | oIV, OASD-PA

Subject: FW- 911 interview

Today, | will return from Canada and won't be at the terminal. Can you confirm whether this interview
can take place at the Pentagon and communicate with Linda (email below)}? Make certain that I'm
included in the communication.

| plan to be at the Pentagon on Monday.

Many thanks.

Bob

B

':::http:ﬁhume.cumnast.nE”'fgifrE;.._._..._..._.._.._._..,..._._..

Forwarded Message:
From: "Linda Kenyon" |

To: {9181

Subject: 911 Interview
Date: Mon, 14 Aug 2006 15:15:42 +0000

Hi Colonel Maginnis,

I'd thought I'd touch base with you today to see if you've heard anything yet about our possible 811 interview on the
21st. | realize you're out of town so you may not be able to grease the skids right now but | thought I'd check with you
for an update anyway.

Feel free to e-mail me at the above address or you can reach me on my cell (

Thank you again,

Linda Kenyon
Correspondent
SREN News
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bing West [28)

([j)’{Ejﬁ:Z15:'1_'5:'Z_'F:'Z_'F;Z_'f:'Z_'F;Z_'-%'Z_'F:'Z_'F ‘‘‘‘ CIV 0 ASD_P A

Re: info for travel Bing West

Honorable F. J. Bing West

Aﬁ' hatlnn Atlantlc Monthly

DoB: "
POB|

PASS F’O RT #2)8)

Passport Date |

Place of issue;!?248)

Date of Ex iratlun"Qf?-;f.};'z.;-_:3;..-._

BIODd Wpe (h)(ﬁj ..............

Jacket size (for ﬂack jacket) Lar elExtra

Clearance Level: Secret (b)®)

On Aug 17, 2008, at 12:02 PM,(®X

DOB:
POB:

Passport #.

Large (190 Ibs)

Passport Date of Issue:

Flace of issue;

Date of Expiration:

Biocod type:

Jacket size (for flack jacket):

NY TIMES
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From:
Sent: = Mon

To:

Subhject:

_ IO Ugust 14, 2006 6:
(b)e). . |CIV, OASD-PA

Re: FW: Radio interview at the Pentagon 911 memorial site?

| will ask but | had suggested early afternoon on Monday, 21 August.

8ob

From: |

hi sir,

it looks like we'd be able to do this. do you have an idea of what time they would like to interview you? and who would

be with you at the time... as far as crew, etc.?

From: Maka, Brian LTC OSD PA
Sent: Monday, August 14, 2006 1:27 PM

Toighitey ) CIV, QASD-PA
Subject: RE: Radio interview at the Pentagon 911 memorial site?

noisy. This i, of course, the worst case.

| will need more info, such as what times- start and finish, the names of the crew if there is one, vehicle info for

parking.

Brian Maka

LTC, US Army

NY TIMES

This should not be too difficult. He needs to know that the site is a working construction site and it may be very

1714




Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs

The Pentagon, Roo

Washington, DC 20301-1400

From:!”®) | CIv, OASD-PA

Sent: Mundav, August 14, 2006 12:44 PM

Ta: Maka, Brian LTC OSD PA

Subject: FW: Radio interview at the Pentagon 911 memorial site?

lte maka,
| understand you are cheryl's back up whiie she is out. can you help with the request below?? it would be great if we

could make this happen, if at all possible?
_thanks

_JCIV, OASD-PA_

Frum'

s CIV, OAS D-PA
Suhject : Radio interview at the Pentagon 911 memorial site?

hi k2)(B). | happy monday...

i'm wondering if you would be the correct person to connect this military analyst with? he is interested in deing an
interview with salem radio network next monday from the pentagon memaorial site. is this something you can assist
with? is it doable? i'm assuming it might not reguire a ton of heavy lifting since it's radio, but i wouldn't know as much
about that as you would...

please let me know what you need from me and whether we'd be able to make this happen.

| thanks tons,

0 mailto 0

One of my networks is doing a 911 program. They would like to interview me from the 911

S

NY TIMES 1715




memorial site.

Can you make this possible? They would like to do it on 21 Aug, early afternoon.

Thanks.

Bob
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Sent: “Friday, Auqust 11, 2006 6:02 PM
To: (b)b) oIV, OASD-PA

Subject: Re: tnp

Passport # {28
Date of Issue -
E}(pi rﬂt' on - 1.2513-3:-5?-?:::5 :-:5_3';':-3
Place of issue {77

Take care.
Wayne

To: WSSlnter@aol com
sent: Fri, 11 Aug 2006 1:56 PM
Subject: trip

hi sir, 1 have you on our list for the trip. as soon as the details are firmed up, i will get them to you. in the meantime, would
you mind sending me the date and place of issue of your passport and when it expires?? pretty sure i have everything else
t need on youl ;)
thanks and have a great weekend!

(b}(

ﬁ"il- .....

0SD Pubnc'Affa.rs
Community Relations and Public Liaison

5)(2). | The Pentagon
__Washlngtnn DC 20301

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on demand.
Always Free.
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From: Steen, Jonk:

Sent: ._Erl_f_;i_a_y_.”ﬁygust 11 2006 1:23 PM
To: h.fiﬁj{ﬁ?':-5'5E!'fi5-::f::-5-':f::-::':f5'-3:':f5'-::':35'5:':55'-3:':55'.3;'5 CIV, O ASD-PA
Subject: RE: please call

Jon H. Steen
Director of Operations
Intelligence and Language Center

McNeil Technologies

Phone:""""

Fax: 703.921.1610

| [V, OASD-PA [mailtof®)8)

Sent: Friday, August 11, 2006 12:51 PM
To: StEEﬂ Jon
Subject: please call

hi jon,

somehow | have misplaced your phone number, would you give me a call as soon as you get a moment, please?

thanks

OSD Publtc Affalrs
Cnmmunlty Relations and Public Liaison

B3 | The Pentagon
Washlngtnn D.C. 20301

(b)

NY TIMES
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' "E:n behalf of Downing, Wayne A,

To: ' S ......Iv OASD F'A

Sent from my ElackBerry Wireless Handheld
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Sant

i DHunt 1 2348

gresham stnegal '-b)flﬁ)
sean. rncgrane (b)iB)

Subject:

Those of us in the intelligence community have not had many reasons to smile lately. We have watched in stunned silence
as attacks in lraq escalate and we are very close to a civil war. In Afghanistan it appears that the US and coalition forces
have missed a few "payments” to the local warlords as aggressive, once silenced Taliban forces seem to have
reconstituted. The cnsis in Lebanon between Israel and Hezzbollah has clearly highlighted the lack of "actionable Intel"
developed by the Israeli’s or the ClA over the last few years. God only knows what's going on in African nations where
Islamo fascists are securing command and control positions every day as the US and coalition forces are distracted
elsewhere. Only In Iran does our Intel appear to be genuine and accurate and most importantly, actionable. Yet, we take
ne action so Hezzbollah flourishes and Iran continues its nuclear development. However, in spite of all of this, | am smiling
today and so should all Americans and foreign travelers. The British, probably, Ml &, along with the FBIl and certainly the
ClA, have apparently succeeded in dismantling a sophisticated terrorist cell in the final phase of an attack on foreign air
carriers as they flew to the US. If all that is being reported is accurate, then the HuMint capabilities we now possess in
battling terrorist cells are exciting, commendable and a definitive hope for the future. In many instances it takes years to
penetrate a celi, whether Al Quada or a Narco terrorist cell. The sheer sophistication of the Intel Op by the agencies
involved that led to this success would have to be monumental. We are not the only ones who understand that there must
be someocne inside of the cell at a very high level feeding us Intel. The terrorist's know. And that is a key. The lack of trust
that will now permeate the other cells will, by itself, disrupt methods of communication and methods of operation. Any Ops
that may have been in the planning stages must now be disband. The "rats” are now running around like they've been hit
with lights at night time garbage dump. Kudos to the brave men and probably women who have led this HuMint effort and
continue to put their lives in danger daily for the satisfaction of this type of Op. However, now, those very agents are in
even more danger of "house cleaning.” A method used by the Narco terrorist’s whenever there was a major bust. No one
was certain of who provided the Intel, so they killed many by "cleaning house" hoping to kill an operative. Imaging how the
NSA wiretap program came into play during this Op? We'll never know. The President would love to teli us, if only to once
again stress and prove how vital the program is to protecting us. But he can't. Make no mistake, the Intel gleaned from
this Op, which saved so many, will be used to destroy the terrorist's inside the US and around the worid. “Actionable Intei.”
We saved thousands today. Now, the US must use all of the AA we have against lran, Syria, N. Korea and the other
despots who want to put their boots on the US neck. VICTORY, through Intel. The clock is ticking.

Take care.
Wayne

10
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Sent:

To: (bj(e) ....;_....|cw, OASD-PA

Subject: Latest

(0)0) | This is real...as | verified it with the soldier in question. But UNBELIEVABLE!INIIM
Ken

http: //www. mysanantonio.com/columnists/stories/MYSAQ081006.020.N2Z. State. allard0810.d921d2 . himl

11
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From: Gordon Cucullufk

ust 09 2006:'10 38 AM

Sent: Wednesday, A_F! __________________________

To: Paul E VE"EW h){ﬁ} ACIV, O ASD-PA
Ce: Ruff, Eric, SES, osD

Subject: Re: gitmo book

Hi, (h)@- we're in the outline process now, Still waiting for some info that JTF GTMO agreed to provide. Hope to have
that sSoon.

We will undoubtediy have some follow on interview requests once the outiine is approved and the chapters begin to fall
intc place. There may be requests for specific unclass documentation. it is highly likely that we will need to make one
more trip to the facility prior to going final. Cross checking details, adding stories, that sort of thing.

Doubleday is the publisher.
As always, we could only do this project with your help and it has proven invaluable.

All the best, Gordon

———— Orlqlnal Messaqe ————-

From:2)®). - CIV, OASD-PA

To: Vaflelv Maiﬂr General Paul ; Gordon Cuculiu ;: Gordon Cucullu
Cc: Ruff. Eric, SES. OSD

Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2006 10:21 AM

Subject: gitmo book

good moming gentlermnen,

I wanted to check on the status of the gitmo book and see if there was anything else you need from dod? please
let me know what i can do to help and where you are in the process. if you could also remind me which publisher
you decided to go with, that would be great.

ope you are both doing very well and having a great summer,

B2 he Pentagon
Washrngtun D_C 20301

12
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From: ] CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesda A_ugust 08, 2006 8:36 AM
To; (b)ib): | CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: General McCoy's letter

Good morning,
We thought you might ke interested in reading this letter from General McCoy out of Irag.
Have a great day,

B)(b)

http://www.mnf-iraqg.com/index.php?option=com_content&ktask=viewkid=1796&Itemid=47
Special Report: Maj. Gen. McCoy responds to Washingteon Pest
Sunday, 06 August 2006

Maj. Gen. William H. McCoy Jr.
To the editor of the Washington FPest,

After spending almost three days traveling with and being interviewed by one of the co-
writers of a very poorly written article (*Much Undeone in Rebuilding Irag, Audit says”
Washington Post, August 2, 2006), I‘'m astounded at how distorted a good story can become
and what agenda drives a paper to see only the bad side to the reconstruction effort here
in Irag. Instead of distorting the facts, let’'s get to the truth.

There is no flailing reconstruction effort in Irag. The United States has rightfully
invested $20 billien in Irag’'s reconstruction - in the opinion of many here, we should do
mere. This massive undertaking is part of a wider strateqy for success in Iraq that
involves the establishment of a democratic government, the development of professional
Tragi security forces, and the restoration of khasic essential services and facilities to
promote the sustained econcmic development of thia new country.

Yes, this reconstruction effort has been challenged o¢ccasionally by security, peoor
materials, poor construction program management practices, and in some cases poor
performance by contractors for a variety of reascns. The Department of State and Defense
professionals over here, many of them civilian veolunteers, and the Iragi associates who
risk their lives every day to have a future that approximates what America has today,
continucusly see the challenges and develop and implement solutions. This i1s a core part
of managing construction anywhere in the world and, while somewhat more complex here, it
is successfully being accomplished. Have we been guilty of poor planning and
mismanagement? The answer $o that is, at times, yes. But professicnals constantly strive
to overcome challenges that arise and we are succeeding and making Irag better every day!

The heart of the article rests on several old statements by the Special Investigator
General for Irag Receonsfruction which infer these are recent or recurring problems. The
SIGIR knows that, in fact, program management, construction quality, progress, and
accountability have all improved significantly since the early days of the effort some
three years ago. Yet, the reporters’ “project problems” comments infer that these are
recent isgsues. Such actions inflame public opinion in the United States and create
regsentment by the very people so many conscientious Americans over here are trying to help
here in Irag and worse, embelden ocur very enemies,

When I arrived here a year ago we planned to complete 3,200 reconstruction projects. Today
we are focusing on the completion of 3,700 projects. We’'ve started 3,500 of those projects
and completed almost 2, 800..and work is continuing! This is not a failure to meet our
commitment tc the Iragi people as the article states. In scme cases we are not executing

the same projects — we have changed to meet new priocrities of three government changes in

Iraqg since our arrival — but in all cases, rest assured, these projects will be
completed. We discussed this at length with the reporter..and he was taking notes and
recording our conversations.

13
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We teld the reporter that, while 141 health clinic construction projects were taken away
from a U.S. contractor who failed to perform, they were re-awarded to Iragi contractors
who are already demonstrating progress, have improved quality and shown their great desire
to work with the United States to help Irag improve .. and they are doing sc¢ phenomenally!

We did talk to the reporter about on electricity. Three-quarters of Irag gets twice as
much electricity today as they did before the war. Furthermore, we are working with the
Minister of Electricity tc improve the situation in Baghdad daily and have doubled the
hours cof power from four to eight in the capitol in the last six months in spite of the
fact that demand is markedly increased with Iragis’ new ability to buy personal electrical
products.

What is5 truly amazing to me is that we took the reporter to the Nasiriyah prison project
and, while it is true that we terminated the prime U.S. ceontractor for failure to perform,
the Iragi sub-contractor continues to work there (now directly for us) and his progress
and quality -have improved significantly ... and he saw that! We are not turning unfinished
work over to the Iragis as he stated in his article; we are fulfilling the U.S5. commitment
to the people of Irag and using Iragis to do it!

The reporter didn’'t tell you about the hundreds cof dedicated military and civilian
professionals he saw over here working to make Irag better, or the Iraqis who come to work
gvery day at their own peril krecause they believe in what we, and they, are accomplishing
together.

He failed to tell you about Aseel or Salah whe worked for the Corps of Engineers since we
arrived in 2003, because they wanted to make their country like ocurs, but who were
recertly brutally murdered in the streets because they worked for the Americans.

He never wrote about the Water Treatment Plant he visited that will prnﬁide fresh potable
water te over half a million people in scuthern Irag in just two more months, or the one
in northern Irag that is providing water for the 330,000 citizens of Irbil,

He never told folks back home about the thousands of children that are now in 800 new ox
rebuilt scheeols, or about ¢il production now being back to pre-war levels and getting
better everyday, or raw sewage being taken out of the streets and put back in the pipes
where it belongs, or about the thousands of miles of new roads, or post cffices, police
stations or courthouses or.. well, he just left a great deal out now, didn’t he?

Why?

Perhaps it’'s because some in the press don’'t want the American people to know the truth
and prefer instead teo only report the negative aspects of the news because “it sells
papers.”

We deserve better from those who ¢laim the protection of the Constitution we are fighting
to support and defend.

America, don‘t give up. ¥You are doing much better over here than all tco many of your
press will tell you. If you are tired cof fighting for freedom and democracy for those who
so strongly long for the country we have, then think ¢of the alternatives for a moment.
Iragq will be better for ocur efforts and so will the world. BAnd you are making it happen.
Be proud and keep supporting this vital effort. It is the most important thing America can
do.

Thank you. I invite you and your staff to come over at any time to get the facts. I took a
risk with Mr. Mosher and obviously got what I consider to be a very unbalanced
representation of what he saw, personally. But I still believe in general in the press and
will always be open to helping you tell a balanced story.

Epsayons! Deliverance!

Maj. Gen. Bill McCoy
Commanding General

Gulf Region Division

J.5. Army Corps of Engineers
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Transcript
OSD-PA mulitary analyst call
Briefer: Semor Military Official

Monday, August 07, 2 06

Transcriber; ::3?:;-::-.3_:'i:;35:.3f..

ON BACKGROUND quote as senior military official
Host:} -1 OSD-PA

- {(1n progress) per SOP, [ am just going to let everyone on the call know this
call is on backgmund 50 you may quote a senior DoD official with anything you hear on
this call. General, unless you want to go on the record, you can state that at the time,
otherwise we’ll keep it on background. And with that, I am just going to hand it over to
you for any opening remarks you have and then you can feel free to take their questions if
you would.

Briefer: Okay, well thanks very much. Hello everybody, glad to have the opportunity to
say a few things as we look at the Middle East here in this particularly interesting time
for us.

A few points I want to make up front and then [ will be happy to answer any questions. ]
know that’s probably what everybody wants to do.

First of all, the three major movements that we see playing themselves out in the region.
Number one, we see [ranian-sponsored activity going on with -- through the Syrians and
into Hezbollah and throughout the other Shi’ite communities in the region. That plays
itself out in a way that is designed to gain time for the Iranian nuclear program and also
designed to increase Iranian regional power in a way that I think is definitely increased in
the past year or so.

Secondly we have the Sunni extremists al Qaeda and their associated movements that are
operating throughout most of the Sunm regions. I wouldn’t say that they’ve necessarily
increased their levels of activity but they are certainly iooking for mergers and a way to
increase their value on the global stage. I don’t think that they probably think that they’ve
done enough here lately, and we should look for them to try to make a statement here in
the foreseeable future, probably outside of the region, but 1t could also be delivered
against the oil infrastructure, as you know that they’ve tried to do before.

And of course the third big issue that constantly plays itself out is the context of the

Arab-Israel context — or conflict. You see it manifesting itself in the Hezbollah, Lebanon,
Israel, Palestine activity that’s going on. When the process is moving forward it seems to

make the region in general a bit easier to deal with. When the process breaks down and it
moves towards conflict, it makes the region very difficult to deal with, not only from the
United States’ perspective, but from the perspective of all the powers in the region.

[ think, you know, currently we’ve got to stabilize Iraq, stabilize Afghanistan, we’ve got
to keep the flow of resources going in the region; we’ve got to deter Iran; we have to help
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out where we can with regard to helping the Lebanese army at the right time, and also
with regard to maintaining some readiness of our forces off the coast of Lebanon. It may
come as a surprise to you but the 15,000 — nearly 15,000 Americans that were evacuated
off the coast of Lebanon were evacuated under a CENTCOM operation, not a EUCOM
operation.

I think the key point that’s going on in Iraq where all of these interesting major problems
come to bear in one form or another is that we see a shift from insurgency over the past
seven or eight months — and 1t probably started sooner that — more to sectarian violence
and sectarian activity.

I think that this type of problem that we are seeing in Baghdad, which has really reached
very serious levels of concern for us, has got to be dealt with, and I want to make sure
that everybody knows it’s just not a matter of dealing with it militarily; it’s a matter of
dealing with it militarily, to a certain extent economically, but certainly politically. And
in particular on the political arena is a requirement to get the Jaysh al Mahdi rogue
elements under control, and where they can’t be brought under control politically, they
have to be dealt wath. |

We also have a pretty robust program that’s starting to show some good effects against
hitting the what I would call the death squad cells. We certainly know the Sunni death
squad cells because they primarily tend to be al Qaeda related or Ba’athist related that we
have a fairly good view of. On the Shi’a side it’s been harder for us, but last night we
conducted some operations against some of the Shi’a death squads that had some good
effect, and we continue to want to do more of that, and we’ll have to do that in
conjunction with the Iragi armed forces.

The — it’s clear from operations that are going on in Baghdad, at least I think it’s clear in
my mind, it may not be in the public’s mind, our forces are there primarily to participate
in the outer cordon operations that are going on to isolate the Sunni, and Iraqi security
forces are doing a lot of the main work except for some of the precise hits that need to be
done against the various death squad elements that we’re finding in that battle space.

Certainly we thought that the situation was serious enough so that on its way out of the
country we decided to divert the 172™ (Stryker Brigade) for anywhere from 90 to 120
days into the Baghdad area. We did it for a couple of different reasons. One, they are very
experienced; they did a great job up in Mosul. And two, they are a very well-integrated
unut with regard to both operational and intelligence capability, and experienced in a way
that we think will start to help us see some better results in the Baghdad space relatively
S00N.

The situation in Afghanistan probably deserves a mention or two. As you know, about a
week and a half ago we transitioned the regional command south region over to NATO
command. We think that that area will continue to be contested by the Taliban; we also
expect some increase in Taliban activity in the castern sector, which is primarily a U.S.
sector, and while there is certainly a lot of activity, particularly in Helmand province, it’s
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not all Taliban; part of it is Taliban, part of it is certainly drug-lord related activity that’s
going on there. But we don’t see anything militarily that would unhinge our efforts right

now as we go through the remainder of the summer and inte the winter period in
Afghanistan.

So, that having been said I guess there’s probably other places we could talk about in the
region. Certainly we’ve got activity going on down in Somalia, where the United Islamic
Courts or the Council of Islamic Courts — they tend to change their names frequently —are
showing a degree of capacity down there that we haven’t seen any one particular party
have before. What's worrisome to us about that is that they definitely have contacts with
al Qaeda and they have been known to harbor al Qaeda militants in the region, although
not in great numbers. We certainly should expect a pickup of activity there.

Throughout the rest of the region, the dynamic as you can imagine with all of these
various things going on really presents a very pressurized and dynamic military period,
but also the diplomatic and political activity that’s going on is probably as intense as I've
ever seen. So that having been said, nobody has yet ordered North Korea into our AOR
and so we’re happy with that.

Q: Hey, general, it’s (name); how are you?
Briefer: Hey, how are you (name)?

Q: Ternfic. Listen, take you back to your first three points. Do you see any convergence
or divergence or parallels tracks between, you know, the Iranian Hezbollah largely Shi'a
effort and of course the al Qaeda Sunni extremists? (For these guys? Are these guys?) on
parallel tracks, do they hate each other, are they tacit cooperative? Can you make any
comment on that at all? '

Briefer: Yeah, my view on that is that they are not cooperating officially. I certainly don’t
see it. [ regard what’s going on in Hezbollah Hamas battle space as being manipulated by
Iran, directed by Syria and executed by Hamas and Palestine and Hezbollah in the
Lebanese border area.

The convergence — I think it’s our worst nightmare if there were to be some convergence
but the way people are behaving towards one another throughout the region — Sunni and
Shi’a — I think would be a very tactical and a very transitory sort of convergence, and,
you know, [ can’t imagine them coming together in a big way against us, although I can
certainly imagine and [ think it’s not out of the realm of the possible that in Iraq, you
could see the Iranians dialing up the pressure in southem iraq, while at the same time al
QQaeda in al Anbar Province angd around Baghdad are trying dial up the pressure. They
would not be coordinated moves; they would be moves that are trying to be
complementary of one another, but not necessarily cooperate with one another. Over.

Q: Thank you.
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(2: You mention that we have to deter Iran? How the heck do you do that?

Briefer: One thing that we certainly do with the Iranians is that we continue to know
where their IRGC Kuds force people are acting, where they are operating. Certainly in
the Persian Gulf area it’s been very interesting to me - or in the Arabian Gulf if you want
to use the term that our Arab buddies use — it’s very, very clear to me that the Iranian
military activity that was fairly aggressive that we saw from their naval and air units — at
least aggressive in terms of their defense posture — has gone down actually below what
we’ve seen, so 1t's interesting to me that as the pressure gets turned up militarily on the
Hezbollah front that they are showing really no levels of big activity on the — within their
own territory or in the territory that they normally patrol and operate in in the Arabian
Gulf area.

This doesn’t mean that we won’t see them try to operate in southern Iraq and in Sadr City
through their surrogates, but it's very difficult for us to really know how that surrogate
activity cause and effect is working. We have, as you know, captured equipment that has
been smuggled across the border, but every time we capture it it’s never in an Iranian’s
hand, 1t’s always in an Iraqi-Shi’a hand of some sort.

So, the best way for us to deter the Iranians as a nation-state is to make sure that our air
and naval presence in the region remains robust enough to be able to deal with them if
things get more — more difficult with them, and for them to understand that while they
think we may be tapped out, that we are definitely not tapped out, and that, you know,
they can be dealt with militarily in a defensive manner if necessary.,

Q: But that doesn’t reach to the (inaudible) of their nuclear program.

Briefer: Well, their nuclear program — you’ve got to make sure that over time you're
doing what you can to not allow that nuclear program to go forward. If there’s a
requirement for military activity against that, we’ll cross that road when we come to it.
think that it’s a while before they have the capacity to field a nuclear weapon, although I
understand that there’s a lot of people in the intelligence community that’s got different
views on it. My view is still pretty much like I think the view of most people in the
community, somewhere after 2010.

QQ: (name).

Briefer: Hey (name).

Q: Sir, how are you?

Bnefer: Great.

Q: 172" into Baghdad. Is that enough — realizing you have a force constraint. Some folks

around town and other places are talking the numbers ought to go up considerably over
the next six months or so. How would you respond to that?
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Q: Well (name), I think if you take into account the Iraqi army units that are around
Baghdad, and the local Iraqi police and you take into account that at this stage in the
campaign we want them to take the lead in dealing with the sectarian violence to the
extent possible, that we are relying heavily on Iraqi military to do the job for which
they’re capable of doing. And so U.S. forces on the outer cordon and doing the precision
work and also providing the enablers is what we are trying to accomplish there. And of
course you know that we’ve got U.S. transition teams with most of the Iraqi units,

There’s two divisions worth of what [ would call national police that haven’t really
achieved the level of discipline or really done what ! think the Iraqi government needs
them to do. They are somewhere between the local police and the army, and that force we
are in the process of standing it down at various locations, retraining it and trying to get it
back on line with reliable connections to the new Ministry of the Interior. So my answer
1s there’s a helluva lot more troops available in Irag than there’s ever been. The military
in particular is pretty responsible and pretty active. I think more American troops over
and beyond what we currently have we certainly wouldn’t want to do but we don’t rule it
out if necessary. | '

Q: (name). You mentioned possible helping the Lebanese Army. How do you see we
could enter in and help there? Are we just anathema because of our relationship with
Israel?

Briefer: Well I think in the short term it’s probably not a good idea for us to be around,
although that’s a political decision. In the long term, they want us to be around. The
Lebanese army’s got very good connections with the United States and France and other
western countries. They want to be reformed along western lines. Hezbollah doesn’t want
to have western trainers or western contractors or western connections with it, and of
course they don’t want to be disarmed in the long run for reasons that I think are obvious

tQ us.

[ think that you don’t achieve anything until over time the Lebanese government has
attained 1ts sovereignty down to the border with Israel, and that will be a long slow
process. But as we move toward that process, 1 think it’s essential that you bring the
Lebanese army up to the standard that has to be done immediately -- which is fixed some
of their spare parts problems and some of their combat systems problems and then you
begin some training not only inside Lebanon but (abroad?).

Now, nobody’s told me to begin training. We have conducted an assessment before the
problern with Hezbollah started a while back. And that assessment tells us there’s
probably a two- to five-year program that’s necessary to get the Lebanese army up to the
point where they can really be what we would consider to be effective. And that’s got to
be accompanied by a program to disarm the Hezbollah militia which of course is a
difficult point in its own right.

Q: Thank you.
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Q: Another question on al Sadr’s Mahdi army. What kind — what kind of a strategy can
you go about using to handle this guy? You say it’s a political problem for al Maliki. Is
there anything that will work other than just the normal police work, and then at some
point gotng after the part of his militia that won’t cooperate? '

Briefer: Well, there’s two different ways that you have to look at it. Number one, there’s
— when 1t gets to the point where there will be large-scale direct confrontation, do we
have the forces in the field necessary to take care of it, and ] think the answer is ves. |
think they have no intention of trying to provoke a major confrontation. They've done
that twice in the past and it and it never worked out for them and I don’t think that they
are trying to do that right now.

No doubt however that there are rogue elements — rogue may be a term that’s subject to
some debate — but there are certainly elements that don’t appear to be necessarily
connected to Sadr himself that are participating in these various death squad activities.
It’s really clear to me that we’ve got to target them, and one of the real marks of whether
we are going to be successful in Baghdad or not will be the willingness of the Iraqi
government — national government — to underwrite those military operations necessary to
take those cells out, not only on the Shi’a side, but on the Sunni side.

Q: Thank you.

Briefer: And so I think 1t’s the leadership, go after the known cells that are going the bad
work, and like I said last night we had some pretty good effect and we are going o
continue that process.

QQ: Thank you.
Q: General (Name.)
Briefer: Hey (name).

Q: Iran is of course as we all know leading the L.ebanese problem. They are also I believe
you would agree a major problem with you in Irag right now, not only within the
government — you have elements within the government that are I think are cooperating
with the Iranians (Akeem? Sp?) and others I am told. If we don’t take out and change the
regime or leadership in Iran we are going continue to have major problems over there.

Has anyone proposed, and I know you can’t really give me the answer, but the fact is
regime change with Europe and everyone has got to be an eventual decision or we’ll
never get any stability in the region.

Briefer: Well, I tell you (name) the Iraqi — or the Iranian government is very unpopular
with its own people.
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Q: Concur.

Briefer: And 1n my mind if you can contain and protect and deter and do those things that

bring into account an awful lot of the sentiment in the Arab Sunni population that they
want to contain and protect and deter the Iranians in conjunction with the United States,
then I think you can start setting the conditions that isolate the Iranians.,

[f you can solve the problem in Lebanon in a way that diminishes Hezbollah, which again
at this particular point is probably more diplomatic than it is military, and if you can start
moving both Iraq and Syria toward the Arab center, then I think there’s a very good
chance that Iran’s power 1s both deterred and contained.

But 1t’s a Jong-term strategy, it’d take an awful lot of effort, it’s very hard to do when
there’s an Arab-Israeli conflict going on, but I think the Iranians are masters at taking
advantage of unsettled situations, and as you know, they play all sides against the middle;
they not only are working with the Iraqi government to try to get the Iragi government to
stabilize, but their IRGC Kuds force people are working with the various Shi’a rogue
militias specifically to undermine the security situation down in Basra and up in Sadr

City.

So 1t’s a very complicated problem for us but I’m of the opinion that we’ve got enough
power, there’s enough regional sentiment and there’s enough opportunity that over time
you set the conditions where the Iranian current government of (amedi neged — sp) and
the various other extreme factions that have come together really can’t make it in the 21%
century. That may be wishful thinking, but that’s what I think.

Q: Well, when I said regime change I am not talking U.S., but I am talking covert and
letting the Iranian people take their country back, and doing the same things that you are
talking about getting alliances over there that would encourage this activity. I mean, lord
knows they’ve got enough demonstrations and instability there and we know the
population doesn’t like them, but how would we get that coalition over there, plus covert
operations to set up so that the Iranian people would ensure that that regime cannot keep
a stable country over there? That’s all | am saying.

Briefer: It’s again probably the work of somebody else than CENTCOM, but I can tell
you that there 1s a tremendous amount of concem in the Arab countries about Iranian
hegemony right now. And it’s actually just not in the Arab Sunni states, but you also see
a lot of it reflected from the iraqi Shi’a politicians as well. It’s not true that they are
completely dominated by the Iranians. I think ultimately they are trying to build
themselves a state that will be part of the Arab world.

So the number one story last year was Iraq stability. As I go around the Arab world this
year, the number one story is Iranian expansionism, hegemony and nuclear program.
Now, 1n this period of unsettled activity, a lot of people have a ot of desire to sort this
thing out rather quickly so that a unified front can emerge against the Iranians, but that
will take a lot of (scaling?) - covertly how things emerge, (name), 1 just can’t say.
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Q: Okay, thank you sir.

Q: (Name) again. In view of your last statements there, do you view the turn in
statements by the surrounding Arab countries toward Hezbollah from their original
statements as simply rhetoric that will soon pass, or do you see any way that these
governments can have any long-term interest in supporting Hezbollah, you know,
considering they are an Iranian based factor?

Briefer: Well, it depends upon the state. For example, the other day there were Shi’a
demonstrations, in (Damahn? Sp?) the oil-producing area of Saudi Arabia. And this is
precisely what the Saudis thought would happen as a result of Iranian ambitions in the
region. And so I think you’ll always see Saudi Arabia very much squared off against
Shi’a interests, whether they are in the form of Hezbollah, various parties in Iraq such as
Mugqtada Sadr’s folks, or, you know, within the various Gulf States.

Jordan, on the other hand, which — you know, the king has been speaking out a lot against
the Iranians, that having been said, his people — or the Jordanian people -- are looking at
Hezbollah as one of the few Arab resistant movements that’s ever been able to do
anything the Israelis, and so he’s got a problem in managing street expectations with his
own geo-political outlook, and so, you know — again, it’s complicated, but [ think it’s
transitory. I think over time most of the Arab countries with the exception of Syria
understand that they’ve got to diminish Hezbollah power because it’s a conduit for
Iranian power, and [ think ultimately the other Arab countries will work hard on the
Syrians to get the Syrians out of that orbit as well. Bul it’s pretty interesting and dynamic.

Q: It’s (name} again. On the Syrians, I mean do you see any (inaudible) to suggest that
there would actually be an opportunity to just (peel?) the Syrians away and of course
Syrian-Iranian (?) cooperation also may be marriage of convenience, and there may be a
possibility to provide a series of incentives to make them do something like Qadaffi, and
sort of find religion, to use a very bad metaphor. Do you think that’s at all possible or just
wishful thinking?

Briefer: No, [ think it’s possible and [ think it’s a road that ought to be pursued. I think a
cornerstone of our strategic thought how do you get the Syrians away from the Iranian
orbit? And again, it’s over time. You know, we’'re kind of stuck in contact in this current
crisis, and [ don’t believe that we necessarily need to think that what’s going to happen in
the next two or three weeks or next two or three months is going to be the way it’s going
to emerge.

[ think in the longer term the strategic framework looks to me that it can move ina
positive direction if we can get not only our own internal capabilities synchronized, but
also that of our fnends in the region probably most importantly, and also the Europeans.

[ think when people look at how the Iranians have been playing this game and it’s not
real clear to people right now but it will be a couple weeks after things settle down,

NY TIMES 1734




people will be even less interested in Iran emerging as a nuclear weapon state, and so
think the impetus will change, will be pretty major. Again, I am not trying to be overly
optimistic, but [ am not pessimistic that we necessarily move towards escalation in more
difficult times although that’s possible, too.

Voice: Gentlemen, we have time for one last question.

Q: Hey general, (name). Question is about how we are getting our story out about
information operations. From the beginning many of us on this phone call have talked
with senior officials who said they’ve never really been happy with the 10 campaign.
And it just seems that the bad guys are popping up groups all over the Middle East, all
over the world, as these things — maybe they’re not organized together but for some
reason, you know, it’s like a bunch of ants -- when one finds food, they all know it.

And these things are popping up, and it just seems like the Iranians are sitting there,
nobody’s putting any pressure on them, at least that’s visible, as least in the media, at
least that you can see here. My question comes down to: What are we doing for the
people who are not picking up arms, who are not throwing bombs, who want to have a
stable society, what are we doing to inoculate them against these groups as part of our IO
campaign that shows that we’re the good guys?

Brnefer: Yeah, well, first of all, it’s a great question. It’s one that we could talk on for
another hour. But [ would tell you that we are not going to ever convince the people in

the region that we are the good guys, at least not in the next 10 or 15 years. What we need
to do 1s convince people in the region that it is not in their interest to sidc with cither the
Sunm extremists or the Shi’a extremists, and the Shi’a extremists is state supported, the
Sunni extremists much less clearly so, and we need to empower the moderates to the
extent that we can,

But the first thing that we need to do better — and I don’t think that we’ve done it at all — I
mean, it’s interesting, when I testify in Washington, it’s as if I — you know, this is a one
player game, that we happen to be playing a major tournament of some sort against
ourselves in the Middle East, and the only thing that matters are the mistakes that we
make 1n unhinging our theoretically unstoppable plan.

The truth of the matter is there’s an awful lot of actors in the region that either are our
enemies directly, or our enemies indirectly, and we don’t talk enough about who they are,
what they represent, what they (mean? Made? Main?) and what happens if their vision
becomes mainstream in the region. If the extremist vision, either revolutionary Iranian or
al Qaeda 1deology becomes mainstream in the region, the region will either move to a
major war against itself — Sunni versus Shi’a, or one of those two groups will move to a
major action against us in the west, at a helluva lot more cost and problem then we
currently have.

S0, why doesn’t this work it out? Why can’t we seem to talk about the enemy? Your
guess 1s as good as mine. We talk about it as much as we can; I guess we’re not doing a
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very good job of it, but I think we’ve got to expose this enemy for what this enemy is,
and at the same time admit that we make plenty of mistakes, but on the other hand, we
need to understand that there’s an enemy that’s got a plan, got an ideology and there are
actually two very directions that are designed to throw the United States out of the region
and 1t’s fortunate for us that they haven’t come together. I don’t think they will come

together, at least not in the short term, but, you know, we’ve got to be talking about what
revolutionary [ran means and thinks, because they are in my mind clearly doing
everything they can to be at war with us.

[ read somewhere today somebody said, well the Iranians have been at war with us for a
long time, we’ve just never been at war with them. But the question is, you know, how do
we articulate what the Iranians have done, are doing and will do against our interests in
the region and against the interests of the moderates in the region? To me it’s easier to
deal with that because it’s tied to a state sponsor. Al Qaeda is a tougher thing to deal
with, because it’s an ideology. Yet, if you get on their web sites and you just use their
own words and show their pictures of what they think they’re all about, you would think
1t would disgust thinking people the same way that fascism and Japanese militarism
disgusted people in the Second World War, but unfortunately, it really hasn’t got to the
danger point yet.

Now, the other final thing I'd say to you is I have been reading a lot of intelligence here
lately about what these various groups are saying to one another, and interestingly
enough they seem to think that they are getting chewed up by the media as well. And |
was reading some conversation points here of some senior al Qaeda information where
some of the senior leaders exchanged information and I won’t reveal how we know this,
you can imagine, but they’re essentially saying we just can’t seem to get the media to -
understand what we’re doing and why we’re doting it. And certainly within Iraq as we
capture al Qaeda people that operate for AQIZ that they seem to think that all the media
outlets are against them, and if people only knew their story, they would be on their side.
But of course, people know what they’re doing, and they’re not on their side.

30, look, I hope this is useful for you. I appreciate what everybody is doing. It's an
Interesting time, but not one in which we ought to wring our hands and be pessimistic. |
think there’s ways to maneuver through this successfully,

General, thanks so much for joining us again today, we really appreciate your

(B | Gentlemen, again, just as a reminder you are free to quote a senior military
ufﬁclal from today’s call, and thanks for joining us.
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Page 1 of 1

e CIV, OASD-PA

Sent:
To:

Cc:

_0SD PA|
Subject: RE. 1500 conference call
Attachments: Agenda.doc

all,
please find attached the updated agenda and rsvp list.
_thank you,

OSD F‘ubllc Aﬁalrs
Cummunlty Relations and Public Liaison
(bJi2) - | The Pentagon

Washln ton D C 20301

12/3/2007
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Asof2:15 pm.

Conference Call

Retired Military Analysts
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 7, 2006 - TIME: 3:00 — 3:30 p.m.

AGENDA

3:00 p.m. Welcome and Introduction (GUIDELINES)

Community Relations and Public Liaison

3:01 p.m.  Theater Strategic Update

¢ (eneral John Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command
3NS5pm. Q&A

» Military Analysts

3:30 p.m.  Conference Call Concludes (GUIDELINES)

Note: Dial-in-telephone numbers are |
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Confirmed Retired Military Analysts;

Mr. Jed Babbin (USAF, JAG) American Spectator
Lieutenant Colonel Gordon Cucullu (USA, Retired) Fox News
Lieutenant Colonel Rick Francona (USAF, Retired) MSNBC

Colonel John Garrett (USMC, Retired) Fox News
Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired) Fox News
Lieutenant Colonel Robert L.. Maginnis (USA, Retired)

Colonel Jeff McCausland (USA, Retired)

Lieutenant General Thomas Mclnerney (USAF, Retired) Fox News

Major General Michael J. Nardotti, Jr. (USA, Retired)

Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)

General William L. Nash (USA, Retired)

Maior General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired)

Mr. Wayne Simmons (USN, CIA, Retired) Fox News
Mr. Bing West (USMC, Retired) National Review
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From; Tom Wilkerson (ﬁj{ﬁj __________

Sent: Monday, August 07, 2006 216 PM

To: CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: 4CIV, OASD-PA; Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA
Subject: RE Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

(ﬁj{ﬁ}”

On the road -- can't make the cali.

Semper Fortis,
Fidelis & Paratus

Thomas L. Wilkerson
CEQO & Publisher

LJ. S. Naval Institute
291 Wood Road
Annhapolis, Maryland 21402

O"flce_ 410-295- 1060

On Aug 7, 2006, at 10:36 AM

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

NY TIMES
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R

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Hom of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, piease dial

_ and ask the operator to connect

you to the Analysts conference call.

_or call her att?)t:

We hope you are able to participate.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

(B)(B):

|CIV, OASD-PA

Monday, August 07, 2006 1:41 PM
Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA

RE: 1500 conference call

ch. that was my oversight. will make the adjustment and resend.

thanks

From: Ballesteros, Mark ], LTC, QASD-PA
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2006 1:17 PM

To:B® |CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: FW: 1500 cnnference call

The folks at CENTCOM just called me and wanted to adjust your agenda. GEN Abizaid won't be talking about assistance
of AMCITs out of Lebanon - he'll be giving a theater strategic update.

Mark

__|cv, 0ASD-PA
2006 12:52 PM
_ Capt OSD PA; Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA;{P)16) |LCDR OSD PA;

OSD PA

__99.-'[&arben Alison Vs OSD PA; Ruff, Eic SES, 0SD; Whitman, Bryen SES OSD PA: Lawrence, Dalle Me 0SD PA{PIE)
[B)i61 | CIV, OASD-PABIET - |

= COL OSD PA

Subject: 1500 cunference call

please find attached the agenda for today's conference call. as of 12:30 p.m., we have 11 pos
more to add on in the next hour or so. we will conduct the call in allison barber's office(b)=

joining us from tampa, as i understand it.

thank you,

NY TIMES
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From: 4 CIV, QASD- PA

-535? AFIS HQ/Web Operations
Subje:t RE Conference Call Notifications

hifB)E)

you didn't fall off. but, i was out with allison until 11. so there were several people left off the distro list. no worries. you're

still on it
thanks

TAFPS
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Ce e-mail a été automatiquement traduit du francais original.
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Page | of 1

e o OASD-F’A
Subject: FW. 1500 cnnference call
Attachments: Agenda.doc

(biib)

The folks at CENTCOM just called me and wanted to adjust your agenda. GEN Abizaid won’t be talking about
assistance of AMCITs out of Lebanon — he'll be giving a theater strategic update.

Mark

CIV OASD-PA

ILCDR 0SD

| C1V, OASD-PA; 25:3;:51::?5.-5{5::; . ; 0)6)

Subject: 1500 conference call

please find attached the agenda for today's conference call. as of 12:30 p.m., we have 11 positive rsvps. | expect

a few more to add on in the next hour or so. we will conduct the cali in allison barber's office (b3(2).: general
abizaid will be jolning us from tampa, as i understand it.

OSD Public Affairs
Community Relations and Public Liaison

(b)2) | The Pentagon
Washlngtun DC 20301

12/3/2007
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As of 12:30 p.m,

Conference Call

Retired Military Analysts
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 7, 2006 TIME: 3:00 ~ 3:30 p.m.

AGENDA

3:00 pm. Welcome and Introduction (GUIDELINES)

(57(6)

| Community Relations and Public Liaison

3:01 p.m.  Theater Strategic Update

e General John Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command
315pm. Q& A

« Military Analysts

3:30 p.m. Conference Call Concludes (GUIDELINES)

Note: Dial-in-telephone numbers are
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Confirmed Retired Military Analysts:

Mr. Jed Babbin (USAF, JAG) American Spectator
Lieutenant Colonel Gordon Cucullu (USA, Retired) Fox News
Lieutenant Colonel Rick Francona (USAF, Retired) MSNBC

Colonel John Garrett (USMC, Retired) Fox News

Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired) Fox News
Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis {(USA, Retired) National radio
Lieutenant General Thomas Mcinemey (USAF, Retired) Fox News

Major General Michael J. Nardotti, Jr. (USA, Retired)

Major General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired) CNN

Mr. Wayne Simmons {(USN, CIA, Retired) Fox News
Mr. Bing West . (USMC, Retired) National Review
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From:
Sent: = Mc ust 07, 2006 12 38 F'M

To: cw OASD-F'A

Co- . =

Subject: RE Cnnference Call with Senior DoD Official--

Dear. =

Nice to see your name again!

| will not be able to participate in the program this afternoon.
Thanks for the invitation.

Best to you all,

Dwight Lorenz
NECK Aviation Advisor

From:f | CIV, QASD-PA [mailtof2
Sent Munda',r, August 07, 2006 7:37 AM

o CIV, OASD-PA
Cc. Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA;!
Subject: Conference Call with Senlnr DoD fo Clal

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

Response

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 20086, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraqg,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

land ask the operator to connect you

To paticipate n this conference call, please dial (1]
to the Analysts conference call.

NY TIMES
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2

Please R.5.V.P. tohE

|ator caltner at B2

We hope you are able to participate.

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checkad by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.394 / Virus Database: 268.10.7/410 - Release Date: 8/5/2006

No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition. |
Version: 7.1.394 / Virus Database: 268.10.7/411 - Release Date; 8/7/2006
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From: D)6 _|cIV. OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, Au ust 07, 2006 12:37 PM
To: i CIV GASD.PA
Subject: FW. Cnnference Call with Senior Dob Official

From: Garrett, John [mailto!24&)
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2006 12:37 PM

T o" (b) (Ej‘f.j:j}; o :_'.=; :_'.=; :_'.=; :_'.=; :_'.=; :_'.=; :_': CIV O ASD‘P A
Subject: RE: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

Thank you will be there.

Frnm' . av, 0asD-PA [mauto

To: (h)(E) S CIY, OASD-PA
Cc: Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA;K s CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Conference Call with Semur DnD Dfﬁciat

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial

_ |and ask the operator to connect you

to the Analysts conference call.
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Please R.S.V.P. to2)(8

We hope you are able to participate.

DISCLAIMER:
This e-mail message contains confidential, privileged information intended solely for the addressee. Please do
not read, copy, or disseminate it unless you are the addressee. If you have received it in error, please call us

(collect) at (202) 457-6000 and ask to speak with the message sender. Also, we would appreciate your
forwarding the message back to us and deleting it from your system. Thank you.

This e-mail and all other electronic (including voice) communications from the sender's firm are for
informational purposes only. No such communication is intended by the sender to constitute either an electronic
record or an electronic signature, or to constitute any agreement by the sender to conduct a transaction by
electronic means. Any such intention or agreement is hereby expressly disclaimed unless otherwise specifically
indicated. To learn more about our firm, please visit our website at http://www.pattonboggs.com.
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From: e | CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Munday ‘August 07, 2006 11:53 AM

To: Heplhch Chban Clv OASD-PA

Subject: FW: Out of Office AutoReply: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

..... Original Mesgsage----- e
From: Marks, James "Spider" [mailtﬂ:@mﬁ%ﬁﬁ
Sent: Menday, August 07, 2006 10:37 AM

To: bib): iy CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Out of Office AutoReply: Conference Call with Senior Dol Official

I am out of the office 4-7 Aug. If time sensitive, please call Jon Steen atiﬁ?f
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From:
Sent;

To:

Subject:

To:
Subject: Re:

CIV, OASD-PA

Mundéy, Au' ust 07, 2006 11:53 AM

(b fEi“,r C|V 0 ASD PA

ﬁi(malltn

Au ust 07, 2006 10:38 BAM

(I:-) BeooE _

Regret
Thank vyou

Sent: Mon Aug 07 07:36:45 zons'
Subject: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

ﬁCI? CASD=-PA
Cnnference Call with Seniocr DoD Official

MEMORANDUM

TO:

From:

Date:

Re:

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7,

Conference Call with Senior DoD Cfficials

Retired Military Analysts
Dallas Lawrence

Qffice of the Secretary of Defense

August 7, 2008&

from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General Jchn P. Abizaid, Commander,
Theater/Strategic Update on Irag, Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa.

call will be On Background.

Directeor, Community ERelations and Public Liaison

| e,

20086,

U.S. Central Command will provide you a
This

_To part1:1pate in this conference call, please dial [P)2

call

Please R. S V.P. to D))

We hope you are able to participate.

NY TIMES
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= GV, OASD-PA
: August D? 2006 11:53 AM
To: BiB1 7 LIV, OASD-PA

Subject: FW: Cnnference Call with Senior DoD Official

From: Carafano, James [mailto[:: (
Sent: Mnnday, August 07, 2006 10 48 AM

To:61® | CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: RE Cunference Call with Senior DoD Official

sorry busy

Dr. James Jay Carafano
Senior Fellow
The Allison Institute for International Studies

The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachusetts Ave, NE
Washington, DC 20002

PhonelP)e)
Fax {202) 6875- 1?58

Bio: http !me hentage nrgfabﬂuﬂstaﬁfjamescarafanﬂ cfm

From: (e)r | CIV, OASD-PA [malltu

To ;Kh)' 5 v on 5 DPA
Cc: Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA;[P2S | CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Conference Call with Semur DoD Gfﬂaal

MEMORANDUM

To: Retired Military Analysts

NY TIMES
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From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liatson

Office of the Secretary of Defense
Date: August 7, 2006
Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials
We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3.00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,
Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

and ask the operator to connect you

To participate in this conference call, piease dial
to the Analysts conference call.

e

Please R.S.V.P. 10

We hope you are able to participate.
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From: (b)) __[CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Mnndav Au ust 07, 2006 11:52 AM
To: (B)bY: | CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: FW: Cnnference Call with Senior DoD Official

----- Original Message--
From: Jack [mailto iBMBliiiii i
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2006 1l1l:06 AM

To: (biB sy CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

Jacobs 1s unavailable.
gack Jacobs

Sent from my Verizon Wirelezss BlackBerry

(51 B

Cc:"lawrence, Dallas Mr GSD PA" :Dallas Lawrence@:) =

| c1v, oasp-

Subjeﬁt Conference Call w1th Senicor DoD Official

MEMORANDUM

To: Retired Military Analysts

From: Dallas Lawrence
Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison
Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: Adugust 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30
p.m,

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S5. Central Command will provide you a
Theater/Strategic Update on Irag, Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be
On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial fP)s)
ask the operator to connect you to the ABnalysts conference call.

Please R.S.V.P. tolbib

We hope you are able to participate.
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Sent: Lgust 07, 2006 11:52 AM

To: (D)D) ICIV, OASD-PA

Subject: FW Cnnferenn:e Call with Senior DoD Official

] [mailto{il:
August 07, 2006 11:33 AM

IR ) i1 CIV, OASD-FA

Subject Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

Will be on - Don Shepperd
Sent via BlackBerry from Cingular Wireless

From:

Date: 1}19_1}_,_ ...................

To : (BB

Co: “Lawrence,

PA" G

Subject Canference Call w1th Senior Dol Official

MEMORANDTIM

To: Retired Military Analysts

From: Dallas Lawrence
Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison
Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re; Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30
p.m,

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.8. Central Command will provide you a
Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq, Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be
Cn Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial
ask the operator to connect you to the Analysts cnnferen:e call.

S and

Please R.S.V.P. to [ |or call her at [P®)

We hope you are able to participate.

10

NY TIMES 1757




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ust 07,

FW Ci.ah*érence Ca

0)(B |CIV. OASD-PA

2006 11.52 AM

. Tcv. OASD-PA

N with Senior DoD Official

Count me tn.

Thanks.

Bob

| Rnbert L Magmms

[ message -- ==
| CIV, OASD-PA" 1%
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MEMORANDUM

To: Retired Military Analysts

From:; Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense
Date: August 7, 2006
Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials
We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,
Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial ;:f;;:;;.{{;;{;.;f;§_§_:;:i;
you to the Analysts conference call.

land ask the operator to connect

Please R.S.V.P. tofB)(b

or call her Et

We hope you are able to participate.

12

NY TIMES 1758




From: Steven J. Greer CSM (Ret) | b)e)

Sent: Monday, August 07, 2006 11:38 AM
To: (biky i CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

I'min... thanks!

Fl'ﬂl'l'l

53:'5%'?;'5%1 Clv, OASD-PA [mallto

Cc. Lawren:e, Dallas Mr QSD PA;232 o CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Conference Call with Senmr DuD Uﬁicial

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

Woe invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please diallb)(2
to the Analysts conference call.

- |and ask the operator to connect you

We hope you are able to participate.

13
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From: Nardotti, Michael [2°

Sent: Mundav August 07, 2006 11:29 AM
To: LIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Cunference Call Today

(0)(8) |1 will join the call foday at 3:00pm. Thanks. MJN

Michael J. Nardotti, Jr.
Major General, US Army, Retired
Patton Boggs LLP

2550 M Street, NW

_Was_hmqtun DC 20037-1350
(h){E}  (direct)
202-45?-6315 (facsimile)
T

www.pattonboggs.com

Upgrade Your Email - Click here!

DISCLAIMER:

This e-mail message contains confidential, privileged information intended solely for the addressee.
Please do not read, copy, or disseminate it unless you are the addressee. If you have received it in
error, please call us {collect) at (202) 457-6000 and ask to speak with the message sender. Also, we
would appreciate your forwarding the message back to us and deleting it from your system. Thank

youl.

This e-mail and all other electronic (including voice) communications from the sender's firm are for
informational purposes only. No such communication is intended by the sender to constitute either an
electronic record or an electronic signature, or to constitute any agreement by the sender to conduct
a transaction by electronic means. Any such intention or agreement is hereby expressly disclaimed
unless otherwise specifically indicated. To learn more about our firm, please visit our website at
http./Amww.pattonboggs.com.

14
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Sent

To:

Subject:

NY TIMES

Thomas Mcinerney

byEr. ] CIV, OASD-P A

MCINERNEY WILL ATTEND CC
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Sent: Mundav Auq ust 07, 2006 11 15 AM

To: ShIe CIv, OASD-PA

Cc: LIV, OASD-PA

Subject: RE Cunferenca Call with Senior DoD Official

| will be on the call,
Jeff

Jeffrey D. McCausland, PhD

Director, Leadership in Conflict Initiative
Dickinson College

233 Louther Street

Carlisle, Pennsylvania 17013

Tel: (ﬁ){ﬁﬁfﬁ?ﬁ'E-ff{E-'fi%'fs'%'::5'3!::5'3{::5'3:'::5'3:'::5'3:'::5'3:'235':::'135-|

Emalt (D)B)

www._dickinson,edu/departments/leadership/

From:2®® | CIv, OASD-PA [mailto/P)!
1t: M ____August 07, 2006 10:37 AM

: .................... e CIU GASD PA .“.- |
Cc: LawrenCE, Dallas Mr OSD PA; [Rib): L CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Conference Call with Semur DnD Ofﬁclal

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense
Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference ¢all, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3;30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U).S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background,

16

NY TIMES

1763




To participate in this conference call, please dial/P)(2)

to the Analysts conference call.

.. 1and ask the operator to connect you

Please R.S.V.P. to/P)tb)

__lor calt her atf®2)

We hope you are able to participate.

NY TIMES

17

1764




From Rick FranconalP)el

Sent Mnnday. Au ust 07, 2006 11:02 AM

To: (byBy GV, OASQ PA

Subject: Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

| will participate.

Rick Francona

From: (0% _ [Clv, OASD-PA"
Sent: Aug 7 2006 10 36 AM
To: BEE ICIV. OASD-PA"

Cc: "Lawrenc:e Dallas Mr OSD PA" |
Subject. Conference Call with Senlnr

MEMORANDUM

To: Retired Military Analysts

_|CIV, OASD-PA"

From: Dallas Lawrence
Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison
Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in g conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3.00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial
you to the Analysts conference call.

| and ask the operator to connect

Please R.S.V.P. to[2)(6) .

B

Jorcall herat|

We hope you are able to participate.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Please count me in for the Abizaid call teday. Thanks. Best, Jed.

NY TIMES

CIV, OASD-PA

con call

ust 07, 2006 11:02 AM
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

BBy

e

Re: Cunference Call with Senior DoD Official

Hopefully yes - count me in!

Ken

NY TIMES

CIV, OASD-PA

Monday, August 07" 2006 10:56 AM
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From:
Sent:

Subject:

Gordon Cucubul2
Monday, August 07, 2006 10:52 AM

) CIV, DASD-PA

From Gordon

I'll be on that con call this afternoon, thanks, Gordon

2 e e eI o e e o e dk e el vl et el e e e e dr e e e dr e e e e e el e el e el e e e e e

Be sure to visit my web site at htip://www.colenelgordon.com
*Subscribe and Read the latest copy of my FREE Email Newsletier - The Right Approach

*Order a Signed Copy, and read the latest reviews on my new book
Separated at Birth: How North Korea became the Evil Twin
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From: -
Sent: -Monday A gust 07, 2006 10:46 AM

To: BBy T CIV. QASD-PA
Subject: Re Cunfarence Call with Senior DoD Official

HI A

I am"gmng to do everything possibie to rearrange my schedule to participate at 3:00 today. Thanks
and take care.
Wayne

Cc: Dalias. Lawrence@biey = | [P)®)
Sent: Mon, 7 Aug 2006 10: 36 AM
Subject: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts
From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense
Date: August 7, 2008
Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials
We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3.30 p.m.
General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you & Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,
Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Backgmund
To parlicipate in this conference call, please dial (b Sor b
to the Analysts conference call.
Please RS.V.P. tofBjte1 ~ Jatbye)
We hope you are able to parhmpate T

;:;_;;;;land ask the operator to connect you

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on demand.
Always Free.

22
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From: Bing West
Mon

Sem: @ Monday,
To: (byby By OAS D-pA
Subject: 3PM Call

I will join the 3PM call. Thanks, Bing

23
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From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subj

act:

(|;'jj’(ﬁjﬁ:::5:';_'.f;;_-;;::-.=5'::-.:5'::-.:5'::-.=5'::-.:5'::-.:5-::-.5 ClV 0 ASD- PA b)(E}
Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA=-=

RE: Cﬂnference Call with Senior DoD Official

Admiral Jeremiah will be unable to participate.

e

-----Drfgina! Messaqe—----

From:t

, CIV, OASD-PA [mailto:2)(6)

Sent: Munday, August 07, 2006 10:37 AM

To:fB6&) | CIV,OASD-PA

Ce: Lawrence, “Dallas Mr OSD pAIDS). -

C1V, OASD-PA

Subject: Conference Call with Senior DuD leﬁclal

MEMORANDUM

To;

From:

Date;

Re:

Retired Military Analysts

Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison

Office of the Secretary of Defense

August 7, 2008

Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.S. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on Iraq,
Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial(?) ™

to the Analysts conference call.

Please R.S.V.P. tt:l;_f:;-:;-.;!'f;;5-:.35_:-;:-:;3;.:

and ask the operator to connect you

We hope you are able to participate.
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From: ()6 lcIvV. OASD-PA
Sent: I'1|.~‘In:1~nda'o.|F Auqust DT 2006 10:37 AM

Tﬂ: (b) (Ejf.::.::-:_-_::-j_-_::-j_-_::-:_-_::'j_'_::'j_'_::'j_'_::'_i C IV 0 AS D_P A (b){ﬁ ................... T
Cc: Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PAL T
Subject: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

MEMORANDUM
To: Retired Military Analysts

From: Dallas Lawrence

Director, Community Relations and Public Liaison
Office of the Secretary of Defense

Date: August 7, 2006

Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, Monday, August 7, 2006, from 3:00-3:30 p.m.

General John P. Abizaid, Commander, U.5. Central Command will provide you a Theater/Strategic Update on iraq,

Afghanistan, and the Horn of Africa. This call will be On Background.

To participate in this conference call, please dial
to the Analysts conference call.

{CIV, OASD-PA

Please R SV.P. 6

orcall her at

We hope you are able to participate.
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Sent: Sunday, August DS 2006 11:49 AM

To: 'Dennis J. Dodson'

Attachments: Stand Up America Sponsor 1.doc; image001.gif

Stand Up America
Sponsor 1.40¢...

Stand Up America attached

Fox News Channe!
Osprey Media
Paul E Vallely

Military Analyst/Radio Hasr "Stand Up America”

BE

fax: 406 837 0996
www  ospreymedia.us

Add e fo your address book... Want a signature ke this?

)

image001.gif {455
B)
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«n Paul Vallely

Maj. Gen., US Army, Retired

Osprey Media/Osprey Radio
www.rightalk.com
www.ospreymedia.us

"Stand Up America”
December 3, 2007

To: All Fellow Americans and Patriots,

We are excited to announce the launch of Osprey Radio's new internet radio
talk show STAND UP AMERICA hosted by Paul Vallely , MG US Army (Ret)
and senior military analyst for Fox News Channel. The program is sponsored
by QOsprey Media of Kalispell, Montana and is featured worldwide by Right
Talk Radio (www.rightalk.com). This show is broadcasted live each Thursday
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at 1:00 PM Eastern and streams on the internet 24/7 on various Right Talk
channels.

STAND UP AMERICA is part of the new era of radio broadcasting using the
internet to report the news worldwide and discuss the hot topics of world
affairs. The first show launched on July 21¥" from our new interim studios in
Montana. We have completed eight (8) shows and are receiving many
favorable worldwide comments on the quality of the show.

The most difficult thing to do is to ask for money. When that happens, the
cause must be worthwhile, just and necessary. One day over breckfast in
Bigfork, Montana, Andy Miller, Jerry Molen and Paul Vallely were having a
discussion regarding current events and the War on Terror, Our concerns
were how the media reported factually or non-factually what was happening
around the world, Each of us voiced our disdain and frustration over the
seemingly biased and unbalanced reporting. It became apparent that we
needed a media platform that would deal in facts and present balanced
reporting and support that platform with outstanding and knowledgeable
guests for each subject matter and topic. We decided to take positive
action to set the record straight. Thus, the birth of Osprey Media
(www.ospreymedia.us) and our show STAND UP AMERICA.

We are looking for your support for this worthwhile endeavor so that we can
make a difference in this world. We only want one thing and that is to get
the Truth out as we discuss, debate and challenge what America faces. WE
ALL NEED TO STAND UP FOR WHAT WE BELIEVE IN AND CHERISH.

We need your support now! Media is expensive. We are looking for concerned
patriots who want to be a part of STAND UP AMERICA.

Listed below are the ways and amounts you may contribute and be one of our
sponsors:

Sponsorship Corporations, Organizations and Individuals may sponsor the
show that will have many significant benefits. Sponsors may be anonymous or
have your name listed or mentioned on air.
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Gold Sponsor Program: Sponsorship contribution will be a minimum of
$5000.00 annually (year by year) and for that amount we will provide 36
plays spots per week for a year on air promotions for you or your cause.

Silver Sponsor Program: Sponsorship contribution will be a minimum
of $2500.00 annually (year by year) eand for that amount we will provide a 30
second spot once per week for one year.

Program Sponsor: You may contribute any amount to be a sponsor and
be recognized on air and in our newsletter.

This is a great opportunity to support a global radio show that supports
America. We will have exciting subjects and topics each week as well as the
most knowledgeable and distinguished international guests. Join us now and
support our efforts to bring the radio show to a global listening audience
that will have great impact on America's future.

To be a sponsor, please make your check payable to Osprey Media LLC and
send to PO Box 697, Kalispell, MT 59903. For more detailed information you
may contact Andy Miller at 406 270 0985.

Please provide your name (s), mailing address, e-mail address and contact
phone number. If you sc desire, you may remain anonymous

“Support STAND UP AMERICA now
and become a part of the STAND UP AMERICA

family”
Sincerely,
Paul E. Vallely Jerry Molen Andy Miller
Host Director, Osprey Media Director, Osprey Media
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From: D)k} :/COL OSD PA
Sent: Fnda A ust 04, 2006 11:01 PM

ICIV, OASD-PA
CIV OASD-PA
e: Def. Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander - Monday 1500

To:
Cc:
Subject:

o CIV OASD-PA
| COL QSD PA
. (b)E) "CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Frl Aug 04 17:59:185 2006
Subject: Re: Def, Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500

gays it does not exist....would you please get the correct

Hi. The email address fnrﬁﬁh“”ﬂ
Thx

s QoL OSD PA
i A CIV, QASD-PA
Sent: Fri Aug 04 17:35:656 2006
Subject: Re: Def. Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500

Thanks @) | Have a great trip, PIe

- EE N EE O O EE B EE EE SR 2 SR . P o e e e Eer wm Em mer mm

“?CGL OSD PA
6} c1V, OASD-PA; [b)(B):
Sent Fri Aug 04 17:30:38 2006
Subject: Re: Def. Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500

| ¢TR, OASD(PA)

Hi sir, shouldn't be a problem. I will work it monday morning first thing. I'm sure the
analysts will be very interested. Thanks for the offer.

COL OSD PA
CIV, OASD-PA

i i CIV, OASD-PA;
Sent: Fri Aug 04 16:56:28 2006
Subject: Def. Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500

| CTR, OASD(PA)

S L CENTCGM PAQ, needs our help in arranging for Gen Abazaid to conduct a
telephcne conf call with yvour group of Def analysts Monday at 1500, to update them on
activities in his AOR and provide them an update on the situation on the ground in

Irag..coming on the heels of his recent testimony. I‘ve cc'dthﬂﬁr te help get the ball
5 o R
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rolling.

Give me a call if vou need more information.

Cnlﬁﬁﬁ."
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From: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, QASD-PA

Sant: Fru:_!_ay,_ﬁp_g_q_st 04, 2006 6 05 PM
To: 6], . CIV. OASD-PA T '
Cc: Barber, Alison Ms OSD PA; Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD P 1bX |CIV, OASD-PA;

(h) {E} .............................................. . :...._::.::. .............................. ..... e |

Subject: Re: Mil Analyst Call for Munday 1500

Got it. I can probably provide info before then if that would help.

s KR £ CIV, OASD-PA
To: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA m—
| : llison Ms OSD PA; Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD RA;%%@
e | coL osD PA —
Sent: Fri Aug 04 17:36:44 2006
Subject: Re: Mil Analysat Call for Monday - 1500

1 CIV, OASD-PA;

If T may, I'd like to discuss with you Monday a.m.

I helieve we can put this together rather easily once T get just a bit of info from you.

----- Original Megsgsage-----
Frﬂm ....... 3%1%%%P%¥¢5r Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA

Sent Fr1 Aug 04 17 13 42 2006
Subject: FW: Mil Analvst Call for Monday - 1500

Sending this teo you per Dallas’ out-of-cffice reply. Trying to arrange a 1500 Monday mil
analyst call for GEN Abizaid.

Mark

From: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, August 04, 2006 5:13 PM

To: Lawrence, Dalias Mr QOSD PA

Subject: FW: Mil Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

Dallas,
29
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I don’t know if you deal with this type of thing, but I got an out-ofroffice from (BB
Would like to arrange a mil analyst call for GEN Abizaid on Monday at 1500. =

Mark

From: Ballesterps, Mark J, LTC, OQASD-PA
Sent Frlday, August 04, 2006 5:02 PM

Tg-{}ljwf ...... i CIV, DASD EBA

CENTCOM would like to arrange a call for Monday, August 7, at 1500 with GEN Abizaid.
Attributicn would be background at this peint. Would this be a problem to arrange? I
think we’'d get a lot of takers for something like this one.

Mark

30
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From: bie) | CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Fnday, August 04, 20086 5:37 PM
To: Ballesterns Mark J, LTC, OASD-PA
Cc:

BB . lcoLosD PA
Subject: He Mtl Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

If I may, I'd like to discuss with you Monday a.m.

s OSD PA; Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA;[P/®)

_CIV. OASD-PA

I believe we can put this together rather easily once I get just a bit of info from you.

Deputy Dlrectcr, CR&PL

----- Original Message-----
From: Enllesteros, Mark J, LTC, CASD-PA
1 CIV, OASD-PA
sent “Fri “Aug D4 17:13:42 2006
Eubject FW: Mil Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

Sending this to you per Dallas’ out-of-ocffice reply.

analyst call for GEN Abizaid.

Mark

From: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, CASD-PA

Sent: Fricday, August 04, 2006 5:13 PM

To: Lawrence, Dallas Mr OSD PA

Subject: FW: Mil Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

Dalla=,

I don’t know if you deal with this type ¢f thing, but I got an out-of-office framjﬁ;"
Would like to arrange a mil analyst call for GEN Abizaid on Monday at 1500, S

Mark

31
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From: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, CASD-PA
Sent: Friday, Bugust 04, 2006 5:02 EM

To: kBib) | CIV, OARSD-PA

Subject: Mil Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

CENTCCOM would like te arrange a call for Monday, Augusat 7, at 1500 with GEN Abizaid.
Attributicn would be background at this point. Would this be a problem to arrange? I
think we’d get a lot of takers for something like this one.

Mark

32
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_|COL OSD PA

Sent: st 04 2006 5:36 PM

To: HCIV, OASD-PA

Subject: Re Def Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500
Thankségr'”“ Have a great trip ﬂﬁﬁﬁ """"

s KRR i CQIV, OASD-PA;
Sent: Frl Aug D4 17:30:38 2006
Subject: Re: Def. Analysts Session W/CENTCOM Cocmmander -- Monday 1500

CTR, OASD{PA)

Hi sir, shouldn't be a problem. I will work it monday morning first thing. I'm sure the
analysts will be very interested. Thanks for the offer.

CIV, GASD PA
i CIV, OASD-PA:
Sent: Fri Aug 04 16:56:28 2006
Subject: Def. Analysts Segsion W/CENTCOM Commander -- Monday 1500

| OTR, OASD(PA)

N 3] CENTCOM PAD needs our help in arranging for Gen Abazailid te conduct a
telephone conf call with your group of Def analysts Monday at 1500, to update them on
activities in his AOR and provide them an update on the situation on the ground in
Trag..coming on the heels of his recent testimony. I've cc'd Dave to help get the ball
rolling.

Give me a call if you need more information.

Caliﬁlf

cell (2)

33
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From: Ballesteros, Mark J, LTC, QASD-PA

Sent: Frldavﬁunust 04, 2006 5:02 PM
T o (hj (E} CIV 0 A SD p A
Subject: Mil Analyst Call for Monday - 1500

CENTCOM would like to arrange a call for Monday, August 7, at 1500 with GEN Abizaid. Attribution would be background
at this point. Would this be a problem to arrange? | think we'd get a lot of takers for something like this one.

Mark

34
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Page 1 of |

From: | CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Frlday August 04, 20086 2:42 PM

To: -:'-55:'-5-5QCIV OASD-PA

Subject: FW PM Bialr LA World Affairs Council
Attachments: 08-04-06 Blair LA World Affairs Council.doc

Good Afternoon, | thought you might be interested in reading the attached transcript of Prime Minister Tony Blair's
remarks before the Los Angeles World Affairs Council on Aug. 1.

You can also link to the remarks directly and the question-and-answer session at the 10 Downing Street web site.

http: //www.number1 U.fgcw.uk!uutputh’ageggdﬁ.asg

Thanks and have a great weekend,

OSD F'uhhc Affatrs

Cnmmumty Relations and Public Liaison
(b3i2y:5%] The Pentagon

Washlngtnn D. G 20301
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US Department of Defense

Prime Minister Blair's speech to the Los Angeles World Affairs Council

On Aug. 1, 2006, Prime Minister Tony Blair delivered a maijor foreign policy speech on the Middle East to
the Los Angeles World Affairs Council. In the speech he calied for a "complete renaissance” on foreign
policy to combat "Reactionary Isiam®.

Foliowing is a transcript of the prime minister's remarks as posted on the 10 Downing Street web page
hitp.//www.number10.qov. ukfoutput/Page9948.asp

Overnight, the news came through that as well as continuing conflict in the Lebanon, Britain's Armed Forces
suffered losses in Iraq and Afghanistan. It brings home yet again the extraordinary courage and commitment
of our armed forces who risk their lives and in some cases tragically lose them, defending our country's
security and that of the wider world. These are people of whom we shouid be very proud.

I know the US has suffered heavy losses too in fraq and in Afghanistan. We should never forget how much
we owe these people, how great their bravery, and their sacrifice.

| planned the basis of this speech several weeks ago. The crisis in the Lebanon has not changed its thesis,
It has brought it into sharp relief.

The purpose of the provocation that began the conflict was clear. it was to create chaos, division and
bloodshed, to provoke retaliation by Israel that would lead to Arab and Muslim opinion being inflamed, not

against those who started the aggression but against those who responded to it.

Itis still possible even now to come out of this crisis with a better long-term prospect for the cause of
moderation in the Middle East succeeding. But it would be absurd not to face up to the immediate damage
to that cause which has been done.

We will continue to do all we can to halt the hostilities. But once that has happened, we must commit
ourselves to a complete renaissance of our strategy to defeat those that threaten us. There is an arc of
extremism now stretching across the Middle East and touching, with increasing definition, countries far
outside that region. To defeat it will need an alliance of moderation, that paints a different future in which
Muslim, Jew and Christian; Arab and Westem; wealthy and developing nations can make progress in peace
and harmony with each other. My argument to you today is this: we will not win the battie against this global
extremism uniess we win it at the level of values as much as force, unless we show we are even-handed,
fair and just in our application of those values to the word.

The point is this. This is war, but of a completely unconventional kind.

9/11 in the US, 717 in the UK, 11/3 in Madrid, the countless terrorist attacks in countries as disparate as
Indonesia or Algeria, what is now happening in Afghanistan and in Indonesia, the continuing conflict in
Lebanon and Palestine, it is all part of the same thing. What are the values that govem the future of the
world? Are they those of tolerance, freedom, respect for difference and diversity or those of reaction,
division and hatred? My point is that this war can't be won in a conventional way. It can only be won by
showing that our values are stronger, better and more just, more fair than the alternative. Doing this,
however, requires us to change dramatically the focus of our policy.
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Unless we re-appraise our strategy, unless we revitalise the broader global agenda on poverty, climate
change, trade, and in respect of the Middle East, bend every sinew of our will to making peace between
Israel and Palestine, we will not win. And this is a battie we must win.

What is happening today out in the Middle East, in Afghanistan and beyond is an elemental struggle about
the values that will shape our future.

itis in part a struggle between what | will calt Reactionary Islam and Moderate, Mainstream Isiam. But its
implications go far wider. We are fighting a war, but not just against terrorism but about how the world
should govern itself in the early 21st century, about global values.

The root causes of the current crisis are supremely indicative of this. Ever since September 11th, the US
has embarked on a policy of intervention in order to protect its and our future security. Hence Afghanistan.
Hence [raq. Hence the broader Middle East initiative in support of moves towards democracy in the Arab
world,

The point about these interventions, however, military and otherwise, is that they were not just about
changing regimes but changing the values systems governing the nations concemed. The banner was niot
actually "regime change” it was “values change”.

What we have done therefore in intervening in this way, is far more momentous than possibly we
appreciated at the time.

Of course the fanatics, attached to a completely wrong and reactionary view of Istam, had been engaging in
terrorism for years before September 11th. In Chechnya, in India and Pakistan, in Algeria, in many other
Muslim countries, atrocities were occurring. But we did not feel the impact directly. So we were not bending
our eye or our will to it as we should have. We had barely heard of the Taleban. We rather inclined to the
view that where there was terrorism, perhaps it was partly the fault of the govemments of the countries
concemed,

We were in error. In fact, these acts of terrorism were not isolated incidents. They were part of a growing
movement. A movement that believed Muskims had departed from their proper faith, were being taken over
by Westem cuiture, were being governed treacherously by Musiims complicit in this take-over, whereas the
true way to recover not just the true faith, but Muslim confidence and self esteem, was to take on the West
and all its works.

Sometimes political strategy comes deliberatively, sometimes by instinct. For this movement, it was
probably by instinct. it has an ideology, a world-view, it has deep convictions and the determination of the
fanatic. It resembles in many ways early revolutionary Communism. It doesn't always need structures and
command centres or even explicit communication. It knows what it thinks.

Its strategy in the (ate 1890s became clear. If they were merely fighting with Islam, they ran the risk that
fellow Muslims - being as decent and fair-minded as anyone else - would choose to reject their fanaticism. A
battle about Islam was just Muslim versus Muslim. They realised they had to create a completely different
battle in Muslim minds: Muslim versus Westem.

This is what September 11th did. Still now, | am amazed at how many people will say, in effect, there is
increased terrorism today because we invaded Afghanistan and Iraq. They seem to forget entirely that
September 11th predated sither. The West didn't attack this movement. We were attacked. Until then we

had largely ignored it.
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The reason | say our response was even more momentous than it seemed at the time, is this. We could
have chosen security as the battieground. But we didn't. We chose values. We said we didn't want another
Taleban or a different Saddam. Rightly, in my view, we realised that you can't defeat a fanatical ideology just
by imprisoning or killing its leaders; you have to defeat its ideas.

There is a host of analysis wnitten about mistakes made in Iraq or Afghanistan, much of it with hindsight but
some of it with justification. But it all misses one vital point. The moment we decided not to change regime
but to change the value system, we made both fraq and Afghanistan into existential battles for Reactionary
lslam. We posed a threat not to their activities simply: but to their values, to the roots of their existence.

We committed ourselves to supporting Moderate, Mainstream Islam. In almost pristine form, the battles in
Iraq or Afghanistan became battles between the majority of Muslims in either country who wanted
democracy and the minority who realise that this rings the death-knell of their ideology.

What is more, in doing this, we widened the definition of Reactionary Islam. It is not just Al-Qaeda who felt
threatened by the prospect of two brutal dictatorships - one secular, one religious - becoming tolerant
democracies. Any other country who could see that change in those countries might result in change in
theirs, immediately also felt under threat. Syria and Iran, for example. No matter that previously, in what was
effectively another political age, many of those under threat hated each other. Suddenly new alliances
became formed under the impulsion of the common threat.

So in Iraq, Syria allowed Al-Qaeda operatives to cross the border. iran has supported extremist Shia there.
The purpose of the terronsm in Iraq is absolutely
simple: carage, causing sectanan hatred, leading to civil war.

However, there was one cause which, the world over, unites Isiam, one issue that even the most
westemnised Muslims find unjust and, perhaps woerse, humiliating: Palestine. Here a moderate leadership
was squeezed between its own inability to control the radical elements and the political stagnation of the
peace process. When Prime Minister Sharon took the brave step of disengagement from Gaza, it could
have been and should have been the opportunity to re-start the process. But the squeeze was too great and
as ever because these processes never stay still, instead of moving forward, it fell back. Hamas won the
election. Even then, had moderate elements in Hamas been able to show progress, the situation might have
been saved. But they couldn't.

So the opportunity passed to Reactionary Islam and they seized it; first in Gaza, then in Lebanon. They
knew what woukd happen. Their terrorism would provoke massive retaliation by Israel. Within days, the
world would forget the original provocation and be shocked by the retaliation. They want to trap the
Moderates between support for America and an Arab street furious at what they see nightly on their
television. This is what has happened.

For them, what is vital is that the struggle is defined in their terms: Islam versus the West; that instead of
Muslims seeing this as about demecracy versus dictatorship, they see only the bombs and the brutality of
war, and sent from |srael.

In this way, they hope that the arc of extremism that now stretches across the region, will sweep away the
fledgling but faitering steps Modern Islam wants to take into the future.

To tumn all of this around requires us first to perceive the nature of the struggle we are fighting and secondly
to have a realistic strategy to win it. At present we are challenged on both fronts.
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As to the first, it is almost incredible to me that so much of Westem opinion appears to buy the idea that the
emergence of this global terrorism is somehow our fault. For a start, it is indeed global. No-one who ever
half bothers fo look at the spread and range of activity related to this terrorism can fail to see its presence in
virtuaily every major nation in the world, It is directed at the United States and its allies, of course. But it is
also directed at nations who could not conceivably be said to be allies of the West. It is also rubbish to
suggest that it is the product of poverty. It is true it will use the cause of poverty. But its fanatics are hardly
the champions of economic development. It is based on religious extremism. That is the fact. And not any
religious extremism; but a specifically Muslim version.

What it is doing in Irag and Afghanistan is not about those countries’ liberation from US occupation. It is
actually the only reason for the continuing presence of our troops. And it is they not us who are doing the
slaughter of the innocent and doing it deliberately.

Its purpase is explicitly to prevent those countries becoming democracies and not "Westem style”
democracies, any sort of democracy. It is to prevent Palestine living side by side with Israel; not to fight for
the coming into being of a Palestinian State, but for the going out of being, of an Israeli State, It is not
wanting Muslim countries to modernise but to retreat into governance by 2 semi-feudal religious oligarchy.

Yet despite all of this, which | consider virtually obvious, we look at the bloodshed in Irag and say that's a
reason for leaving, we listen to the propaganda that tells us its all because of our suppression of Muslims
and have parts of our opinion seriously believing that if we only got out of Iraq and Afghanistan, it would all
stop.

And most contemporaneously, and in some ways most pemiciously, a very large and, | fear, growing part of
our opinion looks at Israel, and thinks we pay too great a price for supporting it and sympathises with
Muslim opinion that condemns it. Absent from so much of the coverage, is any understanding of the Israeli
predicament.

|, and any halfway sentient human being, regards the loss of civilian life in Lebanon as unacceptable,
gnieves for that nation, is sickened by its plight and wants the war to stop now. But just for 2 moment, put
yourself in Israel's place. It has a crisis in Gaza, sparked by the kidnap of a solider by Hamas. Suddenly,
without waming, Hizboilah who have been continuing to operate in Southern Lebanen for two years in
defiance of UN Resolution 1539, cross the UN blue line, kil eight Israeli scidiers and kidnap two more. They
then fire rockets indiscriminately at the civilian population in Northemn |srael.

Hizbollah gets their weapons from lran. Iran are now also financing militant elements in Hamas. Iran's
President has calied for Israel to be "wiped off the map®. And he's trying to acquire a nuclear weapon. Just
to complete the picture, Israel's main neighbour along its eastem flank is Syria who support Hizbollah and
house the hardiine leaders of Hamas.

It's not exactly a situation conducive to a feeling of security is it?

But the central point is this. In the end, even the issue of tsrael is just part of the same, wider struggle for the
soul of the region. If we recognised this struggle for what it truly is, we would be at least along the first steps
of the path to winning it. But a vast part of the Western opinion is not remotely near this yet.

Whatever the outward manifestation at any one time - in Lebanon, in Gaza, in iraq and add to that in
Afghanistan, in Kashmir, in a host of other nations including now some in Africa - it is a global fight about
global values; it is about modermnisation, within Islam and outside of it; it is about whether our value system
can be shown to be sufficiently robust, true, principled and appealing that it beats theirs. Islamist
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extremism’s whole strategy is based on a presumed sense of grievance that can motivate peopie to divide
against each other. Our answer has to be a set of values strong enough to unite people with each gther.

This is not just about security or military tactics. It is about hearts and minds about inspiring people,
persuading them, showing them what our values at their best stand for.

Just to state it in these terms, is to underine how much we have to do. Convincing our own opinion of the
nature of the battle is hard enough. But we then have to empower Moderate, Mainstream Islam to defeat
Reactionary Islam. And because so much focus is now, world-wide on this issue, it is becoming #tself a kind
of surrogate for all the other issues the rest of the world has with the West. In other words, fail on this and
across the range, everything gets harder.

Why are we not yet succeeding? Because we are not being bold enough, consistent enough, thorough
enough, in fighting for the values we believe in.

We start this battle with some self-evident challenges. Iraq's political process has worked in an extraordinary
way. But the continued sectarian bloodshed is appaliing: and threatens its progress deeply. In Afghanistan,
the Taleban are making a determined effort to return and using the drugs trade a front. Years of anti-Israeli
and therefore anti-American teaching and propaganda has left the Arab street often wildly divorced from the
practical politics of their govemments. Iran and, to a lesser extent, Synia are a constant source of de-
stabilisation and reaction. The purpose of terrorism - whether in Iran, Afghanistan, Lebanon or Palestine is
never just the terronst act itself. It is to use the act to tnigger a chain reaction, to expunge any wiliingness to
negotiate or compromise. Unfortunately it frequently works, as we know from our own experience in
Northern Ireland, though thankfully the huge progress made in the last decade there, shows that it can also
be overcome.

S0, short-term, we can't say we are winning. But, there are many reasons for long-term optimism. Across
the Middle East, there is a process of modernisation as well as reaction. it is unnoticed but it is there: in the
UAE; in Bahrain; in Kuwait; in Qatar. in Egypt, there is debate about the speed of change but not about its
direction. in Libya and Algeria, there is both greater stability and a gradual but significant opening up.

Most of all, there is one incontrovertible truth that should give us hope. In Iraq, in Afghanistan, and of course
in the Lebanon, any time that people are permitted a chance to embrace democracy, they do so. The lie -
that democracy, the rule of law, human nights are Western concepts, alien to Islam - has been exposed. In
countries as disparate as Turkey and indonesia, there is an emerging strength in Moderate Islam that
should greatly encourage us.

S0 the struggle is finely poised. The question is: how do we empower the moderates to defeat the
extremists?

First, naturally, we should support, nurture, build strong alliances with all those in the Middle East who are
on the modernising path.

Secondly, we need, as President Bush said on Friday, to re-energise the MEPP between Israel and
Palestine; and we need to do it in a dramatic and profound manner.

| want to explain why | think this issue is so utterly fundamental to all we are trying to do. | know it can be
very imtating for Israel to be toid that this issue is of cardinal importance, as if it is on their shoulders that the
weight of the troubles of the region should always fall. | know also their fear that in our anxiety for wider
reasons o secure a seltlement, we sacrifice the vital interssts of |srael.
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Let me make it clear. | would never put Israel's security at risk.

Instead | want, what we all now acknowledge we need: a two state solution. The Palestinian State must be
independent, viable but also democratic and not threaten Israel's safety.

This is what the majority of Israelis and Palestinians want.

Its significance for the broader issue of the Middie East and for the battle within Islam, is this. The real
impact of a settlement is more than comecting the plight of the Palestinians, It is that such a settiement
would be the living, tangible, visible proof that the region and therefore the world can accommodate different
faiths and cultures, even those who have been in vehement opposition to each other. It is, in other words,
the total and complete rejection of the case of Reactionary Islam. It destroys not just their most effective
rallying call, it fatally undermines their basic ideology.

And, for sure, it empowers Moderate, Mainstream Islam enomously. They are able to peint to progress as
demonstration that their allies, ie us, are even-handed not selective, do care about justice for Muslims as
much as Christians or Jews.

But, and it is a big 'but’, this progress will not happen unless we change radically our degree of focus, effort
and engagement, especially with the Palestinian side. In this the active ieadership of the US is essential but
so alsq is the participation of Europe, of Russia and of the UN. We need relentlessly, vigorously, to put a
viable Palestinian Government on its feet, to offer a vision of how the Roadmap to final status negctiation
can happen and then pursue it, week in, week out, 'til its done. Nothing else will do. Nothing else is more
important to the success of our foreign policy.

Third, we need to see Irag through its cnisis and out to the place its people want; a non-sectanan,
democratic state. The iragi and Afghan fight for democracy is our fight. Same values. Same enemy. Victory
for them is victory for us all.

Fourth, we need {o make clear to Syria and Iran that there is a choice: come in to the intemational
community and play by the same rules as the rest of us; or be confronted. Their support of terrorism, their
deliberate export of instability, their desire 10 see wrecked the democratic prospect in Iraq, is uttenly
unjustifiable, dangerous and wrong. If they keep raising the stakes, they will find they have miscalculated.

rrom the above it is clear that from now on, we need a whole strateqy for the Middle East. [f we are faced
with an arc of extremism, we need a corresponding arc of moderation and reconciliation. Each part is linked.
Progress between Israel and Palestine affects Iraq. Progress in Iraq affects democracy in the region.
Progress for Moderate, Mainstream Islam anywhere puts Reactionary Islam on the defensive everywhere.
But none of it happens unless in each individual part the necessary energy and commitment is displayed not
fitfully, but continuously.

| said at the outset that the result of this struggle had effects wider than the region itself. Plainly that applies
to our own security. This Global Islamist terronsm began in the Middle East. Sort the Middle East and it will
inexorably decline. The read-across, for example, from the region to the Muslim communities in Europe is

almost instant.

But there Is a less obvious sense in which the outcome determines the success of our wider world-view. For
me, a victory for the moderates means an Islam that is open: open to globalisation, open to working with
others of different faiths, open to alliances with other nations.
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In this way, this struggle is in fact part of a far wider debate.

Though Left and Right still matter in politics, the increasing divide today is between open and closed. Is the
answer to globalisation, protectionism or free trade?

ls the answer to the pressure of mass migration, managed immigration or closed borders?
s the answer to glohal security threats, isolationism or engagement?
Those are very big questions for US and for Europe.

Without hesitation, | am on the open side of the argument. The way for us to handle the challenge of
globalisation, is to compete better, more intelligently, more flexibly. We have to give our people confidence
we can compete. See competition as a threat and we are already on the way to losing.

Immigration is the toughest issue in Europe right now and you know something of it here in Califomia.
People get scared of it for understandable reasons. it needs to be controlled. There have to be rules. Many
of the Conventions dealing with it post WWII are out of date. All that is true. But, properly managed,
immigrants give a country dynamism, drive, new ideas as well as new blood.

And as for isolationism, that is a perennial risk in the US and EU policy. My point here is very simple: global
terrorism means we can't opt-out even if we wanted to. The world is inter-dependent. To be engaged is only
modem realpolitik.

But we only win people to these positions if our policy is not just about inferests but about values, not just
about what is necessary but about what is rght.

Which brings me to my final reflection about US policy. My advice is: always be in the lead, always at the
forefront, always engaged in building alliances, in reaching out, in showing that whereas unilateral action
can never be ruled out, it is not the preference.

How we get a sensible, balanced but effective framework to tackle climate change after the Kyoto Protocol
expires in 2012 should be an American prionty.

America wants a low-carbon economy; it is investing heavily in clean technology; it needs China and india to
grow substantially. The world is ready for a new start here. Lead 1t.

The same is true for the WTQ talks, now precariously in the balance; or for Africa, whose poverty is
shameful.

If we are championing the cause of development in Africa, it is right in itself but it is also sending the
message of moral purpose, that reinforces our value system as credibie in all other aspects of policy.

It serves one other objective. There is a risk that the world, after the Cold War, goes back to a global policy
based on spheres of influence. Think ahead. Think China, within 20 or 30 years, surely the world's other
super-power. Think Russia and its precious energy reserves. Think India. | believe all of these great
emerging powers want a benign relationship with the West, But | also believe that the stronger and more
appealing our world-view is, the more it is seen as based not just on power but on justice, the easier it will
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be for us to shape the future in which Europe and the US will no ionger, economically or politically, be
transcendant. Long before then, we want Moderate, Mainstream |slam to tiumph over Reactionary Islam.

That is why | say this struggle is one about values. Qur values are worth struggling for. They represent
humanity's progress throughout the ages and at each point we have had to fight for them and defend them.

As a new age beckons, it is time to fight for them again.

Published by the U.S, Department of Defense Office of Public Affairs
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US Department of Defense

Prime Minister Blair's speech to the Los Angeles World Affairs Council

On Aug. 1, 2008, Prime Minister Tony Blair delivered a major foreign policy speech on the Middle East to
the Los Angeles World Affairs Council. In the speech he called for a "complete renaissance” on foreign
policy to combat "Reactionary Islam’.

Following is a transcript of the prime minister's remarks as posted on the 10 Downing Street web page

hitp.//www.number10.gov.uk/output/Page9948.asp

Overnight, the news came through that as well as continuing conflict in the Lebanon, Britain's Amed Forces
suffered losses in Iraq and Afghanistan. it brings home yet again the extraordinary courage and commitment
of our armed forces who risk their lives and in some cases tragically lose them, defending our country’s
secunty and that of the wider world. These are people of whom we should be very proud.

| know the US has suffered heavy losses too in Irag and in Afghanistan. We should never forget how much
we owe these people, how great their bravery, and their sacrifice.

| planned the basis of this speech several weeks ago. The crisis in the Lebanon has not changed its thesis.
It has brought it into sharp relief.

The purpose of the provocation that began the conflict was clear. It was to create chaos, division and
bloodshed, to provoke retaliation by Israel that would lead to Arab and Muslim opinion being inflamed, not

against those who started the aggression but against those who responded to it.

It is still possible even now to come out of this crisis with a better long-term prospect for the cause of
moderation in the Middle East succeeding. But it would be absurd not to face up to the immediate damage
to that cause which has been done.

We will continue to do all we can to halt the hostilities. But once that has happened, we must commit
ourselves o a complete renaissance of our strategy to defeat those that threaten us. There is an arc of
extremism now stretching across the Middle East and touching, with increasing definition, countnies far
outside that region. To defeat it will need an alliance of moderation, that paints a different future in which
Muslim, Jew and Christian; Arab and Westem; wealthy and developing nations can make progress in peace
and harmony with each other. My argument to you today is this: we will not win the battle against this global
extremism unless we win it at the level of values as much as force, unless we show we are even-handed,
fair and just in our application of those values to the world.

The point is this. This is war, but of a completely unconventional kind.

9/11in the US, 7/7 in the UK, 11/3 in Madrid, the countless terrorist attacks in countries as disparate as

Indonesia or Algetia, what is now happening in Afghanistan and in indonesia, the confinuing conflict in
Lebanon and Palestine, it is all part of the same thing. What are the values that govemn the future of the

world? Are they those of toierance, freedom, respect for difference and diversity or those of reaction,
division and hatred? My point is that this war can't be won in a conventional way. It can only be won by

showing that our values are stronger, better and more just, more fair than the altemative. Doing this,
however, requires us to change dramatically the focus of our policy.

NY TIMES 1794




Unless we re-appraise our strategy, unless we revitalise the broader giobal agenda on poverty, climate
change, trade, and in respect of the Middle East, bend every sinew of our will to making peace between
Israel and Palestine, we will not win. And this is a battle we must win.

What is happening today out in the Middle East, in Afghanistan and beyond is an elemental struggle about
the values that will shape our future.

Itis in part a struggle between what | will call Reactionary Islam and Moderate, Mainstream Islam. But its
implications go far wider. We are fighting a war, but not just against terrorism but about how the world
should govem itself in the early 21st century, about global values.

The root causes of the current crisis are supremely indicative of this. Ever since September 11th, the US
has embarked on a policy of intervention in order to protect its and our future security. Hence Afghanistan.
Hence Iraq. Hence the broader Middle East initiative in support of moves towards democracy in the Arab
world.

The point about these interventions, however, military and otherwise, is that they were not just about
changing regimes but changing the values systems goveming the nations concemed. The banner was not
actually "regime change” it was "values change”. |

What we have done therefore in intervening in this way, is far more momentous than possibly we
appreciated at the time.

Of course the fanatics, attached to a completely wrong and reactionary view of Islam, had been engaging in
terrorism for years before September 11th. in Chechnya, in India and Pakistan, in Algena, in many other
Muslim countries, atrocities were occurring. But we did not feel the impact directly, So we were not bending
our eye or our will to it as we should have. We had barely heard of the Taleban. We rather inclined to the
view that where there was terrorism, perhaps it was partly the fault of the governments of the countries
concemed.

We were in error. In fact, these acts of terrorism were not isolated incidents, They were part of a growing
movement. A movement that believed Muslims had departed from their proper faith, were being taken over
by Western culture, were being govemed treacherously by Muslims complicit in this take-over, whereas the
true way to recover not just the true faith, but Muslim confidence and self esteem, was to take on the West
and all its works.

Sometimes political strategy comes deliberatively, sometimes by instinct. For this movement, it was
probably by instinct. It has an ideology, a world-view, it has deep convictions and the determination of the
fanatic. It resembles in many ways early revolutionary Communism, i doesn't always need structures and
command centres or even expiicit communication. It knows what it thinks.

Its strategy in the late 1990s became clear. If they were merely fighting with Islam, they ran the nsk that
fellow Muslims - being as decent and fair-minded as anyone else - would choose to reject their fanaticism. A
battle about Islam was just Muslim versus Muslim. They realised they had to create a completely different
battle in Muslim minds: Muslim versus Westemn.

This is what September 11th did. Still now, | am amazed at how many people will say, in effect, there is
increased terrorism today because we invaded Afghanistan and Iraq. They seem to forget entirely that
September 11th predated either. The West didn't attack this movement. We were aftacked. Until then we

had largely ignored it.
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The reason | say our response was even more momentous than it seemed at the time, is this. We could
have chosen secunty as the battleground. But we didn't. We chose values. We said we didn't want another
Taleban or a different Saddam. Rightly, in my view, we realised that you can't defeat a fanatical ideclogy just
by imprisoning or killing its leaders; you have to defeat its ideas.

There is a host of analysis written about mistakes made in Iraq or Afghanistan, much of it with hindsight but
some of it with justification. But it all misses one vital point. The moment we decided not to change regime
but to change the value system, we made both Iraq and Afghanistan into existential battles for Reactionary
Islam. We posed a threat not to their activities simply: but to their values, to the roots of their existence.

We committed ourselves to supporting Moderate, Mainstream Islam. In almost pristine form, the battles in
Iraq or Afghanistan became battles between the majority of Muslims in either country who wanted
democracy and the minority who realise that this rings the death-knell of their ideology.

What is more, in doing this, we widened the definition of Reactionary Islam. It is not just Al-Qaeda who felt
threatened by the prospect of two brutal dictatorships - one secular, one religious - becoming tolerant
democracies. Any other country who could see that change in those countries might result in change in
theirs, immediately also felt under threat. Syria and [ran, for example. No matter that previously, in what was
effectively another political age, many of those under threat hated each other, Suddenly new alliances
became formed under the impulsion of the common threat,

So in Iraq, Syria allowed Al-Qaeda operatives to cross the border. Iran has supported extremist Shia there.
The purpose of the terrorism in Iraq is absolutely
simple: camage, causing sectarian hatred, leading to civil war.

However, there was one cause which, the worid over, unites Islam, one issue that even the most
westernised Muslims find unjust and, perhaps worse, humiliating: Palestine. Here a moderate leadership
was squeezed between its own inability to control the radical elements and the political stagnation of the
peace process. When Prime Minister Sharon took the brave step of disengagement from Gaza, it could
have been and should have been the opportunity to re-start the process. But the squeeze was too great and
as ever because these processes never stay still, instead of moving forward, it fell back. Hamas won the
election. Even then, had moderate elements in Hamas been able to show progress, the situation might have
been saved. But they couldn't.

So the opportunity passed to Reactionary Islam and they seized it first in Gaza, then in Lebanon. They
knew what would happen. Their terrorism would provoke massive retaliation by Israel. Within days, the
world would forget the original provocation and be shocked by the retaliation. They want to trap the
Moderates between support for America and an Arab street funous at what they see nightly on their
television. This is what has happened.

For them, what is vital is that the struggle is defined in their terms: Islam versus the West; that instead of
Muslims seeing this as about democracy versus dictatorship, they see only the bombs and the brutality of

war, and sent from Israel.

In this way, they hope that the arc of extremism that now stretches across the region, will sweep away the
fliedgling but faltering steps Modem Islam wants {o take into the future.

To tum all of this around requires us first to perceive the nature of the struggle we are fighting and secondly
to have a realistic strategy to win it. At present we are challenged on both fronts.
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As to the first, it is almost incredible to me that so much of Westem opinion appears to buy the idea that the
emergence of this global terrorism is somehow our fault. For a start, it is indeed global. No-one who ever
half bothers to look at the spread and range of activity related to this terrornsm can fail to see its presence in
virtually every major nation in the world. it is directed at the United States and its allies, of course. Butitis
also directed at nations who could not conceivably be said to be zllies of the West. It is also rubbish to
suggest that it is the product of poverty. It is true it will use the cause of paverty. But its fanatics are hardly
the champions of economic development. It is based on religious extremism. That is the fact. And not any
religious extremism; but a specifically Muslim version.

What it is doing in Irag and Afghanistan is not about those countries' liberation from US occupation. it is
actually the only reason for the continuing presence of our troops. And it is they not us who are doing the
slaughter of the innocent and doing it deliberately.

Its purpose is explicitly to prevent those countries becoming democracies and not "Westem style”
democracies, any sort of democracy. It is to prevent Palestine living side by side with Israel, not to fight for
the coming into being of a Palestinian State, but for the going out of being, of an Israeli State. It is not
wanting Muslim countries to modemise but to retreat into govemance by a semi-feudal religious ohgarchy.

Yet despite all of this, which | consider virtually obvious, we look at the blocdshed in Iraq and say that's a
reason for leaving; we listen to the propaganda that tells us its all because of our suppression of Muslims
and have parts of our opinion seriously believing that if we only got out of Iraq and Afghanistan, it would all
stop.

And most contemporaneously, and in some ways most pemiciously, a very large and, | fear, growing part of
our opinion looks at Israel, and thinks we pay too great a price for supporting it and sympathises with
Muslim opinion that condemns it. Absent from 50 much of the coverage, is any understanding of the Israeli
predicament.

|, and any halfway sentient human being, regards the toss of civilian life in Lebanon as unacceptable,
grieves for that nation, is sickened by its plight and wants the war to stop now. But just for a moment, put
yourself in Israel's place. It has a crisis in Gaza, sparked by the kidnap of a solider by Hamas. Suddenly,
without warning, Hizbollah who have been continuing to operate in Southem Lebanon for two years in
defiance of UN Resolution 1559, cross the UN blue line, kill eight Israeli soldiers and kidnap two more. They
then fire rockets indiscriminately at the civilian population in Northern Israel.

Hizbollah gets their weapons from Iran. fran are now also financing militant elements in Hamas. Iran's
President has called for Israel to be "wiped off the map”. And he's trying to acquire a nuclear weapon. Just
to complete the picture, Israel's main neighbour along its eastern flank is Syria who support Hizbollah and
house the hardline leaders of Hamas.

It's not exactly a situation conducive to a feeling of security is it?

But the central point is this. in the end, even the issue of Israel is just part of the same, wider struggle for the

soul of the region. If we recognised this struggle for what it truly is, we would be at least along the first steps
of the path to winning it. But a vast part of the Western opinion is not remately near this yet.

Whatever the outward manifestation at any one time - in Lebanon, in Gaza, in Iraq and add to that in
Afghanistan, in Kashmir, in a host of other nations including now some in Africa - it is a global fight about
global values; it is about modemisation, within Islam and outside of it; it is about whether our value system
can be shown to be sufficiently robust, true, principled and appealing that it beats theirs. Islamist
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extremism's whole strategy is based on a presumed sense of grievance that can motivate people 1o divide
against each other. Our answer has to be a set of values strong enough to unite pecple with each other.

This is not just about security or military tactics. It is about hearts and minds about inspiring people,
persuading them, showing them what our values at their best stand for.

Just to state it in these terms, is fo underline how much we have to do. Convincing our own opinion of the
nature of the battle is hard enough. But we then have to empower Moderate, Mainstream Isiam to defeat
Reactionary Islam. And because so much focus is now, world-wide on this issue, it is becoming itself a kind
of surrogate for all the other issues the rest of the world has with the West, In other words, fail on this and
across the range, everything gets harder.

Why are we not yet succeeding? Because we are not being bold enough, consistent enough, thorough
enough, in fighting for the values we beiieve in.

We start this battle with some self-evident challenges. Iraq's poiitical process has worked in an extraordinary
way. But the continued sectarian bloodshed is appalling: and threatens its progress deeply. In Afghanistan,
the Taleban are making a determined effort to return and vsing the drugs trade a front, Years of anti-Israeli
and therefore anti-American teaching and propaganda has left the Arab street often wildly divorced from the
practical politics of their governments. Iran and, to a lesser extent, Syria are a constant source of de-
stabilisation and reaction. The purpose of terrorism - whether in ran, Afghanistan, Lebanon or Palestine is
never just the terrorist act itself. It is to use the act to tngger a chain reaction, to expunge any willingness to
negotiate or compromise, Unfortunately it frequently works, as we know from our own experience in
Northern ireland, though thankfully the huge progress made in the last decade there, shows that it can also
he overcome,

So, short-term, we can't say we are winning. But, there are many reasons for long-term optimism. Across
the Middle East, there is a process of modemnisation as well as reaction. It is unnoticed but it is there: in the
UAE; in Bahrain; in Kuwait; in Qatar. In Egypt, there is debate about the speed of change but not about its
direction. In Libya and Algeria, there is both greater stability and a gradual but significant opening up.

Most of all, there is one incontrovertible truth that should give us hope. In [rag, in Afghanistan, and of course
in the Lebanon, any time that people are permitted a chance to embrace democracy, they do so. The lie -
that democracy, the rule of law, human rights are Westem concepts, alien to Islam - has been exposed. In
countries as disparate as Turkey and Indonesia, there is an emerging strength in Moderate Islam that
should greatly encourage us.

So the struggle is finely poised. The question is; how do we empower the moderates to defeat the
extremists?

First, naturally, we should support, nurture, build strong alliances with all those in the Middle East who are
on the modemising path.

Secondly, we need, as President Bush said on Friday, to re-energise the MEPP between |srael and
Palestine; and we need to do it in a dramatic and prefound manner.

| want to explain why | think this issue is so utterly fundamental to all we are trying to do. i know it can be
very irritating for Israel to be told that this issue is of cardinal importance, as if it is on their shoulders that the
weight of the troubles of the region should always fall. | know also their fear that in our anxiety for wider
reasons {0 secure a settlement, we sacrifice the vital interests of Israel.
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Let me make it clear, | would never put Israel's security at risk.

Instead | want, what we all now acknowledge we need: a two state solution. The Palestinian State must be
independent, viable but also democratic and not threaten Israel's safety.

This is what the majonty of Israelis and Palestinians want.

Its significance for the broader issue of the Middle East and for the battie within Islam, is this. The real
impact of a settlement is more than cormrecting the plight of the Palestinians. It is that such a settlement
would be the living, tangible, wisible proof that the region and therefore the world can accommodate different
faiths and cultures, even those who have been in vehement opposition to each other. Itis, in other words,
the total and compiete rejection of the case of Reactionary Islam. It destroys not just their most effective
rallying call, it fatally undemnines their basic ideology.

And, for sure, it empowers Moderate, Mainstream Islam enomously. They are able to point to progress as
demonstration that their allies, ie us, are even-handed not selective, do care about justice for Muslims as
much as Christians or Jews. |

But, and it is a big 'but’, this progress will not happen unless we change radically our degree of focus, effort
and engagement, especially with the Palestinian side. In this the active leadership of the US is essential but
s also is the participation of Europe, of Russia and of the UN. We need relentiessly, vigorously, to put a
viable Palestinian Government on its feet, to offer a vision of how the Roadmap to final status negotiation
can happen and then pursue it, week in, week out, il its done, Nothing else will do. Nothing else is more
important to the success of our foreign policy.

Third, we need to see Iraq through its crisis and out to the place its people want: a non-sectanan,
democratic state. The Iraqi and Afghan fight for democracy is our fight. Same values. Same enemy. Victory
for them is victory for us all.

Fourth, we need to make clear to Syria and Iran that there is a choice: come in to the international
community and play by the same rules as the rest of us; or be confronted. Their support of terrorism, their
deliberate expori of instability, their desire to see wrecked the democratic prospect in Iraq, is utterly
unjustifiable, dangerous and wrong. If they keep raising the stakes, they will find they have miscalculated,

From the above it is clear that from now on, we need a whole strategy for the Middle East. If we are faced
with an arc of extremism, we need a corresponding arc of moderation and reconciliation. Each part is linked.
Progress between Israel and Palestine affects Iraq. Progress in iraq affects democracy in the region.
Progress for Moderate, Mainstream Islam anywhere puts Reactionary Islam on the defensive everywhere.
But none of it happens unless in each individual part the necessary energy and commitment is displayed not
fitfully, but continuously.

| said at the outset that the result of this struggie had effects wider than the region itself. Plainly that applies
to our own secunty. This Global Islamist terrorism began in the Middle East. Sort the Middle East and it will
inexorably decline. The read-across, for example, from the region to the Mushim communities in Europe is
almost instant.

But there is a less obvious sense in which the ocutcome determines the success of our wider world-view. For
me, a victory for the moderates means an |slam that is open: open to globalisation, open to working with
others of different faiths, open to alliances with other nations.
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In this way, this struggle is in fact part of a far wider debate.

Though Left and Right still matter in politics, the increasing divide today is between open and closed. |s the
answer to globalisation, protectionism or free trade?

Is the answer to the pressure of mass migration, managed immigration or closed borders?
s the answer to global secunty threats, isolationism or engagement?
Those are very big questions for US and for Europe.

Without hesitation, | am on the open side of the argument. The way for us to handie the challenge of
globalisation, is to compete better, more intelligently, more flexibly. We have to give our people confidence
we can compete. See competition as a threat and we are already on the way to losing.

Immigration is the toughest issue in Europe right now and you know something of it here in Califomia.
People get scared of it for understandable reasons. It needs to be controlled. There have to be rules. Many
of the Conventions dealing with it post WWII are out of date. Alf that is true. But, propery managed,
immigrants give a country dynamism, drive, new ideas as well as new blood.

And as for isolationism, that is a perennial risk in the US and EU policy. My point here is very simple; global
terrorism means we can't opt-out even if we wanted to. The world is inter-dependent. To be engaged is only
modern realpolitik.

But we only win people to these positionhs if our policy is not jusi about interests but about values, not just
about what is necessary but about what is right.

Which brings me to my final refiection about US policy. My advice is: always be in the lead, always at the
forefront, always engaged in building alliances, in reaching out, in showing that whereas unilateral action
can never be ruled out, it is not the preference.

How we get a sensible, balanced but effective framework to tackle climate change after the Kyoto Protocol
expires in 2012 should be an American priority.

America wants a low-carbon economy; it is investing heavily in clean technology; it needs China and India to
grow substantially. The world is ready for a new start here. Lead it.

The same is true for the WTO talks, now precariously in the balance; or for Africa, whose poverty is
shameful.

If we are championing the cause of development in Africa, it is right in itself but it is also sending the
message of moral purpose, that reinforces our value system as credible in all other aspects of policy.

It serves one other objective. There is a nsk that the worlg, after the Cold War, goes back to a global policy
based on spheres of influence. Think ahead. Think China, within 20 or 30 years, surely the world's other
super-power. Think Russia and its precious energy reserves. Think India. | believe all of these great
emerging powers want a benign relationship with the West. But | also believe that the stronger and more
appealing our world-view is, the more it is seen as based not just on power but on justice, the easier it will
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be for us to shape the future in which Europe and the US will no longer, economically or politically, be
transcendant. Long before then, we want Moderate, Mainstream Islam to triumph over Reactionary Isiam.

That is why | say this struggle is one about values. Our values are worth struggling for. They represent
humanity's progress throughout the ages and at each point we have had to fight for them and defend them.
As a new age beckons, it is time to fight for them again.

Fublished by the U.S. Department of Defense Office of Public Affairs
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From:

Sent:
To- 6 ICIV OASD-P A
Subject: RE: GItITID Erleﬁng Slides

That's VERY nice of you. I really appreciate it!
By the way, Fox tomorrow at 11:45 am...with my ASY pin of course!

Also, I spoke with Ranger SGT Jeremy Feldbugch this evening {(and his Mom).

My foundation is presenting him with the Tomahawk Award on 1B Sept in Pittsburg. Jeremy
is being honored at the WWP golf tourny and we'll be on hand to present our award in honor
of MSG (Ret) Chief Carlson. More info at our home page: www.greerfoundation.org

Cheers!
Steve

Criginal Message:

. A | cIVv, OASD-pafD)B)
Date: Thu, 3 Aug 2006 20:59:08 -0400
To: info@thegreerfoundation.org

Subject: RE: Gitmo Briefing Slides

hi. just wanted to let_you know that i am working on this. hope to have something for you

next week! :) thanks ﬁﬁﬁ

From: Steven J. Greer CSM (Ret) [mailto: %w-
. 2006 12:36 PM

To: (.h){ﬁ). o 4 CIV, OASD- PA

Subject: Gitmo Brleflng Slides

Hey, I'm giving a presentation on Gitmo later this month. Do you happen
to have a copy of the brief we receive down there or something that is a
standard pitch at DolD? Just didn't want to reinvent the wheel!:}

Know you are busy.

<http://www.greerfoundation.org>

Steven J. Greer <http://www.qgreerfoundation,org/Ric-Greer html>

WWW ., greerfuundatlcn org
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Want a signature like this? <http://www.plaxo.com/signatures

--------“-----------‘—--‘--'-_--——---"-'-_-_-_-'---'-—-—--**h*--—*-—--i“-—ﬂ-

mail2web - Check your email from the web at
http://mail2web.com/
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Page 1 of 1

From: RobertH. Scales®®&
Sent;  Thursday, August 03, 200

6 553 PM
To:  [B)B) _[CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: appologies

Please accept my apoiogies for my last e-mail. As you know I'm trying very hard to tell the Army’s story in this
war. Tom Rick’s latest book suggests that we are falling behind in the perception wars particularly as they apply to
the Army and Marine Corps so I'm trying to accelerate the process of sending positive images of the institution
that [ believe is coming under siege. And now it looks like | have the go-ahead from Fox to do this.

Again let's work together to move this ahead.

Please don't take my frustration as a reflection of you. You have been enormously helpful and professional.

Bob Scales
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SEN. WARNER: Good morning, everyone. The committee meets this morming 1o receive
testimony from the distinguished secretary of Defense, Donald Rumsfeld; General Peter Pace,
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and General John Abizaid, commander of the United States
Central Command, an progress in Iraq, Afghanistan, the war on terrorism, such as other aspects as
relative to your area of operations.

The committee will also look in -- for their insights on the ongoing crisis involving Israel,
Hezbollah, Lebanon, to some extent Palestine,

Secretary Rumsfeld, the committee appreciates the changes you've made in your schedule,
you've outlined to me very carefully, and we welcome you this morning.

Last week, in an historic visit, the prime minister of Iraq met with President Bush, addressed a
joint session of Congress, spoke with military personnel at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 1 was privileged to
be present at all of those events, and I think it was an extremely important chapter in the engeing
developments in Iraq that he took that time to come over here. He demonstrated the resolve of the
Iraqgi people to build a free and stable country.

During the meeting with military personnel and their families -- and I witnessed this -- he, in a
very passionate and sincere way, conveyed to those military people present at Fort Belvoir, and for
broadcast to military people all over the United States and the world, the gratefulness in the hearts
of the Iraqi people for their sacrifices of life and limb, and that of their famtlies, in order to enable
the people of Irag to gain a measure of democracy, elect their government and share in the
freedom that we all have in this country.

In meetings with Prime Minister Malikl, President Bush reaffirmed America's commitment to
support Iraqg's constitutional democracy, to help Prime Minister Maliki's government succeed. On
July 25th President Bush said, "The Iraqi people want to succeed. They want to end this viotence.”
The president also said that "America will not abandon the Iragi people.”

I am, however, gravely concerned by the recent spike in violence and sectarian attacks, the
instability in Baghdad and recent decisions to extend the deployment of 3,500 American troops in
Iraq and to relocate additional American forces to reinforce Baghdad. Those were important
decisions made by you, Mr. Secretary; General Abizaid; of course you, Chairman.

[ hope that vou will share with us this morning the reasons for doing so.

1 don't question the seriousness of this situation, the need to do it, but we should have a very
clear explanation because we had, 1 regret to say, expectations, largely generated by certain
reports of General Casey, about the hope to draw down our forces in the near future. And that's a
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question I hope that we address this morning, because I do not iike to see the hopes of the men
and women of the armed forces raised and then have to be changed, and the impact on their
families and indeed the confusion that results here at home when those decisions have to be made.
But we recognize, as the president has said, as the secretary said, the ground conditions vary ang
they must be the determining factor. -

Additionally, I've expressed concerns about the potential impact of events in Lebanon and
Israel and their cascading effect on the wider Middle East region, and specifically on the United
States and coalition forces serving in Iraq and Afghanistan. My concern is, and I've expressed this
publicly, that Israel was wrongfully attacked by Hezbollah. No one disputes that whatsoever. They
have an unequivocal right to defend themselves. No one disputes that.

But as our nation engages in this situation, and historically we've been an honest broker in
that region, as our nation engages in that conflict to try and resolve it, we must do s¢ in a way to
be mindful of the implications on cur commitments in the Iraq theater. The messages we send by
virtue of our support to try and bring about a cessation of this conflict -- (very short audic break) --
transmitted throughout the Muslim world straight up into Iraq. It's my fervent hope that our men
and women serving in uniform and others in Irag not be put at greater personal risk as a
censequence of the rhetoric that flows, the decision that are made in trying to resolve that conflict.

I'll have further to say about that in the guestion period.

In the nearly five years since U.S. forces initiated operations to liberate Afghanistan from the
brutal rule of Taliban and to eliminate al Qaeda training bases and sanctuaries, there's been
remarkable progress in Afghanistan on the political, economic and security fronts. The Afghan
peaple have spoken in favor of freedom and democracy, and I'm pleased that NATO is taking an
increasing and very important role in Afghanistan. And you're to be commended, Mr. Secretary, for
initiating that move, together with General Jones, who had been a strong advocate of trying to
achieve that goal.

However, reports from Afghanistan of recent show that the violence is on the rise. We will
learn from you, I hope, your concern as to that AQOR, General, and what the future holds in the face
of the resurgence of the Taliban forces.

While some in the West take freedom and liberty for granted, Americans everywhere should
remain so proud of the contributions of our service men and women deployed in harm's way. They
are bringing the best hope for freedom and democracy to Iraq and Afghanistan after decades of
cruel oppression, and their sacrifices have enabled us here at heme to fully enjoy the freedoms that
we have,

As the current conflict in Lebanon with Israel proceeds, there's cbvious concern that the crisis
could spark a wider war. The fire- brand Iraqi cleric Muqgtada al-Sadr said, quote, "We the unified
Iragi people will stand with the Lebanese people to end the omingus trio of the United States, Israel
and Britain which is terrorizing Iraq, Lebanon, Afghanistan and other occupied nations.” He also said
that he was ready to go to Lebanon to defend it.

Now, we all recognize that he's just a hot-head and a fire-brand, but he's a troublemaker, and
I hope, General Abizaid, you can give us some assessment of the courage and the will of the Iraqi
people under the leadership of the prime minister to begin a step that must be achieved, and that's
the disbanding of these private militlas, notably Sadr's.

Back to Osama bin Laden. His deputy issued a worldwide call for Muslims to rise up against
Israel and join the fighting in Lebanon (and Gaza 7), raising again the specter of an Islamic
caliphate that I clearly remember General Abizaid discussed in testimony before the committee last
year. We hope you'll bring us up to date on the Osama bin Laden situation and the ongoing
activities of our forces together with others trying to bring about this man being brought to justice
or otherwise taken care of.
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In light of all these developments, the mission in Iraq and Afghanistan is even more criticai,
and your time with us today is critical,

General Pace and General Abizaid, I want to express our gratitude to both of you and the

countiess men and women that you represent, for your continued service and historic efforts of our
nation's military to bring freedom and liberty to Irag, Afghanistan and to preserve it here at hame.

Secretary Rumsfeld, once again, the committee welcomes you.

Now, just before the committee meeting started, General Abizaid offered to meet with Senator
Levin and myself for information to members of the committee, and he outlined the progress being
made with the various reports examining the activities of the chain of command relative to certain
incidents in Iraq. And it's our understanding, General Abizaid, that those reports will soon be given
to you? There is a canvergence of the criminal investigation together with the chain of command,
investigation under General Chiarelii.

It is now in the overall commander of the Marine forces, General Sattler, and then it comes to
you. And it is your hope and expectation that working with the secretary, those reports can be
made available to this committee early on in September.

Senator Levin.

SEN, CARL LEVIN (D-MI): Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for calling this very important hearing.
And thank you to all of our witnesses for being here this morning.

The American service men and women in Irag, Afghanistan and other trouble spots around the
world are performing their duties magnificently. We salute them ang their families, We thank them
for their unselfish service and devotion to our nation.

Despite their heroic efforts, the security situation in Irag continues to worsen, Sectarian
vialence is not only on the rise, it has eclipsed the Sunni insurgency and the terrorism of al Qaeda in
[raq in terms of the toll it has taken and the threats to Iraqg's chances of stability,

Our military leadership has identified Baghdad as the key, what they call the center of gravity
to success or failure in Iraq. The highly vaunted recent plan to stabilize Baghdad hasn't worked, and
we're going back to the drawing board and sending more U.S. troops to the Iragi capital. we're
having difficulty finding sufficient troops for that purpose. The fact that the Army Stryker Brigade
that is being sent to Iraq -- being sent to Baghdad is being extended past its 12-month rotation
date by another three to four months speaks volumes about how our military is over-extended,
unable to find other units ready for immediate reinforcement in Iraq.

Now, while there appears to be an immediate necessity for additional troops in Baghdad, more
troops will not be the ultimate answer. Our military leadership has repeatedly said there is no
military solution and that there must be a political solution in [raqg. Iraqis reaching the political
compromises now is more important and more critical to defusing the violence and conflict in Iraq.
And that is why we need to clearly tell the Iraqgi political leaders that our commitment to Iraq is not
open-ended and we will begin the phased redeployment of our troops by the end of the year, and
that they must make the political compromises necessary to avoid all-out civil war and to defeat the
insurgency.

When General Casey was asked at a press conference recently whether he still believed that
there would be fairly substantial troop reductions over the course of this year, he said, "I think so."
Marine General Conway testified before us last week at his hearing to be the next commandant
that, quote, "I personally believe that you will have Iragis who have started to look at us as
occupiers and are resisting us in some instances, whereas they would not resist an [raqi force doing
precisely the same thing."
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He also testified that it is critical that the Iraqgis understand that our presence is not open-
ended and unlimited.

The president has assured the nation that as Iraqi forces stand up, we will stand down.
General Dempsey, our senior general responsible for the training and equipping of Iraqi security
forces, has said publicly that, quote, "The Iraqgi army will be built by the end of this calendar year”
and that the -- their army would be, quote, "fully capable of recruiting, vetting, inducting, training,
forming into units, putting them in barracks, sending them out the gate to perform their missions,"
close quote.

Congress has been told that over 70 percent of Iraqi combat battalions are capable of
independent counterinsurgency operations or capable of taking the lead in those operations.

The Iraqgi security forces are standing up. We need to begin te stand down, with a phased
redeployment, starting by the end of this year. It's time for the Iragis to take greater responsibility
for the security of their own country. It's time to do what the president repeatedly said he would do.
Now that the Iraqis have done a significant amount of standing up their troops, sureily by the end of
this year we should begin to stand down some of our troops.

Now, not only do the operations in the Central Command region have broad implications on
the future of that region, they're also having a serious impact on our own military. Qur ground
forces, the Army and Marine Corps, are under enormous strain due to several years of large-scale
redeployments and deployments to Iraq and Afghanistan. Because a large amount of equipment has
been left in Iraq and because the remaining equipment has been subjected to large amounts of
wear and tear, there is a lack of readiness for Army and Marine Corps units which have redeployed
to their home bases.

Now, it's argued that our units are more capable now because of organizational changes and
the infusion of technology and better equipment, but that is only true if the units actually have the
equipment on hand, and only if what they have on hand is in a high state of maintenance, so that
they can train for their potential contingencies. Hypothetically, if 50 combat units could now do what,
a hundred units couid do in the past, that would be true only if those units are ready to do so.

Over two-thirds of the Army's combat brigades are not in Iraq and Afghanistan, and the
Army's own statistics show that the vast majority of those are not C-1 or C-2 -- in other words, by
the Army's own measurements, are not ready to respond to those contingencies for which they
must be prepared to do by Department of Defense war plans.

Mr. Chairman, again, I thank you for calling this hearing, and I thank our witnesses, all of
them, for making the arrangements which they had to make in order to be with us this morning.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Senator Levin,

Secretary Rumsfeld.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Thank you. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, members of the
committee, and thank you for the invitation to testify.

Senator Clinton, thank you for seconding the metion.

1 know we all agree that the American people deserve a healthy, preferably constructive
exchange on matters that so direct affect the lives -- their lives, their families' lives and their
country’'s security,

I'm joined by General Pace, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General John Abizaid, the
combatant commander of the U.5. Central Command. We will be providing an update on the global
struggle against violent extremists and certainly will welcome guestions.

NY TIMES 1808




In the past few weeks, in terrorist attacks in Afghanistan, in Irag and now by Hezbollah, we've
seen the face of the early part of the 21st century. In this period of asymmetric warfare, irregular
warfare, one side puts their men and women at risk in uniform and obeys the laws of war, while the
ether side uses them against us,

One side does all it can to aveoid civilian casualties, while the other side uses civilians as
shields and then skillfully orchestrates a public outcry when the other side accidentally kills civilians
in their midst.

One side is held to exacting standards of near perfection; the other side is held to no
standards and no accountability at all.

This enemy has called Iraq the central front on the war on terrorism, while some on our side
seem 1o argue that the cutcome in Irag is not part of that global war on terror.

Sixteen weeks -- years -- 16 years ago this week, Saddam Hussein's forces invaded Kuwait,
killing civilians, unleashing envirenmental devastation, provoking a crisis that ted to Iraqi attacks on
israel and threats to Saudi Arabia and others in the region. Last week by contrast, as you
mentioned, Mr. Chairman, the new [raqi prime minister, who was elected by the Iraqi people under
a constitution the Iragi people wrote and ratified, came to the United States to thank the American
people for their assistance in building a new future for the people of Iraq. He had spent 25 years in
opposition to the Saddam Hussein regime. And before a joint session of Congress, he noted that if
terror were permitted to triumph in Iraq, then the war on terror will never be won elsewhere.

The enemy understands this, as well. They're waging a psychological war of attrition, planning
attacks to gain the maximum media coverage and the maximum public outcry. They want us fo
believe that perseverance by us is futile, rather than necessary. They want us to focus on our
casualties and losses, not on the people causing the casualties and losses. They want us to think
about what will happen if our forces stay in Iraq, as opposed to the consequences if our forces were
to leave prematurely. They want us to be divided, bhecause they know that when we are united, they
iose, They want Jus pointing fingers at each other rather than pointing fingers at tham.

I know there are calls in some quarters for withdrawal or arbitrary timelines for withdrawal.
The enemies hear those words as well, We nead to be realistic about the consequences. If we left
Irag prematurely, as the terrorists demand, the enemy would tell us to leave Afghanistan and then
withdraw from the Middle East. And if we |eft the Middle East, they'd order us and all those who
don't share their militant ideology to leave what they call the occugpied Muslim lands from Spain o
the Philippines. And then we would face not only the evil ideclogy of these violent extremists, but an
enemy that will have grown accustomed to succeeding in tefling free people everywhere what to do.

We can persevere in Iraq or we can withdraw prematurely, untl they force us to make a stand
nearer home. But make no mistake: They're not going to give up whether we acquiesce in their
immediate demands or not.

Decisions about conditions for a drawdown of our forces in Iraq are best based on the
recommendations of the commanders in the field and the recommendations of the gentlemen sitting
beside me. We should strive to think through how our words can be interpreted by our troops, by
the people of Afghanistan and Irag, by our 42 allies in our coalition in Afghanistan and our 34 allies
i our ¢oalition in Iraq. And we should consider how our words can be used by our deadly enemy.

The war on terror is going to be a tong struggle. It's not something we asked for, but neither
is it something we can avoid. But I remain confident in our mission, in our commanders, in our
troops and in our cause, and I remain confident in the good common sense of the American people,

Americans didn't cross oceans and settle a2 wilderness and build history's greatest democracy
only to run away from a bunch of murderers and extremists wha try to kill everyone that they
canngt convert, and to tear down what they could never build.
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Over the past few years, I've had the honor of meeting countless young men and wamen in
uniform, all volunteers, who have answered our country's call. I remember a service man cutside of
Afghanistan who looked me in the eye and said, "I can't believe that we're being allowed to do
something so important.” Unquote.

Our troops represent the finest and the most professional troops in history. I think of these
remarkable people every day. I know that everything we do in the Department of Defense and what
you do on this committee affects them and their wonderfully supportive families.

Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Mr, Secretary.
General Pace,

GEN. PACE: Mr. Chairman, Senator Levin, members of the commlittee, it truly is an honor to
be before you today representing the incredible young men and wormen in your armed forces.

Since 9/11, over 1 million young men and women in uniform have served this country in the
Central Command area of operations, and they've done so with incredible bravery and sacrifice and
performance that has made us all proud. And their families have served this nation as well as
anyone who has worn the uniform, especially those families today in the 172nd Stryker Brigade
whose loved ones are not coming home when they thought they would be coming home, and who
once again are sacrificing that we might provide the strength needed on the battlefield.

It's now almost five years since September 11th, 2001, and the number of young men and
women in our armed forces who have sacrificed their lives that we might live in freedom is
approaching the number of Americans who were murdered on 9/11 in New York, in Washington,
D.C., and in Pennsylvania.

We've come a long way in Afghanistan, we've come a long way in Iraq, and elsewhere in the
war on terrorism. We have a long way to go. We are a nation at war, Fortunately, most of our fellow
citizens are not affected by this war every day. Some 2.4 million Americans -- active, Guard and
Reserve -- have the privilege of defending over 300 million of our fellow citizens, and countiess
mitlions in Iraqg, Afghanistan and eisewhere,

Our enemy knows they cannot defeat us in battte, They do believe, however, that they can
wear down ocur will as a nation.

They are wrong.

How do I know they're wrong? First, this committee and this Congress continue to provide the
resources we need to defend this nation, and I thank you for that. Second, our service men and
women are proud of what they are doing, and they are reenlisting in record numbers to continue to
have the privilege to do what we do for this nation. Third, as the secretary mentioned in his
comments, the American people have in the past, are now and will in the future responding to
attacks on our way of life; 230 years we have met the chalienges. This will not be easy. This will not
be quick. And this will not be without sacrifice. But we will persist and we will prevail.

And I look forward to answering your questions today and working together with you in the
future to defend this nation.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you, General.

General Abizaid.
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GEN. ABIZAID: Thank you, Chairman Warner, Senator Levin, members of the committee.
Thanks for the opportunity to testify today.

A couple of days ago, 1 returned from the Middle East. I've rarely seen it so unsettied or so
volatile. There's an obvious struggle in the region between moderates and extremists that touches
every aspect of life. Such extremism, whether state-sponsored by Iran or Igeologically motivated by
al Qaeda and its associated movements, remains a serious danger to global peace and stability.

My duties took me to both Irag and Afghanistan, Central Asia and elsewhere in the Arabian
Guif, where our troops continue to perform with great professional calm and determination under
dangerous and difficult circumnstances. Of course, over the past several weeks, the media has been
filled with images of war in Lebanon, Israel and Palestine, Indeed, U.S. forces under CENTCOM
helped evacuate nearly 15,000 Americans from Lebanon towards home.

And while the media's eye often directs public attention to Iraq and Afghanistan, it's important
to remember that U.S. and coalition forces serve throughout Central Asia, the Middle East and the
Horn of Africa, increasing regional states' capacity to battle extremism and keeping open the vital
air and sea links of the region.

In the broader struggle against extremism, we face complex and potentiaily intersecting
problems. Qur strategic imperatives are formidable. With the continuing help of our friends, we
must focus on three strategic objectives:

We must synchronize the appropriate diplomatic, economic and military means to defeat al
Qaeda and its associated movements.

We must deter Iranian designs for regional hegemony to include its sponsorship of terrorist
organizations and its development of nuclear weapons.

Finally, we must find a comprehensive solution to the corrosive Arab-Israeli conflict.

I fully recognize that each of these tasks is filled with danger and encrmous difficulties. I also
realize that trying to solve any of these problems will take a considerable amount of time and effort,
But failure to apply coordinated regional and international pressure against these three problems
will further encourage extremism and could eventually lead to a broader, even more dangerous
conflict. The arming of independent militias and the subseguent undermining of state institutions by
these militias is the curse of the region. In many ways, interconnectedness brought on by 21st
century globalization has been turned to the advantage by non-state actors. Globalization brings
with it great benefits, but it also accelerates the dissolution of sovereignty in weak or corroded
states. If this century is to be dominated by non-state actors with no responsibility to the
international community, we are In for even greater dangers.

It should not be lost on us, for example, that Hezbollah fields greater and longer-range
weapons than most regional armed forces. If left unchecked, it is possible to imagine chemical,
biological or even nuclear weapons being transferred to militias or terrorist organizations by a state
actor. In the highly unsettled Middle East, the problem of extremist-sponsored terror and

intimidation is complicated, but we must be willing to talk about al Qaeda's ideological deslgns and
face the implications of revolutionary Iran's ambitions so often and so clearly stated by its

president.

There is no doubt that these are dangerous times for the world, but there should also be no
doubt that with concerted international action and the application of our own substantial power,
these dangers can be overcome.,

Irag sits at the center of the broader regional problem. Al Qaeda and Shi'a extremists form
terrorist groups and death squads to challenge the new government and undermine confidence in a
better future. Iran talks about stabilizing Iraq, but just as in Lebanon, it arms, trains and equips
local extremist Shi'a militias to do [ran's bidding. As the primary security problem in Iraq has shifted
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frorn a Sunni insurgency to sectarian violence, al Qaeda terrorists, insurgents, and Shi'a militants
compete to plunge the country into civil war.,

Prime Minister Maliki and his new government know what must be done, and in three short
months in office are responsibly tackling the complex and difficuit problems of security and
governance. Iraqi security forces, in conjunction with coalition forces, must bring Baghdad, the
center of sectarian violence, under control. Hlegal militias must be disbanded. National reconciliation
must proceed. Death squad leaders must be brought to justice, It is a decisive time in Baghdad and
it requires decisive Iraqi action with our clear support.

Despite the many challienges, progress does continue to be made in Iraq, and 1 am confident
that there are still many more people in Irag trying to held that country together than there are
trying to tear it apart. Our ongoing support of their efforts is essential for their success, especially
as they assume more and more responsibility for their own security.

1 know the committee wants to focus these hearings on Iraq, but I close with the reminder
that Iraq is only one part of a broader regional struggle under way, one which requires the wise
application of all our rescurces. Cur own troops, along with NATO ISAF forces, continue 0o operate
in Afghanistan, Pakistani and Saudi forces are fighting extremists daily. Insurgencies, secuiar
violence, and terror sponsored by Sunni and Shi'a religious extremist groups are pervasive
throughout the region. Fortunately, as in our own society, the vast majority of the people in the
region do not want extremists to win. Cur challenge is to help these moderate forces help
themselves in the struggle. Afghanistan, Iragq and the entire region remain dangerous and often
deadly. Cur continued involvement in shaping regional security forces and providing the framework
for regional action against extremist groups is essential for our own safety and prosperity at home.

Finally, we must be ever-mindful of the sacrifice of our young men and women in uniform. Out
of the over 1.5 million service personnel who have rotated through the Central Command region
since Septernber 11th, 2001, over 3,000 have glven their lives. We owe them and their families an
enormous debt of gratitude. Today, nearly 200,000 of our troops serve in harm's way. These are
incredibly dedicated and resourceful professionals, Thank you for your continued support to these
great Americans who willingly fight for all of us.

Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: Thank vou very much, General for the very incisive and important statement
that you just made.

We're going to depart from our narmal rotation here. Senator Levin and I both serve on the
Intelligence Committee. They are now having a meeting, and the senator from Michigan has to go
to that meeting. Therefore, I'll offer you the first opportunity to initiate questions.

SEN. LEVIN: Mr. Chairman, thank you for your invariable courtesies.

General Abizaid, when General Casey was asked at a press conference recently whether he
still believed what he said last year, that he predicted that there would be troop reductions over the
course of this year, he said that he still believes there will be such reductiens this year,

Do you personally share that view?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, since the time that General Casey made that statement, it's clear
that the pperational and the tactical sltuation in Baghdad is such that it requires additional security
forces, both U.S. and Iragi. I think the most important thing ahead of us throughout the remainder
of this year is ensuring that the Baghdad security situation be brought under control. It's possible to
imagine some reductions in forces, but I think the most important thing to imagine is Baghdad
coming under the control of the Iraqi government.
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SEN. LEVIN: When you say it's possible to imagine some reduction in forces, you mean this
year?

GEN. ABIZAID: It's possible, depending on how things go in Baghdad and how Prime Minister
Maliki and his government grab ahold of the security situation.

SEN. LEVIN: Is it important that the Iragis understand that cur commitment is not open-
ended?

GEN. ABIZAID: Sir, I think they fully understand it is not open- ended.

2EN. LEVIN: Some of their statements have not reflected that full understanding. But I'm
glad to -- but in any event, would you agree that it is important that they do understand our
commitment is not open-ended?

GEN. ABIZAID: I believe they do understand it's not open-ended, and they know our
commitment and they know the necessity for over time to increase their capacity against the
extremists.

SEN. LEVIN: Thank vou.

Mr. Secretary, the president has assured the nation frequently that as Iraqi security forces
stand up, we will stand down. They have stood up. The majority now of their combat battalions are
capable of either independent counterinsurgency or capable of taking the lead in those operations.
Shouldn't we at {east by the end of this year begin to do what the president said we would do?
Since security forces of Iragq have stood up in such significant measure, should we not begin to
stand down, as the president said we would?

SEC, RUMSFELD: Senator, you're correct, the Iraqi security forces are now up to samething
like 275,000. They're headed towards 325,000 by the end of the year unless the prime minister
makes an adjustment in those numbers, which as a new government he has every right to do in a
sovereign nation.

[ guess the issue of drawdown is -- depends on what you think your base is. We start -- we
were up at 160,000, Today we're at -- we've gotten as low as, I think, about 127,000; today we're
at 135 -- or (1)33,000. And certainly everyone from the Iragis, the troops and the president would
hope that those troops could be drawn down as conditions permit.

The question, the only difference between the way you phrase it and the president phrases it
is he ends by pointing out that he intends to succeed here and he believes that the determinant
should be the conditions on the ground as opposed to some timetable,

I do think the point you raise, the core of what you're asking is important, and that is the
tension that exists between having too many troops and having it feed an insurgency, as you, I
believe, indicated General Conway may have referred to, and having too few so that you don't have
a sufficient number to allow the security situation to permit the political and the economic activities
to go forward.

And that's a fair tension that exists there, and it's an art, not a science. There's no guidebook
that says how to do that. And so clearly we would all hope that there could be drawdowns on those
forces, as the conditions permit.

SEN. LEVIN: Thank you,

The news reported -- the press reported that Iragi President Talabani said yesterday that the
[ragi government is confident that Iraqi troops will take over security duties for the entire country
by the end of this year, and then he also reportedly said that the recent increase in viclence by
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insurgents is, quote, "the jast arrows in their quivers,” close quote. Now, that phrase is reminiscent
of Vice President Cheney's claim a year ago that the insurgency was in its last throes.

General Abizaid, does our intelligence on the insurgency provide any basis for the assertion
that the recent surge in violence represents the last arrows in the insurgents’ quivers?

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, Senator Levin, I think it's clear that the insurgency has a lot of
resiliency. It's probably going to last for some time, even after U.S. forces depart and hand over
security control completely to the Iraqis.

The question is for President Talabani, as I've discussed with him before, whether or not, over
time, the Iragis can control it. And I believe they will be able to.

SEN. LEVIN: You don't agree, then, that it's in its fast throes, or that they're shooting the last
arrows?

GEN. ABIZAID: I'm making ng comment about what he said about last arrows or last throes.
SEN. LEVIN: Why?

GEN. ABIZAID: I don't see any reason to dispute what the president says. I know that I think
it's a long-term problem for Irag that they'll be able to work through over time.

SEN. LEVIN: The British ambassador made the following assessment, according to USA
Today: that the British ambassador to Iraq -- it's Mr, Patey, I believe, P-A-T-E-Y -- has warned that
Iraq is descending towards civil war, and he said it's likely to split along ethnic lines. And he's
reported as predicting that Iraq's security situation could remain volatile for the next 10 years,

Do you agree, General, that -- with the ambassador from Britain to Iraq that Iraq Is sliding
towards civil war?

GEN. ABIZAID: 1 believe that the sectarian violence is probably as bad as I've seen it, in
Baghdad in particular, and that if not stopped, it is possible that Iraq could move towards civil war.

SEN. LEVIN: Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, thank you. My time's up.
Thank you again for allowing me to go ahead of you.

SEN. WARNER: 1 want to go back to, Mr. Secretary Rumsfeld, the observations I made in the
opening statement.

On July 17th at about 8:00, I went to floor of the Senate. The Senate was about to consider

a resolution, an important resolution, reaffirming our support for Israel. But I said the following. I
said I was concerned that we should take into account America's broad interests in the region as we

approach this resolution. 1 said specifically, America's aperations in Irag and Afghanistan have taken
the lives of more than 2,500 American service men; over 20 some odd thousand still severely
wounded; and over %436 billion of our taxpayers' money over these three years. That's an
enormaous investment of this country.

And the credibility of our country in many respects rests on the conclusion to that conflict in
such a way that the Iraqi government can exercise soverelgnty and bring about a measure of
freedom and democracy. We're committed to that, and I stand strongly with our president to

achieve that goal.
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Ameriga's participation with other nations in achieving a diplomatic solution to the Iranian
nuclear crisis, I can think of no problem of greater significance than our resolve to not let Iran
possess huclear weapons.

The stabiiity of the Lebanese government, that must survive -- that government -- such that
they can once again take an even stronger grip on that nation and govern it. In our retationship
with other Arab nations, a lot is at stake in a region which our distinguished witness, General
Abizaid, who spent much of your life down in that region, just said, "rarely have I seen it so
volatile.” And it is-subject to the corrosive relationships coming out of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

My concern is that as we go into this situation -- and we have an obligation to try and work as
an honest broker, I hope, in resolving the conflict between Israel and Hezbollah -- as we pursue
that and as our actions are interpreted by the Muslim world -- and [ read some of the staternents to
the clerics at least in the last few days -- I do not want to see our forces put at greater personal
risk, subject to greater intensity brought against them by the adversaries in Iraq.

S0 my question to you, Mr. Secretary, as we take up our role, hopefully as an honest broker in
this, are we mindful of the broader picture and the enormity of our investment in Iraq as we try to
do what we can to bring about a cessation of the fighting in the conflict between Israel and
Hezbollah?

SEC. RUMSFELD: Mr. Chairman, in the meetings that I've been in with the president and the
secretary of State and those that are intimately involved in the situation in Lebanon and Israel with
respect to the Hezbollah, there is a sensitivity to the desire to not have our country or our interests
or our forces put at greater risk as a result of what's taken place between Israel and Hezbollah.

I think I'd suggest that it be phrased slightly differently, because there are risks, as you point
out, but there are -- it's a matter of relative risk. There are also risks, if one thinks about it, that
Iran is the principal sponscor of Hezbollah. Iran is seeking nuclear weapons, as you posed. Iran is
(a/the ?) supplier of weapons to Hezbollah. The rockets that are heading into Israel by Hezhollah
tend to be in a nurnber of cases Iranian rockets. And clearly, to the extent that Iran were to achieve
weapons of mass destruction, and with a history of a willingness to work intimately with a terrorist
organization like Hezbollah, there is that risk, as well.

50 there are a variety of risks that we face in that region, and it's a difficult and delicate
situation. As I indicated in my opening remarks, I do believe what we're seeing is really the face of
the 21st century. The wars we're engaged in and we see are not wars between militaries only,
they're wars -- they're clashes between -- oh, between systems, political, economic and military.
And they're being fought with asymmetric and irregular warfare, which is very much to the
advantage of the attackers.

SEN. WARNER; Mr. Secretary, I deem that situation in Irag as fragile. We need conly look at
the Baghdad situation. Baghdad could literally tilt this thing if it fails to be brought about a measure
of security for those people, tilt it in a way that we could slide towards the civil war that General

Abizaid recalled.

General Pace, I go back to the resolution of October the 16th, 2002, which I participated in
with my good friend to the leff in drawing up that resolution for the Senate. It authorized the
president of the United States to use the armed forces of the United States to, one, defend the
national security of our country against the continuing threat posed by Iraq; two, enforce all
relevant United Nations Security Council resplutions regarding Iraqg. Many of those missions set out
and envisioned by the Congress when it gave this authority -- namely, the toppling of the Saddam
Hussein regime -- have been achieved.

But now, In the words of General Abizaid, we're on the brink of a civil war. And I don't have
the exact words before me, but I was struck by General Chiarelli's statement the other day that in
his 35 years of military training, he'd really never spent a day preparing for what faces him as our
commander of forces in Iraq -- sectarian violence, civil war.
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What is the mission of the United States today under this resolution if that situation erupts
into a civil war? What is the mission of our forces?

GEN. PACE: Sir, 1 believe that we do have the possibility of that devolving to a civil war, but
that does not have to be a fact. I believe that U.S. armed forces can continue to do what we're
doing, which is to help provide enough security inside of Iraq for the Iragi government to provide
governance and economic opportunity for their citizens. The weight of that opportunity rests with
the Iragi pecple. We can provide support, we can help provide security, but they must now decide
about their sectarian violence. Shi'a and Sunni are going to have to love their children more than
they hate each other. If they do that and seize the opportunity that the international community has
provided to them, then this will be what we want it to be, which is a success for ourselves and the
Iragi people. But the weight of that shift must be on the Iragi people and Iragi government,

SEN. WARNER: I think we have to examine very carefully what Congress authorized the
president to do in the context of a situation if we're faced with all-out civil war and whether we have
to come back to the Congress to get further indication of support.

General Abizaid, I've had the privilege of knowing you for a long time, and I really think you
speak with remarkable candor and draw on an extraordinary career of professionalism. You spent
one year of your career in Lebanon. Lebanon is a part of your area of responsibility, as CENTCOM
commander. Do you agree with the premise that in this current conflict between Israel and
Hezbollah, recognizing that Hezbollah attacked Israel, recognizing that Israel has got a perfect right
to defend itself, but in so executing their military campaign, it is essential, in my judgment, the
Lebanese government not be toppled as a consequence of the infrastructure that's being destroyed
during the course of this war,

And can they achieve in this military operation such degradation of Hezbollah, its command
and control, its inventory of weapons, as to resuit in a situation whereby a multinational force can
eventually come in, subject to some form of a cease-fire, and begin to shore up, stabilize that
government, and allow [t to take firm control over the entirety of all aspects of sovereignty of that
nation of Lebanon?

GEN. ABIZAID: Mr. Chairman, U.N. Resolution 1559 clearly calls for the disarmament of
Hezbollah and the extension of Lebanese sovereignty all the way from its northern horder to its
southern border. Had that resolution been implemented or started to move towards
implementation, the current problem would be much less severe than it has become.

The Iranians, who have armed Hezbollah with cruise missile/anti- ship missiles, missiles that
can reach as far as Haifa and beyond, have given Hezbollah a state-like exIstence and capacity that
is unlike any other militia anywhere in the region.

It is absolutely essential that the Lebanese government regain its sovereignty over its own
territory. It will, in my opinion, need an international force to help it do that.

There are ways that, in conjunction with the international community, Hezbollah can be
disarmed over time, and the Shi'a people that participate in the political life of Hezbollah can be
readily accommeodated within the Lebanese body politic.

The question as to whether or not they can -- the Israelis can degrade Hezbollah -- over time,
degradation can take place.

And I think it's also very clear to say that over time the consensus of hoiding Lebanon
together under external pressure starts to break down. It's very important that Lebanon stay

together as a sovereign country. It is key to stability in the Middle East. And it's essential that that
take place, and the international community needs to move in that direction.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you very much, General.
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Senator Kennedy.

SEN. EDWARD KENNEDY {D-MA}: Thank you very much.

General, just to -- first of all, thank you, General Abizaid, General Pace. Thank you very much
for your service.

Welcome, Secretary Rumsfeld. [ think you can understand why it's so important for your
presence here, given these range of issues that are front and center for the American people.

Let me ask you, General Ablzaid, if we have difficulty, with 130,000 troops in Iraq, trying to
disarm the insurgency, how in the world do we think we're going te be able to get a{n) international
force that's going to disarm Hezbollah?

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, Senator, I think with the weight of the international community and the
right rules of engagement and the right participation of the various parties concerned, that over
time Hezbollah can be disarmed.

SEN. KENNEDY: Just to come back to a point that the chairman had mentioned about the
costs in Irag, $400 billion total, 2,579 have been killed, 19,000 wounded; 54 casualties in my own
state of Massachusetts; 70 percent of these from IEDs. We've been at -- in Iraq for 40 months and
13 days. The Korean War, 37 months; World War I 19 months; Persian Gulf War, three months;
World War II, 42 months, D-Day; 42 months for VE Day; 45 months for V] Day. The Civil War was
48 months.

We've been in there now for 40 months and 13 days with the finest military that's ever been
developed in basically rather a third-rate military situation. How much more do we really expect our
military can do? How much more can we demand of them when they are out there doing such a
proud and noble job of serving our country? How much more can we demand of them? And why
Isn’t this demand for poelitical accommodation? Why isn't that the -- front and center so that we can
bring -- start to bring our Americans home with honor?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, I think there is a demand for a combination military, political and
diplomatic activity that moves towards a solution that brings Iraq towards stability. I think over
time it becomes less military and more diplomatic and more palitical, and I believe that this current
government -- that's a four-year government -- has that opportunity.

SEN. KENNEDRY: Mr. Secretary, just to continue, the exact words that General Chiarelli said
just last week, quote, "Quite frankly in 33 years in the United States Army, 1've never trained to
stop a sectarian fight. This is something new." Now we hear General Abizaid talk about the increase
in sectarian violence.

How are our troops trained to deal with sectarianism? We know that they weren't trained as
well as they should have been at first; went into Irag when they weren't trained, at Abu Ghraib.
How are they trained now with this new sectarianism? How do we -- what are their -- what -- how
are they trained not to take sides? And is this new addition of troops in Baghdad the beginning? Are
we going to have to have more troops to deal with this?

And what are our troops told in Baghdad now to quell the violence in this sectarian (sic)? How
are they going to not get drawn into one side or the other with the escalation of the sectarian
violence? What is in their background, what's in their training, what's been in their leadership that
would give them the ability to not be involved in this, to quell the violence and to eventually help
President Maliki disarm and dismantle the rilitias?

SEC. RUMSFELD: Senator, I think your point is a valid one, that the -- ultimately, the
sectarian violence is going to be dealt with by Iragis, and it's going to be dealt with by Iraqgi security
forces as a part of the solution. But it's going to be dealt with through a reconciliation process, a
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political process, that Maliki, the prime minister, and others in the country are trying to design in a
way that it will pull together elements within the country and thereby reduce sectarian violence.

I'd rather have either of the generals comment on the training, except to say that the situation
in Iraq with 18 provinces is really quite different in different provinces. And we have forces in most
provinces, and the training is different for the different circumstances that they face. One of the
things that the department has done is have extensive lessons learned from what's taking place in
Iraq in different parts of the country brought back to the Joint Forces Command at the National
Training Center, and the troops are then being trained up carefully to assure that they have the kind
of -- best kind of training they can have for the circumstances that we believe at the time they're
doing to find in the areas they're going to be assigned to.

SEN. KENNEDY: My time’s just about up.

General Abizaid, could you sort of expand on this, about their getting in with the growth of the
seCtarian violence. How do our troops get in there, not get embroiled in the sectarian violence?
Whether your estimate -- is this the beginning or is this the end of the increased numbers of troops
that we're going to need over there? And how is their background and training actually going to
quell that sectarian violence that you've identified as escalating at the present time?

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

GEN, ABIZAID: Senator Kennedy, the first line against sectarian violence is Iragi armed
forces. Iragi armed forces know where the problem's coming from, they know how to deal with the
problem, they can recognize it easier than our troops can.

But I would also tell you that our forces do have the capability to precisely target the cellular
death squad structure that is responsible for this activity. And more and more over time, we have
become proficient at being able to attack the celiutar structure of al Qaeda, and we intend to use
that capabllity and Intelligence activity that we've used before to target the militia death squads
that we are seeing operate now in Baghdad with a certain degree of freedom.

SEN. KENNEDY: Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: for the record, this is General Chiarelli's full statement. It is July 27, 2006.
He said, quote, "For the military, the plan is uncharted ground. Quite frankly, in 33 vears in the
United States Army, 1 never trained to stop a sectarian fight,” he said, "this is something new." End
quote.

That's the quote to which 1 referred to and Senator Kennedy referred to.

Senater McCain.

SEN. JOHN MCCAIN (R-AZ): Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I thank the witnesses,

And I want to repeat at the outset my firm belief that we can and must win in Iraq, and that
the consequences of failure would be catastrophic.

General Pace, you said there's a possibility of the situation in Irag evolving into civil war. Is
that correct?

GEN, PACE: I did say that, ves, slr.

SEN. MCCAIN: Did you anticipate this situation a year ago?
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GEN. PACE: No, sir,

SEN. MCCAIN: Did vou, General Abizaid?

GEN, ABIZAID: I believe that a year ago it was clear to see that sectarian tensions were
increasing. That they wouid be this high, no.

SEN. MCCAIN: So General Abizaid, we're moving 7,500 troops into Baghdad; is that correct?

GEN. ABIZAID: The number's closer to 3,500.

SEN. MCCAIN: Three thousand five hundred?

GEN. ABIZAID: Plus military police that were going there for other duties that are being used
in the outer cordon areas, military policemen in particular.

SEN, MCCAIN: And where are these troops coming from?

GEN. ABIZAID: The troops, the Stryker Brigade is coming down from Mosul.

SEN. MCCAIN: From Mosul. Is the situation under control in Ramadi?
GEN, ABIZAID: The situation in Ramadi is better than it was two months ago.
SEN. MCCAIN: Is the situation under control in Ramadi?

GEN. ABIZAID: I think the situation in Ramadi is workable.

SEN. MCCATN: And the troops from Ramadi came from Fallujah; isn't that correct?

GEN. ABIZAID: I can't say, Senator. T know --

SEN. MCCAIN: Well, that's my information.

What I worry about is we're playing a game of whack-a-mole here. We move troops, in flares
up, we move troops there. We all know that Fallujah was allowed to become a base of operations in
insurgency, so we had te ge into Fallujah and fight one of the great battles in Marine Corps/Army
history.

Then when [ was back therz not toO long ago, they said, "We've got big problems in Ramadi.
Everybody knows we've got big problems in Ramadi." And [ said, "Where are you going to get the
troops?” "Well, we're going to have to move them from Fallujah.”

Now we're going to have to move troops into Baghdad from someplace else. It's very
disturbing. And if it's all up to the Iragi military, General Abizald, and if it's all up to them, then I
wonder why we have to move troops into Baghdad to intervene in what is clearly sectarian violence.

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, also Iraqi troops are being moved into Baghdad. The number of
Iraqgi troops In the Baghdad area are greater than our troops. We are in support, with them in the
main operational areas. And I believe that under the current circumstances, that the Iraqi forces
need to benefit from ocur command-and-contrel capabilities and the systems of a unit such as the
Stryker Brigade that's been moved to the south.

SEN. MCCAIN: I would anticipate putting American troops Into this very volatile situation
means that American casualties will probably go up.
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{Pause,)

GEN, ABIZAID: I think it's possible that in the period ahead of us in Baghdad, that we'll take
increased casuaities, It's possible.

SEN. MCCAIN: The situation in sguthern Iraq -- 1 was briei‘ed by British military and others
that there is a grave concern about Iranian penetration throughout southern Iraq. Is that a serigus
issue?

GEN. ABIZAID: Iranian Revolutionary Guard Qods Force intelligence agencies arm and train
and equip what I would call rogue Shi'a groups. And yes, it is a concern.

SEN, MCCAIN: Is Basra in control of the militias?

GEN. ABIZAID: I think that the militias have greater influence in Basra than they need to
have, and that is why Prime Minister Maliki's appointed a military officer to go down there to get the
security situation back under control.

SEN. MCCAIN: Do vou have confidence in the Iraqi minister of Interior?

GEN. ABIZAID: I don't know the Iragi minister of Interior the way I know the Defense
minister. I have no reason not to have confidence in him.

SEN. MCCAIN: Well, all the reports we have is that -- day after day is that people are running
around in police uniforms and army uniforms, and they're actually militias, and they're killing
people. Story after story -- they say when you see the people come in uniform, it's an emergency,
that people are going to be killed, which brings us, obviously, to the state of the training, not of the
Iragt military, but of Iraqi police and law enforcement. Can you comment on that situation?

GEN. ABIZAID: During the period after the national election, when ng governance formed,
the Interior Ministry in particular did not develop its forces in the way that we had anticipated that
they would or should.

Military forces, on the other hand, continue to develop well. They continue to perform well.
But there is no doubt that police units, especially local police units, were infiltrated -~ in Basra, in
particular, but elsewhere as well -- by local militias, and they put their allegiance to the militias
ahead of their atlegiance to the state. It's vital that we turn this around.

SEN. MCCAIN: The cleric al-Sadr continues to be a major obstacle to progress in Iraq. Are we
-- and 1 believe there's still an outstanding warrant for his arrest. Are we going to address that
issue?

GEN. ABIZAID: The issue will be addressed by the Iragi government.

SEN. MCCAIN: Not by us?

GEN., ABIZAID: Be addressed by the Iraqgi government.,

SEN. MCCAIN: All of my colleagues are here, so 1 want to not take time.

I just want to conclude, Secretary Rumsfeld, we passed an amendment on the Armed Services
authorization bill, which 1 am confident will be accepted in conference, and that requires that
operations in Irag and Afghanistan, funding for it, be included in the regular budgetary process.
We're hearing story after story about mismanagement of funds, corruptions, et cetera, We must
have sufficient congressional oversight,
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1 hope you are making plans to inciude the expenses involved in operations in Irag and
Afghanistan in the normal budgetary process and not as a, quote, "emergency supplemental.” And [
think you should be able at this time, after this many years involved in this conflict, to be able to
predict what those costs might be. And 1 want to say, again, we will have a showdown unless --
both within this body and with the executive branch, unless we start going through the normal
budgetary process to fund this conflict, which I think all of us agree we'll be involved in for a long
period of time.

[ thank you, Mr. Chairman.
SEN. WARNER: Like to have you respond, Mr, Secretary,

SEC. RUMSFELD: We're aware of the amendment. And needless to say, we'll comply with the
law. From our standpoint, we can do it either way. And it's been a matter that's been worked out,
generally, over the years between the White House, the Office of Management and Budget, and the
leadership in Congress. And the reality is that what we would have to do, as you suggested, would
be to provide the best estimates that we can and projections, and then make adjustments for them
as time actually passed. And we'd be happy to do that.

SEN. MCCAIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you.

GEN. PACE: Mr. Chairman?

SEN. WARNER: Yes.

GEN. PACE: Can ! make one clarification, so that the parents watching this do not believe
that somehow their sans and daughters are not properly trained to handie the kind of violence that
the sectarian violence is creating.

What General Chiarellt said is exactly true, that we do not train to separate sectarian violence,
and that that is very much a responsibility of the peliticians. And as we've talked about already, the
Iraqi people need to do that.

With regard to Lieutenant Pace, who is on patrol in Baghdad with his platoon, and the kind of
violence that he's going to come across, regardless if it's Sunni, Shi‘a or whoever, It's an armed
group, our soldiers and Marines certainly are well trained to handle that.

So there's a difference between the kind of violence they have to handie and what would
prevent that viclence. And preventing that viclence is very much the role of the political leaders in
Iraq to solve, sir.

SEN. WARNER: Well, that's the purpose of this hearing, to allow you and other witnesses to
ctarify these bullet statements that come before us and the American public. Thank you, Chairman
Pace,

Senator Reed.

SEN., JACK REED {(D-RI): Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

General Abizaid, in your opinion, is the Mahdi Army a terrorist organization with implicit, at
least, support from the Iranian government?

GEN. ABIZAID: In my opinion, there are groups within the Mahdi Army that are under the
pay of the Iranian government that are terrorist organizations.
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I'm not sure I can say that's necessarily true about the entire organization,

SEN. REED: And as Senator McCain pointed out, there is an outstanding warrant for Mugtada
Sadr, who is the leader of the Mahdi Army, but also he is a prominent member and his followers are
prominent members of the Iragi government. Is that correct?

GEN. ABIZATID: That's correct.

SEN. REED;: So when you say the Iragi government will dispose of Sadr and the Mahdi Army,
he in fact is part of that government.

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, I believe that the prime minister and his government will take the steps
necessary to get the sectarian violence under control and do what has to be done against the death
squads.

SEN. REED: Do you have any sort of sense of the timing of this, particularly with respect to

the Mahdi Army and to Sadr?

GEN. ABIZAID: Again, I wouldn't characterize the target as being either Sadr or the Mahdi
Army. 1 would say there are elements within the Jaish al-Mahdi that are being -- that will be
targeted because they're participating in death squad activities.

SEN. REED: With the encouragement, the permission, the tolerance of Sadr?

GEN. ABIZAID: I couldn't say whether there's a permission or tolerance or anything of Sadr.
I can say that the prime minister knows and has been very forceful about saying that militias must
be brought under control. He has a wide range of points that go all the way from direct military
confrontation to agreement with various militias.

SEN. REED: But we will not be involved in that process? It'll be exclusively up to the prime
minister and his security forces?

GEN. ABIZAID: It's -« I wouldn't say it would be exclusively the work of Iraqis. It's very clear
that our forces in conjunction with the Iraqis will help target known death squad organizations.

SEN. REED: Mr. Secretary, the chief of staff of the Army testified before the House Armed
Services on June 27th that $4.9 billlon In funding that the Army requested for reset -- which is to
repair equipment and replace equipment -- was denied before the request was submitted to the
congress.

Did you deny this request or did the Office of Management and Budget deny the request?

SEC. RUMSEELD: Senator, as you know, the nermal process is that the department is given a
budget by the department -- by the Office of Management of Budget, and we are -- take that
budget and work within the department to try to fashion a budget that is balanced and makes
sense. It then -- in the event there's from time to time a need to go back to the Office of
Management and Budget or the president and request additional funds, we've done that.

At what -- I don't know precisely which 4.9 --

SEN. REED: Let me -- Mr. Secretary, did you go back to the president and ask for more funds
because of the critical needs of the Army and the Marine Corps for reset?

SEC. RUMSFELD: We have certainly gone to the president and the Office of Management and
Budget and explained the need for reset and negotiated It extensively with the Office of
Management and Budget. And regrettably, there have been cuts made by the Congress every year
in the Defense budget. There have been not only reductions in our budget, there have been things
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that have been added in that we did not request, that required us to take money from other things.
And third, there have been things required of us that we were prevented from making savings, And
the net effect of it, if you look just taday in the authorization and appropriation bills between the
House and the Senate, it runs somewhere between 10 (billion dollars), 15 (billion dollars}, or $20
biliicn depending on how you caiculate it.

SEN. REED: S0 the White House did turn down vour request for additional money for reset.

SEC. RUMSFELD: That would not --
SEN. REED: Yes or no?

SEC. RUMSFELD: That wouid not be correct.

SEN. REED: 50 you did not ask.

SEC, RUMSFELD: I can't say that, because we went through an extensive discussion and
negotiation and we ended up with the budget we ended up with, which was then reduced by
Congress.

SEN. REED: Last Tuesday evening the Senate passed an appropriation for %13 billion of
additional fundings to reset. Is that money appropriate or is it in some way a waste of resources?

SEC. RUMSFELD: It is clearly needed.

SEN. REED: And why didn't you ask the White House, before they sent the request to
Congrass, for that clearly needed money?

SEC. RUMSFELD: We did talk to the White House about it, and that's where the number came
from, was from the Department of Defense.

SEN. REED: Mr. Secretary, what you're saying, I think, is either you asked for the money and
they said no, or you accepted a limit despite the needs that you recognize for reset. It's one or the
other.

SEC, RUMSFELD: You've lost me. You were talking about --

SEN. REED: Well, vou've lost -- I think you've lost everyone with this dialogue.

SEC. RUMSFELD: First you were talking about 4.9 billion {dollars), I thought. Now vyou're
talking about the 13 billion -- 13.1 billion {(dollars}, I think. And we have requested that of OMB, and
they have requested of Congress, and Congress has put it in the bill, as I understand it has.

SEN. REED: Well, when did you request the 13 billion (dollars), Mr, Secretary?

SEC. RUMSEELD: Within the last period of months, weeks.

SEN. REED: Weeks.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Yeah, weeks,

SEN. REED: Days. Why didn't you request the 13 blllion (dollars) when the budget was being
prepared to be sent to the Congrass?
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SEC. RUMSFELD: When the budget was being prepared to be sent to the Congress, it was --
would have been January of last year for the budget that's being -- still has not been passed by the
Congress this year. And for the supplemental, it would have been late last year, not beginning of
last year, but late last year, when those budgets are prepared. We gain knowledge every month
that goes by. And it's very clear the Army has a reset problem. And it's also clear that the 13 billion
(dollars) is needed.

SEN. REED: Mr. Secretary, it's very clear that two-thirds of the Army operating force, active
and reserve, is now reporting as unready. There is not a single non-deployed Army brigade combat
team in the United States that is ready to deploy. The bottom line is that we have no ready
strategic reserve. And this is a stunning indictment of your leadership.

SEC. RUMSFELD: 1 think it's an inaccurate statement,
SEN. REED: How so? Have you seen the readiness reports, Mr. Secretary?

SEC. RUMSFELD: I have.

SEN. REED: And it's inaccurate to say that the readiness report for the Army does not {sic)
indicate severe equipment shortages, leaving many -- many brigades in the United States as non-
deployabie?

SEC. RUMSFELD: If you'll allow me a few minutes to respond, it's complicated, but I'd be
happy to do so. I stand with what I say. [ think the characterization that you made is not accurate.
And it is complicated. If one sees a chart that shows a deterioration, like this, over a five, six,
seven, 10-year period, one has to assume that the readiness of the military, in this case the Army,
has deterlorated.

Now, the fact of the matter is if you begin with a standard, a requirement that is X, and then
you show the beginning of the chart, and then at the end you have changed your requirement
because you've decided you need different things, you've learned from the experiences of the last
period of years and you've increased your requirements to 5X, and then you compare yourself
against 5X; so if you've improved 300 percent, you were at 100 percent to begin, at 1X, and now
you need 35X, you've decided your requirement’s different, and you've improved 300 percent to get
there, you're still short of that requirement. And that's what shows the deterioration.

The fact of the matter is, the equipment that the military has today is vastly better today than
it was five years ago. The readiness of our capabilities are -- if you measure them against full
spectrum, you can say they're not ready to do everything that anyone conceivably might need to
do.

On the other hand, if you ask the readiness of the forces with respect to what they're being
asked to do, ask General Abizaid, "Are the forces over there capable of doing what they're doing,
equipped and trained to do what they're daing,” he will tell you yes.

iIf you ask General Schoomaker, "Are the armed forces of the United States considerably
better today, more capable, better equipped, than they were five years ago,” he will say yes.

And if you ask General Pace the question "Is the United States today capable of dgoing --
fulfilling the requirements that the country has put on them,"” the answer is yes.

SEN. REED: Well, let me take that opportunity. General Pace, have you seen the last --

SEN. WARNER: Senator, wait 2a minute,

SEN. REED: Excuse me. ExXcUuse me,
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SEN. WARNER: We are way over your time. And just a minute. We need to aliow the witness
to fully respond to your question. And I think your question's been stated. We'l have ancther
round, and you can pursue this at that time. But I have to accommodate other members who --
quite a bit over your time.

Has the witness had the opportunity to fully reply to the question before him?

SEC. RUMSFELD: I have. I think it would be useful, just for the context, if Senator -- the
senatar's last question could be responded to by General Pace.

SEN. WARNER: Yes.

SEN. REED: Listen, Mr. Chairman, would you allow me to ask my questions, rather than have
_ the secretary ask my guestions for me?

SEN. WARNER: Well, now, Senator, just a minute.
SEN. REED; And if ['ve given my up time, then my time is gone:

EN. WARNER: We've allowed you to ask your question very fully. It was stated. It is in the

record, I think with clarity, and the secretary was responding. We'll have a second round, in which
time you can further pursue this important subject. I recognize the importance of this subject.

Now, the secretary's asked for General Pace to give his pérspective in response to the
senator's question.

GEN. PACE: Mr. Chairman, thank you.

Readiness is reflected in personnel, in training and in equipment. Any time a unit comes back
from any deployment, when I was battalion commander, the unif has peopile change out, and
therefore the personnel numbers go down. The training, as a result of the unit coming back, starts
out anew, into the new cycle. And equipment is taken from what's been used and put into depot

_ maintenance. That's in normal peacetime.

| In wartime, we are using eguipment at much greater rates. Sb we have a notional unit that
has a hundred trucks, and they deploy and they come back, and the trucks normally would be
driven a thousand miles in a year, and they're driven 10,000 miles in combat. You have a larger
number of those vehicles that end up being put into the depot maintenance, which for the unit that
is home then, reduces their readiness based on availability of eguipment. The units that are
forward, have had not only the equipment that they went over with, but have been augmented,
thanks to the Congress providing the funding. "

For example, our up-armored humvees, the requirement globally when we started in
September of '01, was about 2,000. That number now is up at 12,000. We have bought up to those
12,000 and we have used them in combat, and now a number of those 12,000 are currently in
depot maintenance, So we're way over the 2,000 we started to begin with, but now, because of
maintenance, usage, and combat losses, we're below the 12,000 that folks are asking for today.

So it's very difficult when you turn the kaileidoscope to see all the pieces, and it does not allow
itself to have a straight, easy answer, oo

Fundamentally, the United States Army is much more capable today. Fundamentaily, the Army
- that is fighting our war for us today deployed is in tremendous shape personnel, training and

equipment-wise,

But it is absolutely a fact that for various budgetary reasons, some of which are a result of
actions taken by the Congress, that we do not have enough funding currently to provide for the
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repair of all of the equipment that currently sits at our depots waiting to be repaired. And I believe
that's where the dialegue is about how much money is need. That $13.1 billion, as I understand it,
if approved by Congress, will in fact allow the Marine Corps and the Army to take the equipment
that is currently stacked up at their depots, hire the workforce, and begin the process. But what has
happened, when we've lost -- when we've not had budgets and we've had continuing resolutions,
some of the workforce has had to be let go. And we cannot have the depots naot know whether or
not they're going to be able to have the funding long-term to hire people. We cannot go out and
hire mechanic Pace for six months, and then to let him go and expect to hire him back again.

I would ask as we look at this, that we look at some kind of no- year funding that is focused
on the backlog of equipment repair that will allow the depots to consciously go out and hire people
who can stay in the workforce long enough to get this work done.

SEN. WARNER: The senator from Rhode Island raises a very important question, and we will
further explore it in the course of this hearing.

Mr. Secretary, I'm going to seek to get documentation that I looked at where you did engage
with OMB about the need for these funds. So I think that documentation will be put in this record.

Senator Inhofe.

But before you begin, Senator, I'm advised by the cloakroom that we have two back-to-back
votes, It's my intention to go over quickly and vote at the first vote. And, Senator McCain, [ would
ask that you chair as I'm going to be absent for that vote. And we'll keep the hearing going,
colleagues, as members and come and go on these votes.

Senator Inhofe,

SEN, JAMES INHOFE (R-DKY: Thank you, Mr, Chairman, And I do want to thank you for
giving General Pace the cpportunity to respond to that question. I think that was an excellent

response,

Let me just make a couple of observations if I might. I find it really interesting -- I think most
of the members of this committee have been to Irag varying numbers of times. And there are some
of them who have not been at all. And when you get the reaction, the response and the opinions
that are formulated by those who have not been there, it's totally different than those who have
really been there and understand firsthand what's going on.

There's no better example of that than an article that was in the paper in USA Today just this
morning that said only -- without quoting a source, at least I didn't see a source -- of the 18
provinces, anly one was able to be secured just with the Iragis. On the other hand, Dr. Rubaie, who
is a person I have known for quite some time, the new NSA, said that right now four out of 18 are
undger the protection and security of Iragi security forces, and there are nine more that will be in a
very short period of time, which is 13 out of 18.

When you hear people who have not been there and depend on press reparts, there's no way
that they can get the resolve that our troops have. There's no way -- I will share with you, General
Pace, since this is up in the Marines' area in Fallujah, an experience up there with this Dr. Madhi
that you've met many times, I'm sure. Dr. Madhi -- or General Madhi was actually the brigade
commander for Saddam Hussein. He hated Americans until he started embedded training with
Marines, and he learned to love them so much that he said that when they rotated them out, that
they cried. And he then renamed the Iraqi security forces at Fallujah the Fallujah Marines,

Things llke that that are going on that you can only get by being there and experiencing it.

Now, I came back from my 11th trip to the CENTCOM AOR, and I timed that trip so that it was
right after Zarqawi saw his demise, and after the new Cabinet appointments were put into place,
And you hear a lot about Maliki and so forth, and perhaps even Jassim. But when you sit down and
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spend quality time with them, you get a different impression than you do by looking at the media
here. And certainly Dr. Rubaie is the same way.

General Jassim at that time, General Pace, said -- and [ would like to -- or maybe General
Abizaid could respond to this -~ he said at that time that of the 36 brigades, 17 were -- we're talking
about the Iraqi brigades now -- 17 were at level 2, or in other words, were capable of autonomous
cperations, and of the 112 battalions, 62 were at level 2.

Now, this was two months ago. And do you think it -- do you agree with his assessment at
that time of those who are trained and equipped, Iraqi security forces? And has that changed in the
last two months?

GEN. ABIZATID: Well, Senator Inhofe, I think the best way to characterize where the Iragis
are doing well has to do with their units that are in the lead, in the lead in the security structure in
whatever area that's been assigned to them.

In October of “04 -- of " 05, one division, four brigades and 23 battalions of the Iragi armed
forces were in the lead in their sectors. Today, it's four divisions, 21 brigades and 77 battalions.
Fhat's a pretty impressive gain. And I think it's really important for people to understand that while
there are a lot of very important warning signals that can't be tost to us about where sectarian
viclence is heading in Baghdad, the most important point that we've got to keep in mind is that the
army is holding together and that the government is committed to bringing the sectarian violence
under control.

S50 the question is, am I optimistic whether or not Iraqgi forces with our support, with the
backing of the Iraqi government can prevent the slide to civil war? My answer is yes, I'm optimistic
that that slide can be prevented.

SEN. INHOFE: Well, that is consistent with what we get from the other side, It's -- 1 like
these hearings here where we get it from you, but also to go over there and see what they have to
say about it, And I have to say this, that [ was incredibly impressed. 1 mean, we are familiar with
Maliki, but Minister Jassim and this Dr. al-Rubin (sp) -- Rubaie, someone [ have known sometime
before, they are very, very optimistic about their level of professionalism,

And when you talk to the troops, getting back up to Fallujah, I was up there during the
elections, and knowing that they were actually risking their lives going to -- they were just rejoicing
at that time, asking them the guestion, "Do you see the time in the future where you're going to be
able to take over your own security?” They're just very enthusiastic, they say it is.

There's one area that --

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator Inhofe, if I may, I just want to say, the Iragi soldiers are fighting,
they're taking casualties, they are fighting for their nation, they are trying to get the sectarian
viclence and the insurgency under control, and they deserve an enormous amount of our respect
and support. And so I think sometimes we seem to think that we're the only forces there; we're not,
There's 220,000 plus Iraqls that are out there fighting and doing a pretty good job. And yes, there
are some problems within their organizations, but they are maturing and they are doing better and
they'll continue to do better.

SEN. INHOFE: And they're committed. I happened to be in the -- in Saddam's hometown
when they -- the training area was bombed by the terrorists, and about 40 of them, 41 I think it
was, were ejther killed or very seriously injured. Those families, those 40 families resupplied a
member of their family to replace the one that was killed. I mean, this is the type of thing -- the
stories you don't hear.

I know my time's expired, but for the record, Senator McCain, I'd like to ask them to give us
some Information. According to Chiarelli and several others and including the Iragis, probably one of
the most serious problems, even though it doesn't have a lot of sex appeal to it, is the logistics,
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both civilian and military, and the problem that we -- the organizational structure to distribute
simple equipment and supplles Isn't there. And I'd like to get your opinions as to what we're trying
to do to correct the problemn of logistical problems.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. MCCAIN: Senator Nelson. Senator Ben Nelson.

SEN. BEN NELSON {D-NE): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Again, thank you, gentlemen, for
being here today. I think your testimony and response to questions have been very helpful.

In connection with a number of Iragi troops who are combat- capable out of the 250,000 plus
security forces that are there, is there any estimate of the number who would be combat-capable?

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, Senator, for the record, the number of trained Iragi police, border
security and Iraqi military forces -- the number's closer to 275,000,

The combat capability within the army -- I think, again, the best measure are those units that
are in the lead, which are, you know, four brigades -- or four divisions, 21 brigades and 77
battalions, But there's a very detailed list of what unit is at what level that we can certainly provide
to you,

SEN. BEN NELSON: That would be very helpful. Kind of the --
GEN: ABIZAID: They are much improved, and they continue to improve every month

SEN. BEN NELSON: Which is part of the emphasis on standing their mititary up so that we
¢an stand ours down. The faster and the more capable they are, hopefully, then, there should be
some sort of connection with the reduction of our forces as a result of that.

In terms of the police -- lat's say the municipal police -- do we know what percentage or what
number of the total number you would look at as being not only combat or -- capably trained but
honest, and as part of the overall government, as opposed to a militia?

GEN, ABIZATID: It's a difficult question to answer. There are some places where the local
police are exceptionally efficient and very honest, very capable. There are other areas where we
know that they've been infiltrated by various militias, such as in Basra, where the government and
the British forces that are down there are doing their best to stand down those units, retrain them,
and bring them on line in a credible and capable manner.

As far as the national police forces are concerned, in Baghdad it's clear that there are a
number of battalions. Again, without my notes in front of me, I'd take it for the record. But there
are 2 number of battalions that need to be stood down and retrained. And General Casey and
Dempsey are working to do that now.

SEN. BEN NELSON: Do we know whether approximately 50 or 30 percent --
GEN. ABJZAID: No, I'd say it's probably 30 percent.

SEN. BEN NELSON: Thirty percent.

GEN. ABIZAXYD: That's national police, which is separate and distinct from --

SEN. BEN NELSON: Municipal or -- and/for the military.
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You know, I think the debate about whether we have a date for withdrawal or there's an open-
ended commitment, hopefully there -- the debate will continue. But I wonder about an approach
that is different than setting a date for withdrawal and to close any question about whether it's an
open-ended commitment will be better approached on setting conditions for staying with the prime
minister, with the Iragi government. In other words, there's a lot of slippage on how we have
standing up to stand down, in terms of their military and versus our military, because things change
on the ground.

But do we have some idea of what our conditions for staying are? Is there a tipping point in
terms of their ability or inability to get to a certain level so that they can deal with sectarian
violence on their own or the Sunni insurgency, to govern themselves but also to secure themselves?

I guess I would feel more comfortable if we could establish some sort of metrics to know what
it takes in terms of percentage, numbers, and what it will take in terms of time, so that we can say
that they are capable of not only governing themselves with the elected government, but also in
terms of securing themselves so they can govern themselves.

I don't know who would like to take that question, but I throw it out to all three of you.

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, Senator, the government's been in existence now for three months,
They've got a lot of work to do to cement their capability to govern. It's a very difficult thing to
bring in a new government under these conditions of sectarian vioclence and insurgency.

[ think it's very important for people to understand, while there may be a military metric to
units in the Iragi army that are equipped and trained and them taking over certain battlespace,
there's also a very, very important political aspect to this reduction of sectarian violence, which is
the various communities getting together and agreeing upon ways to reduce the sectarian viclence
themselves, It's important that there be a national reconciliation effort, and it's important that there
be agreed-upon measures to move forward with various militias that are operating outside of
government control,

I think a combination of those things will lead to less violence over time, establish the role of
the national government in Iraq and allow us to bring our level of forces down as appropriate.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Senator Nelson, I'd just add that the ambassador, U.5. ambassador, and
General Casey have established a comimittee or a commission with the new I[ragi government and
the national security officials in that government to address the very issues you're raising as to
what are the things that need to be done, because as General Abizaid correctly points out, they
reach weil beyond military capability.

SEN. NELSON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you for your answers,

SEN. MCCAIN: Senator Thune.
SEN, JOHN THUNE (R-SD): Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And General, General, Mr. Secretary, thank you for being here and for your responsas to the
questions.

I'd like to, General Abizaid, just to ask a question. | talked to a soldier last week who has had
two deployments to Iraq, and raised the guestion about whether or not the objectives and the goals
that we have in Iraq are aligned with the goals that the Iragi people have; and that they aren't. And
ane of the reasons -- it seems to me, at least, if we're going to get control of the sectarian situation
there, the Iragi people have to buy into what's happening in Iraq.
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And his suggestion was that they haven't. And [ know that when we've traveled to Irag -- and
I was there a coupie of months back with Senator McCain's delegation -- you know, we hear from,
obviously, the commanders and we talk with some of our troops. In most cases we don't have a lot
of interaction with the Iragi people.

But I'm just wondering if you could comiment about the overall -~ the interaction that we have
with the Iragi people, our troops on the ground over there, the temperature in terms of their
willingness to be a part of a national unity govermment, a democratic Irag and that sort of thing,
relative to what we're trying to accomplish there.

I mean, this was one soldier, who says he visits with these folks all the time and thinks that
their interest and their objectives and goals are not aligned with what ours are there.

GEN, ABIZAID: Well, there are certainly people in Iraqg that don't want Irag to come together
as an independent state, There are terrorist groups that have views that they want Iraq to descend
into a state of anarchy and chaos 5o they can establish safe havens for terrorism in the region. But I
think that as I go around and I talk to Iragi military officers, Iragi government officials and people
throughout the country, and I think General Casey certainly would echo this, the majority of the
people want Iraq to come together as a free and independent nation that is capable of being a
meaningful member of the community of nations in that part of the world that's not dominated by
either Iranians or dominated by Sunni extremist groups. And I believe that they know they have to
fight in order to achieve that.

SEC. RUMSFELD: I think it cught not to be surprising, Senator, that an American soldier
would visit with Iragis and see that they do have a different perspective. They live in a different part
of the world, they have a different history, and it's fully understandable. On the other hand, 12
milliecn of them went out and voted, and they went out and fashioned a constitution and then
ratified it. It's there for the world to see. And they have been voting in increasing numbers.

So while you're right and General Abizaid is certainly right that there are Ba'athists who want
to take back the country, there are Shi'a who would like to dominate it to the detriment of the
Sunnis, the fact of the matter is that 12 millien Iraqgis went out and voted for that constitution. And
that's not nothing. It's something important.

SEN. THUNE: And I appreciate General Abizaid's comment, which I've heard you make
previously, as well, that the forces that want to hold the country together and see it succeed
outnumber and are greater than those that want to see it fail. But I just wanted to get your
assessment of, sort of on the ground, the average Iraqgi on the street type view of what's happening
there, because it seems to me, at least, that that's a key component in starting to turn over
information on some of the bad guys who are committing the violence there and really making this
thing work.

One other question has to do again with the borders and how are we doing with respect to
Iran and Syria. Foreign arms serve as the lifeblood of the insurgent groups. And does the Iragi
government see that as a threat to their sovereignty? And are they stepping up and doing some of
the work to protect the borders and make sure that a lot of the arms that are coming in are cut off?

What's your assessment of that? I've asked a lot of questions of your colleagues who have
been in front of this committee about IEDs, for example, and where are they getting the materials
to make these IEDs.

And it seems at least a lot of that's coming from some of these other countries and if that -- I
know it's impossible, with the length of the borders and the -- everything else, to completely shut it
off. But are there efforts being made to regulate and control the materials that are coming in, that
are being used to inflict casualties on our troops?

GEN. ABIZAID: Yes, Senator, there is a lot of effort building 2 border force. The border force
is effective in some areas, less effective In others. The Iraqi armed forces also back up the border
forces.
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The Syrian border remains the primary conduit for foreign fighters. I think those numbers
remain less a hundred or so that are transiting back and forth.

The vast majority of the munitions that are used inside Iraq come from inside Iraq. There are
certainly smuggling routes that Iranian Revolutionary Guard Qods Force people are using to bring in
[EDs into the south and into some of the northern portions of Irag that have been used. And it's
clear that that's taken place.

SEN. THUNE: Were those weapons caches that were discovered this last week -- has it been
determined whether those were leftovers from the previous regime, or are those that have come in
-- they've fiooded in from other countries?

GEN. ABIZAID: Sir, I'd have to see the specific report. There's weapon caches found every
day.

SEN. THUNE; Yeah. All right.

GEN. PACE: Sir, just to help with that number, it's - we've 420,000 tons of ammunition
captured and destroyed in some over 14,000 jocations in theater. So It's a huge cache location, and
we find them every day.

SEN. THUNE: Yeah. Thank you. I thank you for your outstanding service to our country. And
Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

SEN. MCCAJIN: Senator Clinton.

SEN. HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON {D-NY): Thank you very much, Senator McCain.

Mr. Secretary, we're glad you're here.

In your opening statement, you referenced the common sense of Americans. I think it's fair to
say that that collective common sense overwhelmingly does not either understand or approve of the
way you and the administration are handling and Afghanistan.

Under your leadership, there have been numerous errors in judgment that have led us to
wheare we are in Iragq and Afghanistan. We have a full-fledged insurgency and full-blown sectarian
conflict in Iraq.

Now, whether yvou label it a civil war or not, it certainly has created a situation of extreme
viclence and the continuing loss of life among our troops and of the Iraaqis.

You did not go into Iraq with enough troops to establish law and order. You disbanded the
entire Iragi army. Now we're trying to recreate it. You did not do encugh planning for what is called
phase four and rejected all the planning that had been done previously to maintain stability after
the regime was overthrown. You underestimated the nature and strength of the insurgency, the
sectarian violence and the spread of Iranian influence.

L.ast year Congress passed the United States Policy in Irag Act, which I strongly supported.
This law declares 2006 to be a year of significant transition to full Iragi sovereignty, with Iraqgi
security forces taking the lead for the security of a free and sovereign Iraq, thereby creating the
conditions for the phased redeployment of U.5. forces from Iraq.

However, we appear to be moving in the opposite direction, with the number of U5, troops In
Irag scheduled to increase, not decrease. That's the only way I think you can fairly consider the
decision with respect to the 172nd Stryker Brigade.
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S50 Mr. Secretary, as we return to our states for the August recess, our constituents have a lot
of questions and concerns about the current state of affairs in both Iraq and Afghanistan. 1 don't
need to remind any of us that we continue to lose our young men and women: 120 from New York
alone,

Besides the U.5. losses, violence does seem to be increasing. From January to June of this
yvear there were 14,338 Iraqi civilan casualties, at least as far as anyone ¢can count -- in May and
June alone, more than 5,000 deaths and 5,700 injuries. In a July 22nd article in The New York
Times General Abizaid was quoted as saying "Two months after the new Iraqi government took
office, the security gains that we had hoped for had not been achieved.”

Then there was the big ballyhooed announcement of "Forward Tegether” and the commitment
by the new Iraqi government to secure Baghdad. Two months into that, it's clear it's not working,
and we are now putting in more American troops, and, following the lead of Senator McCain's line of
guestioning, removing them from other places that are hardiy stable and secure.

In Afghanistan your administration's credibility is also suspect. In December 2002 you said the
Taliban are gone. In September 2004 President Bush said the Taliban no longer is in existence.
However, this February DIA Director Lieutenant General Maples said that in 2005 attacks by the
Taliban and other anti-coalition forces were up 20 percent from 2004 leveis, and these insurgents
were a greater threat to the Afghan government's efforts to expand its authority than at any time
since 2001. Further, General Eikenberry made a comparable comment with respect to the dangers
that are now going on in Afghanistan and the failure to be able to secure it.

Obviously, I could go on and on. A recent book, aptly titled "Fiasco", describes in some detail
the decision-making apparatus that has led us to this situation. So Mr., Secretary, when our
constituents ask for evidence that your policy in Iraq and Afghanistan will be successful, you don't
ieave us with much to talk about, Yes, we hear a lot of happy talk and rosy scenarios, but because
of the administration’s strategic biunders and, frankly, the record of incompetence in executing, you
are presiding over a failed policy. Given your track record, Secretary Rumsfeld, why should we
believe your assurances now?

SEC. RUMSFELD:; My goodness, First, I'll -- I've tried to make notes and to follow the
prepared statement you've presented.

First of all, it's true, there is sectarian conflict in Iraq, and there is a loss of life. And it's a(n)
unfortunate and tragic thing that that's taking place. And it is true that there are people who are
attempting to prevent that government from being successful. And they are the people who are
blowing up buildings and killing innocent men, women and children, and taking off the heads of
people on television, And the idea of their prevailing is unacceptabie,

Second, you said the number of troops were wrong, I guess history will make a judgment on
that. The number of troops that went in and the number of troops that were there every month
since and the number of troops that are there today reflected the best judgment of the military
commanders on the ground, their superiors, General Pace, General Abizaid, the civilian leadership of
the Department of Defense and the president of the United States. I think it's not carrect to assume
that they were wrong numbers. And I don't think the evidence suggests that, and it will be
interesting to see what history detides.

The balance between having too many and contributing to an insurgency by the feeling of
occupation and the risk of having togo few and having the security situation not be sufficient for the
political progress to go forward is a complicated set of decisions. And I don't know that there's any
guide book that tells you how to do it. There's no rule book, there's no history for this. And the
judgments that have been made have been made by exceedingly well-trained people: the
gentlemen sitting next to me, the people on the ground in Iraq.

They were studied and examined and analyzed by the civilian leadership and by the president,
and they were confirmed. And so | think your assertion is at least debatable.
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The idea that the army was disband, I think, is one that's kind of flying around. My impression
Is that to a great extent that army disbanded Itself. Our forces came in so fast. It was made up of a
lot of Shi*a conscripts who didn't want to be in it, and thousands or at least many, many hundreds
of Sunni generais who weren't about to hang around after Saddam Hussein and his sons and
administration were replaced. The work to build 3 new army has included an awful lot of the people
from the prior army, and it has benefitted from that.

Third, the assertion that the government rejected all the planning that had been done before
is just simply false. That's not the case. The planning that had been done before was taken into
account by the people who were executing the post-major combat operations activities,

The comments about Baghdad I'll possibly let General Abizaid comment on.

The goal is not have U.S. forces do the heavy lifting in Baghdad. There are many, many more
Iraqi forces in Baghdad. The role of the U.S. forces is to help them, to provide logistics, to assist
them as needed and to create a presence that will allow the Iraqgi security forces to succeed. And
then, as our forces step back, the Iragi -- allow the Iragi security forces to be sufficient te maintain
order in the city. I can't predict if it will work this time. It may or it may not. It happens to
represent the best judgment of General Casey, General Chiarelli and the military leadership. And
General Abizaid and General Pace and I have reviewed it, and we think that it is a sensible
approach, as General Abizaid testified earlier.

Afghanistan. I don't know who said what about whether Taliban are gone, but in fact, the
Taliban that were running Afghanistan and ruling Afghanistan were replaced, and they were
replaced by an election that took place in that country. And in terms of a government or a
governing entity, they were gone, and that's a fact. :

Are there still Taliban around? You bet, Are they occupying safe havens in Afghanistan and
other places -- correction -- in Pakistan and other places? Certainly they are. Does the violence -- is
the violence up? Yes. Does the violence tend to be up during the summer and spring and surmmer
and fall months? Yes, it does. And it tends to decline during the winter period.

Is it a -- does that represent failed policy? I don't know. I would say not. I think you've got an
awful lot of very talented people engaged in this, and the decisions that are being made are being
made with great care after a great deal of consideration. Are there setbacks? Yes. Are there things
that people can't anticipate? Yes. Does the enemy have a brain and continue to make adjustments
on the ground requiring our forces to continue to make adjustments? You bet. Is that going to be
the case? I think so. 1Is this problem going to get solved in the near term, about this long struggle
against violent extremism? No, I don't believe it is. I think it's going to take some time.

And 1 know the question was some wars lasted three years, some wars lasted four years,
some wars lasted five years. The Cold War lasted 40-plus years. And the struggle against violent
extremists who are determined to prevent free people from exercising their rights as free people is
going to go on a long time and it's going to be a tough one, That does not mean that we have to
spend the rest of our lives as United States armed forces in Iraq. The Iraqls are going to have to
take that over. We can’t want freedom more for the Iraqi people than they want for themselves,
And Senator Thune mentioned earlier about that issue. And 1 would point out, the number of tips
that have been coming from Afghan -- or Iragi people have been going up steadily. They're at a
very high level. And it does suggest to me that the Iragi people do want to have a free country, as |
mentioned, because of their voting patterns.

S0 [ would disagree strongly with your statement.

SEN. CLINTON: Well, Mr. Secratary, I know you would, and I know you feel strongly about it.
But there's a track record here. This is not 2002, 2003, 2004, '05, when you appeared before this
committee and made many comments and presented, you know, many assurances that have,
frankly, proven to be unfulfilled and --
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SEC. RUMSFELD: Senator, I don't think that's true. [ have never painted a rosy picture. 1
have been very measured in my words. And you'd have a dickens of a time trying to find instances
where I've been excassively optimistic. I understand this is tough stuff.

SEN. CLINTON: Weli, Mr. Chairman, I would like unanimous consent to submit for the record
a number of the secretary's former comments. And also, may we keep the record open for
additional questions?

SEN. WARNER: The record will remain open till the close of business taday for all members to
contribute additional questions.

SEN. CLINTON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
GEN. PACE: Senator, may I go on record, sir?

SEN. WARNER: Yes, if course.

GEN. PACE: Thank you, sir.

I think it's very important that I, as chairman, having been vice chairman since 1 October of
2001, having been part of a dialogue, having worked closely with General Franks, General Casey,
General Abizaid, all the Joint Chiefs, the numbers of forces that have been requested up the chain of
command have been thoroughly discussed pros and cons, of the balance, what was needed, how we
might provide it, the equipment, the tactics of the major operations -- all of those things have come
up through the Joint Chiefs.

We have given our best military advice.

The collaborative nature between our leaders here in Washington and those in the field is as
thorough and complete as I can imagine. I have personally been part of each of those decisions.
And [ want to go on record as saying that I, along with the loint Chiefs, have been, continue £0 be
part of the decision process. And everything, to my knowledge, that we have ever asked for with
regards to equipment or personnel has been provided to us.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you very rmuch, General. Again, I've listened to this very important
colloquy, but 1 do believe, Mr. Secretary, and having followed this, as is my responsibility, these
many years, I think both Secretary Rumsfeld; your predecessor, General Myers; and you, General
Pace, have always made statements which were in balance and definitely indicating the seripusness
of the conflict and the fact that it's going to be a long and a drawn-out one.

And our record has many, many entries in it to the effect that the president and the secretary
of Defense have relied upon the advice of the senior military commanders in structuring those force
levels, And we’ll be happy to include in the record some material of cur own on that point.

And 1 think, given the number of guestions coming about the record, I'll hold the record open
till close of business on Friday.

Senator Dayton.

SEN. MARK DAYTON {D-MN): Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank sincerely each of you for your service to our country. I know that all of you
live with enormous demands of your positions and the conditions around the world.

With respect, I say that we and, more importantly, the American pecple deserve to be told, I
think, more candidly, perhaps, than we have so far why the Iragis remain incapable of succeeding in

NY TIMES 1834




Iraq and, since our success is predicated on their success, what we and they are going to do about
it,

Secretary Rumsfeld, you said in your remarks that you remain confident in the good common
sense of the American people, and [ agree with you that that confidence is well placed. And the
American pegple can tell the difference between succeeding and failing. They perceive, [ think
correctly, that the Iraqis are failing in Irag, and that our couragecus troops continue to bear the
brunt of the Iraqi failures and that the realities there, overall, are getting worse, not better.

I believe that all of you are mistaken to cast the failures in Iraq as a test of our citizens' will
and resolve, I think it's unfair to the American people to do so.

I respectfully disagree with your assertion, General Pace, that most Americans are not affected
by this war every day. Most of them lived through 9/11, as you did and we did. They remain
profoundly affected by it. They accepted the president's assertion that the United States invasion of
Irag was essential to protect our national security, that Saddarm Hussein possessed weapons of
mass destruction, as the president -- the vice president said, immediately and urgently threaten the
United States.

The American peoplte continue to support the war, even after no weapons of mass destruction
were found, even when their sons and daughters and husbands and wives, as you said, Generai,
over a million of them have been sent haifway around the world risking their lives, giving their lives
te carry out the arders of their commander in chief. It isn't their will, the will of the American people
that's being tested; it's their tolerance for failure.

Over 2,600 Minnesota National Guard men and women are now serving in Iraq. They're away
from their families for 18 months. Some of them will never return alive. They come from 80 of 80 --
of Minnesota's 87 counties. They're the best and the brightest in their communities. $o it's not just
their families, but it's entire comrmunities that are affected by their absences, And so those families
and their fellow citizens deserve to know when the Iraqis are going to be able to take over
responsibility -- civically and militarily and security -- so0 that they come home with that victory that
they achieved when they toppled the Saddam Hussein regime is secured.

I've attended, as all of my colleagues have, I'm sure, far too many funerals and wakes in
Minnesota, where hundreds and even thousands of grateful and grieving citizens attend. Every gne
of those funerals is a leading news story in all of the state-wide media.

So the people of Minnesota, I believe in this country are asking us, you and we, their leaders,
is to tell thern, you know, what is really going on there, not with political spins from either side of
the aisle, but the truth, the basic facts. What is the situation in Iraq? Why is it seemingly getting
worse not better, as evidenced -- as others have said -- by the need to bring more U.5. troops into
Baghdad, the capital city? What is our strategys What is our strategy for reversing that slide?

What is the solution to getting -- the inability of the Iraqis -- [ remember being with General
Petraeus in Iraq in December of 2004. He talked candidly there about the -- {laughs) -- he said the
most difficult situation he ever faced in his career, trying to train these forces to stand up -- not to
the American Army, but to the -- their fellow citizens, these insurgents, some terrorists,

But we're told again and again, at least in most of the briefings, 95- plus percent of this
viclence is generated by indigenous Iragis. 50, their standing up -- their inability to stand up to
their fellow citizens has caused, according to the reports I've read, some 850,000 Iraqgi citizens to
flee the country because they can't even, you Know, 90 to work every day, can't go to school
without basic security. Again, by the indicators that | can look at -- and they're mixed, but

predominantly this is a failed effort by the Iraql people, and it continues to be. And, you know, what
-- when are we going to see some indications of their abilities to succeed? And if not, what are we

going to do about it? {(Mr.) Secretary, I'll ask you and then others to respond.

GEN. ABIZAID: I'd like to respond.
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SEN. DAYTON: General?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator Dayton, thank you. 1 disagree. I believe the Iragis are capable of
succeeding. I believe they do want to succeed. I believe they are honorable people who want to live
a better life and have security for their children just like we do. These forces of extremism are
strong. They are very, very ruthless, They are well-connected not only inside Iraq, but globally. And
they present a formidabie force that has to be dealt with.

We are not operating in the region in some sort of a battlefield where the enemy doesn't exist.
The enemy exists in Iraq. It exists in Afghanistan, in Pakistan, in Saudi Arabia, in Egypt, in Jordan,
in Lebanon. You name the location and the region, and they exist there, People say the war started
on September 11th, 2001. But you can make a case for the war having started in October of 1983
when Hezbellah destroyed the Marine barracks and killed over 200 American Marines that were
stationed there. You could say the war played itself out, to a certain extent, at a lower level in
Somalia, where we stayed there for a short period of time and then ieft. You could say that throwing
a few TLAMs at this enemy created the circumstances by which we had toe end up facing this enemy
with greater force and greater perseverance and greater patience and courage than we had been
able to muster before then. This is a very serious problem that reguires the appiication of our
national might and will along with that of the international community to face down the extremist
threat, whether it's sponsored by Iran or whether it comes from al Qaeda, or we will fight one of the
biggest wars we've ever fought.

Weapons of mass destruction may not have been found in Iraq, but this enemy is trying to
develop weapons of mass destruction. We know that from just looking at any unclassified website
you want to look at, They are working at it day after day, and they want to use it against us. And
we can simply not walk way from this enemy until the people in the region have the capacity to deal
with it themselves, And they want to do that. We have got to shape the environment that aliows
them to help themselves.

And it's (a) slow process. When I think of how long it took us -- it took us to win the
revolution, and then to solidify cur own independence and freedom through the Constitution and
eventually through our own civil war, this is not {an) easy task. This is a very, very difficult task.
And I think we should give the people in the region credit for wanting to live a better fife and
achieve greater security and stability. We have to help them if we are going to keep our own
children safe from the greater dangers that lurk out there.

SEN., DAYTON: Generai, | don't say this is about walking away from the enemy. 1 don't think
the American people -- [ think it's a very unfair characterization. I can say 1 voted against the
resolutions to set a timetable to begin -- (inaudible) -~ the American troops. I've gotten a lot of heat
back home. So be it. Because I agree the military command needs to decide what force level is
necessary to carry out the misston that they're assigned by their commander in chief, and I'm not
going to second-guess that,

But I express the concern that that force level is going to remain there indefinitely because of
the incapacity of the Iraqi society. And I recognize that after living 25 years under a severe
dictatorship, you know, that it takes some time. But we heard testimony last week from Iraqis that
the Health Ministry Is mare corrupt than it was under Saddam Hussein. The amount of electricity in
Baghdad, we're told, is 8 hours a day. I was there with the chairman in July of 2003, vou know. And
as you well know, sir, being there, when you get 115-degree temperatures and no air conditioning
and no running water and sanitation, and no refrigeration, you know, you've got a crisis on your
hand. And you know, people, as I said earlier, can't go to work without fearing, and they're fleeing,

So, I mean, again, you can't paint it all one way or the other. But it seems to me that the
incompetence, the corruption, and the incapacity of the Iragi forces, despite, you know, our three
yvear of the hast training of forces we have capahle, when you can train Americans in eight weeks,
basic training to go over and perform, I mean, to me it's inexplicable that after three years they
can't take responsibility -- more responsibility than they have s¢ far. And again, if you extrapolate
from those three years so far to a decade, the prediction that we would have to have a sizeable
force level there for 3 decade is a moderate, maybe even an optimistic prediction. I mean, are we
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guinghtu be there for a decade or two decades at this kind of force level in order to hold that country
together?

SEC. RUMSFELD: Certainly, no one anticipates having forces in Irag at these levels in a
decade. And the Iraqgi security forces, as I say, have gone from zero -- they've been trained and
equipped -- up to 275,000; they're golng to complete 325,000 by the end of this year. And I don't
know what the new government wiil say is the appropriate number -- maybe that number, maybe
something more. But the -- the -- then the support systems and the strengthening of the ministry
wiltl be required as that is occurring. And I think that your characterization is going to prove to be
not correct.

SEN. DAYTON: I'm sorry, which characterization, sir?

SEC. RUMSFELD: That they could be there up for -- up to a decade.

SEN. DAYTOWN: [ hope it's not.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Yeah, I'm sure --

SEN. DAYTON: That's not my characterization, it's that of others.
SEN. WARNER: Thank you very much, Senator.

SEN. DAYTON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Mr. Chairman?

SEN. WARNER: Yes?

SEC. RUMSFELD: Something came {o my attention that I'd like to just comment on.

SEN. WARNER: Yes,

SEC. RUMSFELD: We were discussing the reset costs early on --

SEN. WARNER: And in the interim, I've got some material to put in the record that
documents. But I think it's important --

SEC. RUMSFEELD: Good. I'd just like to say --

SEN. WARNER: -- we at this point continue our colloquy on that, and that that part of your
response be inserted in the record following my comments after the senator from Rhode Istand.

Please?

SEC. RUMSFELD: Yes, Mr. Chairman. The reset costs have historically been in supplementals,
not in the original budgets. The president’s budget request for fiscal year '07 contained $50 billion
request for a supplemental allowance or a bridge fund. This bridge fund is intended to partly cover
fiscal year '07 reset costs. I say "partiy” because we fully expect to request additional supplemental
funds in the spring, as we have in prior periods.

Reset costs have always been funded in supplementals,

The 13.1 billlon (dollars) in the Stevens amendment, as I understand it, is an advance
payment on reset costs that would be covered in the spring supplemental,
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2EN. WARNER: Thank you. And I've done this research, and we'll put this in the record
following Secretary Rumsfeid's statement,

I'm going to address a decument, dated August 2, from the Executive Office of the President.
And it reads as follows. It clearly, in my judgment, supports vour statement that you have been in
constant consultation with the Office of Management and Budget on this important issue.

This document reads, in part -- and I'l put the whole document in the record -- "The
administration welcomes the cormmittee's strong support for our troops fighting in the war on terror,
The funds provided are critical continuing operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, while keeping our
military well-equipped and ready to respond. The administration urges the Senate to fully support
the proecurement request, provide full funding for Afghan and Iragi forces, to enable them to assume
full responsibility for their own security, and fully fund our coalition support to ensure timely
reimbursement of critical partners."

Now, this is right on paint. "The administration supports the Senate’s acceleration of 3.1 billion
(dollars} into the bridge that would have been requested next year in the spring supplemental,
bringing the total level of bridge funding in this bill to 63.1 billion (dollars). This action will facilitate
the needed resetting of the armed forces to continue their important missions and provide needed
certainty to military planners. This additional funding is necessary to accelerate planned efforts to
repair or replace war- damaged equipment” -- the point that you addressed, General Pace. "In
particular, these funds address Army and Marine Corps depot and unit maintenance reguirements;
procurement needs, including Abrams, Bradley, Apache and other helicopters; tactical vehicles;
trailers; generators; and bridge equipment.”

And this is the document that I'll also insert, which states the OMB funding levels. And they
were followed by the Appropriations Committee in that amendment,

50 that will be ptaced in the record, as I stated, and I thank the secretary for bringing that to
cur further attention and clarifying it.

I'll aiso put in a memorandum that I've had prepared, giving the chronological history of this
funding.

I see that we're now joined by several colleagues. Senator Dayton having finished his
testimony (sic), Senator Chambliss, you're now recognized.

SEN. SAXBY CHAMBLISS {(R-GA): Thank you very much, Mr, Chairman.

And gentlemen, thank y'all for being here. And as always -- General Pace, General --

SEN. WARNER: Senator Chambliss, the colleague to your left has indicated to the chair that
you have to depart to preside over the Senate --

SEN. LINDSEY GRAHAM {R-SC); I've got to at noon, but I can defer.

SEN, GHAMBLISS: Well, go ahead.
SEN. GRAHAM; Okay.

SEN. CHAMBLISS: If's fine with me if he wants to go ahead.

REN. GRAHAM: I've got Lo --
SEN. CHAMBLISS: Yeah.
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SEN. GRAHAM: Sure,

SEN. WARNER: Please. I thank you, Senator Chambliss.

SEN. CHAMBLISS: Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: Senator Graham.

SEN. GRAHAM: It just speaks well of Georgia. That's all I can say. (Chuckles.) The nice
people in Georgia.

SEN. WARNER: Let's get on with our business,

SEN. CHAMBLISS: This will cost him, Mr. Chairman.

EN. GRAHAM: It will. I know ['m going to pay & heavy price for this.

Well, gentlemen, thank you for all -- for coming, And I think it's important to be here and
publicly talk about the war and what's going right and what's going wrong.

But let's do Insurgency 101. The political situation in Iraq, Mr. Secretary, I think, has
dramatically improved. We've qgot a government constituted, made up of all three groups. People
voted in high numbers. It's something we should be proud of. I was with Senator Chambliss and
Cantwell and Biden on December the 15th, the national voting day.

It was something to behold. So I'd like to put on the record that the Iragi people are very
brave. They went to vote that day with people shooting at them, and they voted in larger numbers
than our primary in South Carolina, So the Iraqi people really have sacrificed a lot to get to where
they're at now, and I'd like to see them get this process completed on their terms, not the
terrorists’ terms.

But when it comes to the Sunni insurgents, how many do we believe there are, and who is
their leader?

GEN. ABIZAID: I think the number of Sunni insurgents is consistent with the intelligence
estimates of, at the bottom side, around 10,000 up to about 20,000, and there is no distinct group
that's in charge of if.

SEN. GRAHAM: What is their goal?

GEN. ABIZAID: Their goal is to -- it all depends on which group it is from within the Sunni
insurgency. If it's the former Ba'athists, it's to come back to power. If it's al Qaeda, it's to establish
chaos so that they can achieve a safe haven in the region. And then there are other various groups
within the Sunni community that keep violence on the table because they feel that it is the only
thing that they have to negotiate with against the other communities advantages that they see, that
have grown have at their own expense.

SEN. GRAHAM: On the Shi'a side, what is the goal of the Shi'a insurgency, and how many do
we think there are?

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, I -- Senator, I think it's not quite what I would call a Shi'a insurgency. 1
think there are --

SEN, GRAHAM: What would you call it?
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GENM. 5_ BIZAID: -~ Shi'a extremist groups that are trying to ensure that the Iragi government,
as voted, fails, and that they become ascendent, and you see this within parts of Jaish al-Mahdi
under Mugtada Sadr.

SEN. GRAHAM: How many people are in that camp?

GEIjI. ABIZAID: I think that those numbers are difficult to quantify because there are parts
that are in various militia groups, and there are other parts that are actively working against the
government. But I think the number's in the low thousands.

oEN. GRAHAM: Okay. Al Qaeda. After Zarqawi's death, what -- how would you rate their
capability and their make-up in terms of numbers?

GEN. ABIZAID: Al Qaeda is significantly depleted. I think their nurmbers are less than a
thousand. I think they are a tenacious and sailor group. That needs continued work, but we're
making good progress against them, and we'll continue to make good progress against them.

2EN. GRAHAM: The reason 1 bring this question up is, when you add up all the numbers,
we're talking maybe less than 30,000 people, 40,000 people?

The question for our country and the world at large is, how can we let 40,000 people in a
nation of how many million in Irag?

GEN. ABIZAID: Twenty-five, twenty-six.
SEN. GRAHAM: How many?

GEN. ABIZAID: Twenty-five, twenty-six million.

GEN. : {Off mike) -- million.

SEN. GRAHAM: Twenty-five million.

Well, why can't 200,000 armed people working together contain 30(,000) or 40,0007

SEC, RUMSFELD: Well, a couple of comments.

One, it's 2 country the size of California, I suppose, and it is a heck of a lot easier to go
around Kkilling innocent men, women and children and hiding without uniforms and not in any
organized military activity which another military could go address.

SEN. GRAHAM: Well, and that goes to the peint, it seems to me that if the 25 million were
united against the 40,000, that they wouldn't put up this -- would put up with this. So it seems to
me that the country is not united, because if you had 25 million people minus 40,000 that were one
side of the ledger versus the 40,000, this thing would come to an end overnight. There's something
more golng on in Iraq at a deeper level from a common sense perspective for this viclence to be
sustained so long and grow, not lessen. What do you think that something is?

GEN. PACE: Sir, I think you're fundamentally correct that if the Iragi people as a whole
decided today that, in my words now, they love their children more than they hate their neighbor,
that this could come to a quick conclusion. Many, about four and a half to five thousand per month,
are currently feeding tips to their government and to our armed forces about potential aggressive
movements. We need the Iraqi people to seize this moment. We've provided security for them, their
armed forces are providing security for them, and their armed forces are dying for them. They need
to decide that this is their momaent,
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2EN. GRAHAM: Well said. And the question for the American peaple I think as we go forward,
will they ever seize this moment, anytime soon? And I would like each of you to give me an
evaluation as to whether or not the 25 million less 40,000 will seize this moment anytime soon. And
what is the general view of the average Iragi on the street about our military presence and the role
that we're playing in their future? Are they more supportive or less supportive of us being there now
than they were a year ago? And I would stop there.

GEN. PACE: Sir, I think they will seize the moment., I do not know how soon that will be. |
think the Iraqi people need to get to the point where the amount of pain they're inflicting on each
other goes beyond their ability to endure. And I don't have, based on my upbringing and
understanding of how much they can endure, or how their society accepts that kind of violence. But
clearly, there’s a point in time where the amount of violence that they're inflicting on each other is
going te reach the point where they are fed up with it and they stand up to be counted. 1 cannot tell
you when that moment is, But I do know that Prime Minister Maliki and his team, his cabinet, those
who have been elected as part of their parliament, are the leaders of that nation and standing up to
this challenge. And they're working with their people to get to that day.

SEN. GRAHAM: Has the Iragi public turned against us, or are they still with us?

GEN. PACE: {Pause.) I think they would like us to leave, but not before it's time. 1 think that
they are still with us, but they -- they would like, as we would like, to have foreign troops off their
501,

SEN. GRAHAM: Mr. Secretary?

SEC. RUMSFELD: It's an interesting question. [ think back over the several years and the
situation has evolved, unquestionably. The Kurds were and remain very supportive of our presence,
concerned that we would leave,

The Shi'a, in many instances, were pleased with the opportunity to assert thelr majority over
the country that was provided by our presence,

The Sunni clearly were powerfully against our presence. More recently the Sunnis see the role
of the Shi‘a, they see influence of Iran, and they are less powerfully against our presence.

The Kurds remain where they are, And the Shi'a, if one talks to the elected leader of the
country, who represents the Shi'a coalition, he -- it is very clear in his mind that it would be very
harmful to him and to his administration and to the country, were we to leave precipitously. So it is
something that has evolved.

GEN, ABIZAID: Senator, I'd certainly agree with what General -- the way General Pace
characterized it. You know, we took a society like this, and we turned it like this, and now it's
moving like this, And there's a tremendous amount of friction associated with those moves. It's a
society that must either move towards equilibrium or towards break-up.

SEN. GRAHAM: What do you think will happen?

GEN. ABIZAID: 1 think it will move towards equilibrium,

SEN. GRAHAM: How long?

GEN. ABIZAID: I think it will move towards equilibrium in the next five years. That doesn't
mean that we need to keep our force levels the way they are. But I'm confident that the Iragi
security forces, with good governance coupled together, will bring the country towards equilibriurm,
because the alternative is so stark. They've had the experience of Lebanon. Alls you've got to do is
go ask the Lebanese how long a civil war will last, and you'll know that you must move towards

equilibrium.
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SEN. GRAHAM: Thank you all.

SEN, WARNER: Thank you very much.

Senator Bill Nelsun.

SEN. BILL NELSON (D-FL}: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Gentlemen, thank you for being here.

General Abizaid, the special inspecter general in Irag report in last month stated that
corruption is costing %4 billion per year. The U.5. comptroller, David Walker, testified that 10
percent of Iraq's refined fuels and 30 percent of its imported fuelis were being stolen. Can you
explain in your strategy how it is tailored to prevent the corruption and theft of the investments and
the Iraqis' own resources, as we get into the reconstruction?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, clearly corruption is endemic in this part of the world. It was very
heavily part of Saddam's society. It continues to be part of the current Iragi society. But I believe
that there are many forces within Iraq that recognize the problem; that the good governance that
wil emerge from representative government and accountability will, over time, move this in a
positive direction.

I think that corruption in this part of the world is one of the great corrosive influences that
causes extremism to flourish, and in order to be successful against the extremists, governments
must be held more and more accountable. And I believe this Iragi government will be held
accountable by their people, over time.

SEC. RUMSFELD: I would add one other thing, Senator Nelson, if I might. One of the real
problems, in my view, has been the fact that historically the Iragis have been paying a very small
fraction for their fuel of what the market price is. So -- as we all know, it ought not to be a surprise
-- if you can buy it at that price, you can immediately take it across the border and sell it for a
higher price. And that has been a problem because the government has been -- is now in the
process of raising the price towards the market price, has not gotten there but is in that direction,
but in the meantime it's very damaging and it does lead to corruption.

SEN. NELSON: That same inspector general's report stated, "The deteriorating security
situation has had a particularly deleterious effect on the establishment of our U.S, Provisional
Reconstruction Teams, the PRTs, only five of which have begun operations in Iraq.” And they went
on to tell how the concept, the PRT concept had worked well in Afghanistan and it was thought to be
a key component in the Iraqg reconstruction strategy.

So General Abizaid, in your discussions with the Iragi government and our State Department,
what is your thinking in the strategy to implement the PRT in every province to aid in the transition?

GEN, ABIZAILD: Well, the PRTs are the strategic responsibility of the ambassador, and 1 think
it's too soon to say that they haven't been successful. I was in Mosul the other day and I talked to
the Provincial Reconstruction Team up there, and it was clear to me that they were making good
progress, that they had good access to the Iraqi provincial leadership. And in other parts of the
country -- the vast majority of the country, by the way, which is fairly secure and fairly stable -- the
PRTs will over time gain more access and become more efficient,

Certainly in those areas around Baghdad, where the sectarian viclence is extreme, it's difficult
for the PRTs to do the work, But I'm confident that the strategy that the ambassador has adopted to
move the PRTs forward will be successful, especially provided that the other agencies of the U.S.
government -- USAID, State Department, et cetera -- provide their manning in those teams and
give them the strength that they're capable of giving them.

SEN. NELSONM: How committed do you think Maliki is to disbanding the militias?
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GEN. ABIZAID: Sir, ['ve talked to him personally about it.

| General Casey talks to him almost every day about it. And he has conveyed time and time
again that he's cornmitted to it. I believe that to be the case.

SEN. NELSON: Well, what are the prospects that pecple like Sadr and Hakim and Hashimi will
disband their militias?

GEN. ABIZATID: I think that the prospects of the militias over time disbanding are good.
SEN. NELSON: What's that timeframe?

GEN. ABIZAID: I'm not sure I could say. 1 think the prime minister is in the middle of
working with his Cabinet. He's only been there for three months to figure out how he's going to
move towards militia disbandment. You know, in Afghanistan it's taken us a long time to move in
that direction. It's a long process depending upon how dangerous the militia to the state. Those that
are benign or that are working in conjunction with the state te provide some additional security
don’'t need to be disbanded right away. Those that are sponsoring death squads need to be dealt
with immediateiy.

SEN. NELSON: Is that the key, the disbanding of the militias, to the preventing of the
sectarian violence that you testified to from going into ali-out civil war?

GEN. ABIZAID: Well, Senator Nelson, 1 said in my opening statement that militias are the
curse of the region, and they are. Whenever non-state actors have the attributes of the state, vet
bear no responsibility for their actions, It brings the region into very unpredictable directions, as you
see Hezbollah moving with regard to inside of Lebanon.

So it's very important that militias be controlied, but it's not something that can be achieved
easily overnight, But it is something that has to be accomplished.

SEN. NELSON: Are they the biggest part of stirring up the sectarian violence that you
testified about?

GEN. ABIZAID: In my opinian, yes.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you very much,

SEN. NELSON: Thank you, Mr, Chairman.

SEN. WARNER: Colleagues on my side, Senator Chambliss had begun his questions when he
had to be interrupted. I'd like now ta recognize you for your full time.,

Senator Chambliss.

SEN. CHAMBLISS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Again, to all three of you, thank you far your
service and your great leadership. General Abizaid, General Pace, when you see your troops on the
ground, just let them know how much we appreciate the great job they continue to do. I'm always

very humbled to be in their presence,

Let me give you my quick assessment. It's more complex than the way I'm going to lay it out
there, but here's what I see having happened in the three plus vears that we have been involved in
this confiict.

We started out with a basic ground war, which we moved very quickly towards Baghdad.
Then, we began to face the nonconventional enemy out there, and the IEDs and the VBIEDs
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became a major factor. They're still a major factor. But the fact is, that we're not seeing that type
of conflict directed towards the American soldier now as much as we have been in the past. So it's
pretty obvious we've done something right, both in the original ground war as well as our defense
against the enemy from an IED standpoint, and I don't think we talk about that encugh. And [ want
you to comment on that.

But now we're in kind of another phase where the violence is primarily being directly towards
the Iragi people: a lot of intimidation, a lot of threats. And they aren't just idle threats; they're
being carried out. We're seeing gangland-style executions. We're seeing literally gangs of
individuals number from 12 to 25 coming in and, for example, going into the Olympic Committee
meeting and taking hostages -- an entirely different type of reaction. And when Senator Levin said
that Mr. Talabani said that this is their last quiver, I'm not sure whether it's their last quiver or not.
But it's pretty obvious that we've done some things right, and we forced them to change their
tactics.

Now, obviously, we can't talk about in an open hearing what we're doing relative to this new
type of tactic. But can you comment on that type of assessment, and can you talk about some of
the things that we have done right relative to the IEDs, and what are we doing relative to this new
type of offensive that's coming from the Insurgents?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, I think it's very clear to us that if you look at the recent experience
that the Israelis are having as they operate in Lebanon and you look at how other armed forces --
say, Pakistani armed forces operate in their northern territories, that asymmetric warfare is here
and with us, and it's the warfare of the 21st century, where the enemy seeks to attack the
weaknesses of their oppenent and where they will attempt to win media victories as opposed to
military victories. It should go without saying that in five years of war we have never lost a major
engagement to the enemy anywhere in the region. Yet there is considerable loss of confidence
because the enemy is so agile and capable in purveying the notion that the situation is not
winnable,

Certainly, the IED fight has been a difficult fight. And it is a fight that we see not only in Irag,
but we see it in Afghanistan, in Pakistan, you see it in southern Lebanon, you see it in other places,
such as in Egypt, where they're using IEDs occasionally there as well. Their tactics, techniques and
procedures are shared. We're learning a lot about it. We've gotten pretty good about it. And I think
in that -- in the closed session we could talk to you about some of the great successes we've had.

With regard to other situations, with tactics, techniques and procedures that the enemy
applied across the battle space, I think we'll continue to adjust. And again, I'm very, very confident
that our forces are not only capable but very, very effective against what the enemy has put against
us.

SEN. CHAMBLISS: Senator Graham was talking about the fact that it's difficult for the
American people to understand why 40,000 people can't be -- 40,000 insurgents, military
insurgents can't be controlled by 127 or whatever -- Mr. Secretary, you said we had over there now,
plus the Iraqi army. Well, I think the numbers in Lebanon of Hezbollah insurgents is probably very
insignificant, particularly compared to the force.

And as long as they're moving and hostile and agile, as you referred to them there, General
Abizaid, it'’s pretty obvious that that does present significant problems.

Lastly, let me just say that -~ Senator Graham referred to our trip over there in December. We
met with eight members of the Iraqi Election Commission, all of whom happened to be Sunnis. And
every one of them made the comment -- unsolicited on our part -- about the presence of the
American soldier. And the comment was that -- "do we want to see the American soldier leave?"
And if you ask the Iragi people that today, they'd say, "Sure." But if you ask, "Do you want the
American soldier to leave today," the answer would be overwhelmingly no.

And I think that's borne out in a newspaper story today, where there's a number of quotes, in
The Washington Times, from lraqgi citizens, with regard to the troops, General Abizaid, that you put
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into Baghdad to run the militia out of the various neighborhoods. And the fact now that these Iraqgi
citizens are quoted as saying that for the first time in months that they are able to come out of their
homes now, to reopen their shops, and for commerce to once again be present within the city of
Baghdad speaks volumes about the American soldier. And there's nothing but compliments about
the job that the American soldiers are doing.

And it still goes back to the fact that they do want us to leave, but they don't want us to leave
until the job is done,

S50 I hope that the Iraqgi leadership is right; that by the end of the year that they are able to
take over control of the entire country. But in the meantime, it's pretty obvious that our troops are
doing the right things over there today under your leadership.

50 with that, thank you, and appreciate it, Mr. Chairman.
SEN. WARNER;: Thank you very much, Senater Chambiliss.
Senator 8ayh.

SEN. EVAN BAYH (D-IN): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And gentlemen, thank you for your
presence here today.

General Abizaid, I would be interested in your opinion -- some observers have commented
that there remain unresolved political questions for the Iraqis involving their constitution, division of
oil revenues, that sort of thing, and that this is in significant part fueling the insurgencies and the
continuing conflict. :

I'd be interested in your opinian about whether, you know, in -- whether you think that's true
and, if so, what you think we can do to keep the pressure on the Iraqis to resolve their remaining
political disputes,

GEN, ABIZAID: Senator, as General Casey has said 0 me on numerous occasions, this
conflict gone from essentially insurgency to a discussion within the internal Iraqi groupings about
the distribution of power, resources and future control.

And you can approach it one or two ways. One way is by violence. The other way is by
compromise.

IC’s my opinion that the forces of compromise will eventually understand that violence gets
them nothing and that the compromise Is absolutely essential, just like we had to determine that in
our own constitutional mechanisms after our own independence.

And so, do I think that they can compromise? I think there wlll be a period of violence. I think
that people are looking at very severe violence in Baghdad now that can be brought under control,
and that the constitutional discussion they know has to be one of compromise, national
reconciliation and sharing of resources. If you look at their neighborhood, I think they have all come
to the concluslon that an Iraq that is not united and independent will be one that will be dominated
unfriendly neighbors in a way that wlli be very bad for the Iraqi people, and 1 believe they're
determined to hold the country together, to stabilize the country, to compromise their way through
it, But I think it'll be a violent period and one that will ultimately lead to stabillty.

SEN. BAYH: Well, so vour opinion is that these unresolved political disputes are contributing
in a material way to the ongoing --

GEN. ABIZAID: Certainly, they do contribute, but I believe that this is part of the reselution
process,

NY TIMES 1845




SEN. BAYH: Weli, perhaps I can ask both of you and -- if the secretary, if he thinks it's
appropriate -- what -- maybe this is going on behind the scenes -- but what is keeping them from
getting on with this business of revisiting the constitutional disputes that basically were put off until
after the last election? That would be number one,

And number two, Mr. Secretary, perhaps this is appropriate for you. Some other
commentaters have opined that perhaps something similar to what happened in Dayton to help
resolve the Balkans conflict would be appropriate to try and bring this to some political closure so
that we can deal with this and move on. {Off mike)} -- about that.

SEC. RUMSFELD; Senator, it's a fair question, what's keeping them. They've gone from an
election in January of last year to the drafting of a constitution, to a referendum on the constitution
in QOctober of last year, te an election in December 15th of last year -- electing these people under
the new constitution -- to a relatlvely long period of some months, longer than we have with an
election in early November and then finally getting our Cabinet put in place some time in February
or March here. They're doing it for the first time, and it's a permanent government. And the issues
are tough, and some of them were reasonably intractable,

For example, we urged them to not put sectarian, unskillful ministers in the Defense and
Ministry of Interior, and the prime minister designate fought it and fought it and fought it, received
a lot of pressure fram peocple to put political people in there in a way that didn't have the confidence
and didn’t -- and might have been sectarian and he prevailed. He ended up getting people that he
accepted as being non-sectarian and competent. Time will tell. But it showed a lot of courage, and -
- but it took time.

The issues you raised about the constitution were set aside. They kicked the can down the
road just like we did. I mean, we still didn't have women voting or -- we still had slavery with our
original Constitution, so it's not as though those things come out perfectly formed in the first five
minutes. It takes some time. And they're going to have to work on them.

The Dayton process idea, I don't know the answer. All I know is that Zal, our ambassador,
Khalilzad, is in fact trying to serve, along with the British officials, a facilitating role in encouraging
things to move faster, because time hurts. People are being Killed while that time is being taken.
And there's no question about that. But my impression is that our ambassador is doing a very
skillful job, and with the coalition of coalition countries, and General Casey is, trying to facilitate the
different groups, warking out some darn tough issues.

SEN. BAYH: It's understandable why they wouldn't get all of these things resolved in the first
effort and some were postponed, but if, as I think we all agree, that this is fueling the insurgency, I
guess what we're looking for, Mr. Secretary, would be a greater sense of urgency. And perhaps
something of a higher-profile nature, like a Dayton-like process, would assist the ambassador with
his efforts to really focus the minds of the participants as well as the world on, look, we need to get
this done and the sooner the better because some of the trend lines here, frankly, are not positive,

SEC. RUMSFELD: Well, certainly the president and the secretary of State and the U.S.
ambassador, chief of mission, who worry through those issues are aware of that possibility, and I'm
sure they're considering it.

SEN. BAYH: General, back to you for one moment. You mentioned and several others have
mentioned that -- well, we can argue about the semantics of what constitutes a civil war, but that it
is a real possibility if things don't go as we hope. If it does come to that, which side are we on?

GEN. ABIZAID: I don't think it's a civil war, because the institutions of the center are holding.
And 1 believe that before we start taiking about what we're going to do if there is civil war, that we
do everything in our power to prevent jt from moving that way. And I don't believe that Iraqg will

move toward civil war as long as we apply the necessary military, diplomatic and political actions
necessary to bring the Baghdad situation under control in the short term.

NY TIMES 1846




GEN, PACE: Senator, if I may, both General Abizaid and I have been asked if it was possible
that this could lead to civil war, and the answer is yes, it is possible. Speaking for myself, I do not
believe it is probable, and 1 do not believe it is probable for the exact same reason that General
Abizaid just stipulated, which is that the government is holding, the army is holding solid and is
loyal. When they had the Golden Mosque bombing, it was the army, the Iraqi army that went into
the streets and helped keep calm. So I do not expect this to devolve into civil war.

| iEN BAYH: Well, we all hope that's right, General, but if it takes a course that is not as
optimistic as we would all like to see here and it does come to civil -- the reason for my question,
essentially, if it does come to that, then what is our role in the country?

Many people would say would not have a role. That's why I ask you which side would we be
on. We'd be put in a very difficult situation whare we wouldn't want to take sides. But the Iragis
themselves would have chosen up sides. And at that point the mission would become much
different.

Mr. Secretary, my last question, back to you again, on the Dayton --

SEN. WARNER: Well, just a minute, Senator. [ think you have posed a question in your
preliminary comment. Is it, or do you wish to go to a -- your last question?

SEN. BAYH: My last question, assuming I --
SEN. WARNER: Well, I just want to make sure --

SEN. BAYH: I have a couple more cards here. I hope 1 haven't --

SEN. WARNER: But T want to make sure the panel had adequate opportunity to answer,

SEN. BAYH: Well, let me pose it as a question, then, If it does come to that, do we have a
continuing mission in Iraq? If the Iraqis themselves have not been able to hold the center and they
have chosen up sides along sectarian lines, at that point do we have a continuing mission in Irag or
not?

SEN, WARNER: And that will be your last question. But let's give the panel -- it's directed to
whom? All three, or --

SEN. BAYH: Yes, {Off mike) -- to them.

2EC, RUMSFELD: The ~- ] -- yeah, I'm reluctant to speculate about that. It could lead to a
discussion that suggests that we presume that's going to happen. And both General Abizaid and
General Pace have offered their comments on that. Our role is to support the government. The
government is holding -- together. The armed forces are holding together, And we are functioning in
a very close relationship with that government in providing them assistance in achieving their goals.

We've seen what happens when governments pull apart, militaries pull apart. We saw it in
Lebanon, and it's not a pretty picture, And obviously, that would be a set of decisions that the
president and the Congress and the country would address. But | think that beyond that, it would
be not my place to be discussing it.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. I think that disposes of the question, if either of
the other withesses want to add any views,

If not, Senator Sessions.

SEN. JEFF SESSIONS {R-AL): Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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One discu:ssiun that we've had here and had some votes, I think the last vote we had was on a
;- on the question of whether we should set a firm date for pufling out regardless of the situation in
raq.

[t was voted down 83 to 16 or something to that effect.

Senator Warner made a reference, General Abizaid, to the fact that the emotional reactions to
the Lebanon situation could make the situation more difficult perhaps for our soldiers in Iraq.

I'd like to ask a little bit different question. It would be, what kind of reaction, what kind of
impact would there be with regard to the Islamic extremists in the Middle East? And you're a
student of that region. You've spent time in that region as a young person. You speak Arabic, and
you've been with us conducting this Iraq war from the beginning.

What kind of impact would result if we were to precipitously withdrawal? wWouid it mollify the
extremists? Would it make them say, "Well, the United States is a nicer place, and we don't have to
be so aggressive now,"” or would they likely be emboldened and empowered and more aggressive?

GEN. ABIZAID: Emboldened, empowered and more aggressive.

SEN. SESSIONS: And in your opinion, would a failure in Iraq embolden and empower these
radical extremists?

GEN. ABIZAID: Yes, it would.

SEN. SESSTONS: And in your opinlon, would setting a fixed date, regardless of the situation
in Iraq, for a withdrawal embolden or empower the extremist forces?

GEN. ABJILALD: Embolden.

SEN., SESSIONS: General Pace, this is 2 matter we've discussed. Fortunately, it had very little
support in the Senate, but there is a political election coming up, and people are -- float this idea
that we should just pull out. You've heard General Abizaid's comments. He's been in the region for
years and been leading this effort.

Would you agree with his comments?
GEN. PACE: Sir, I agree with each of General Abizaid's responses to each of your questions,

SEN. SESSIONS: And as Senator Warner has said for some time, we have asked much of our
nation; we have asked much of our soldiers. They have gone willingly with the most -- almost
without any single objection, they've gone and served in harm's way to carry out a policy that this
Senate and this Congress has voted for, the American pecple ratified with the reelection of
President Bush. It was an issue in that election,

And don't yvou think we owe it to them to continue to work in every way possible to make the
sacrifice of those who've gone before be successful? General Pace?

GEN. PACE: 5ir, 1 was in Afghanistan last Thursday and Friday. Qur troops there are 50 proud
of what they are doing. We do owe them and their families the continued support of this nation and
especially those who have sacrificed their lives that we might live free.

SEN, SESSIONS: well, I just hope that we put an end in this political season to any
suggestion that we may just predpitously withdrawal without regard to the circurnstances there.

General Abizaid?
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| GEN. ABIZAID: Senator Sessions, sir, what I'd like to say is, the troops that serve in the
region are not afraid of what's happening there. They would be afraid of what would happen if we
Just precipitously teft there.

SEN. SESSIONS: I've heard that repeatedly. One -- on the anniversary of the army, I was
with the army to celebrate that day recently, and this young guy told me, "Senator, we want to win,
We want to be successful.”

Now, General Abizaid -- Pace, you made reference to the reenfistment rate.

I'm told that our reenlistment rates of National Guard units that deploy to Afghanistan or Irag
and return exceed that of units who haven't gone. Do you think that bespeaks of the military's belief
that they're doing sormething that's worthwhile and meaningful?

GEN. PACE: Sir, I think it does. I think that our troops know what they're doing, they get it,
they're proud of what they're doing, and as General Abizaid said, the main guestion they ask is, do
the American people support what we're doing? And when we point to the numerous ways in which
the American people support it, including what this Congress does to provide resources, it reinforces
with them the goodness of what they've dedicated their lives to do.

SEN. SESSIONS: Well, we have -- you know, we have people say, "Well, we're spending too
much on this war,” and then they come forward and -- saying, "Well, you didn't spend enough. You
didn't have enough equipment.”

Let's talk about that a little bit, General Pace. I'm familiar with just one depot, Anniston Army
DCepot. I know that they're vigorously and aggressively hiring new people to reset the equipment. [
was also aware that we didn't have enough money, apparently, in this budget to meet the high
challenges that we were facing with the reset. The Defense Department blessed the Army's concern
in that. It was made known to the Congress. We had just added another $13 billion and another
amendment, by Senator Dodd, that would allow ancother $6 billion and -- allow another $6 billion to
meet that challenge. :

First I'H ask you -- let me just ask you. Do you think we are going to -- with those funds will
be able to meet that reset problem?

GEN. PACE: S5ir, the money that was just -- the $13.1 billion will meet the current Marine
Corps and Navy -- I'm sorry -- Marine Corps and Army backiogs at the depots. It will allow for hiring
of the additional shifts of skilled workers to get the job done.

And that is why I mentioned before that as best the Congress can provide a no-year funding
stream that the depots can depend on, so they can go out and hire workers who know they will
have a job for the foreseeable futures, we can start working off this backlog, sir,

SEN. SESSIDNS: [ think you're exactly right, and I'm glad we've taken steps on that. And if
we need to do more, 1 believe this Congress will meet your demands.,

Let me -- one more thing. With regard to readiness, I was in an Army Reserve unit -- and they
rated us whether we were ready or not -- in the '70s and '80s. And if you don't have all your
vehicles, you're not rated ready. And when a unit comes off any major deployment, particularly
coming off a combat deployment, isn't it inevitable -- 1 think you indicated that you will not be rated
ready.

And one of the complicating factors for an effort like we're undergoing in Iraq, it seems to me,
15 unlts take their equipment with them, and it's cheaper and smarter to leave that eguipment over
there for the next unit that replaces them. Therefore, when they get back, they may not have the
full complement of equipment they need to be rated, in your strict standards of readiness, as ready.
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GEN. PACE: Sir, you're exactly right. And the reset money is in the -- has been in the
supplementals, The money for the Reserve and Guard to build the 28 fully manned, trained and
equipped brigades that the Army had stipulated they need is in the baseline budget to the tune of
%21 billion over the next five years.

SEN. SESSIONS: Well, General Pace, you've been at this quite 2 number of years. Would you
say that we are moving to have the most -- the best- equipped, most ready military the world's
ever seen, at least this Army in peacetime, before this war started and as we go forward, aren't we
better equipped and moving to & way to have our Guard and Reserve have the kind of equipment
they've never had bafore?

GEN. PACE: Sir, we are today the best-equipped, manned, trained, battle-hardened that
we've ever been, And with your continued support in the Congress, we'll be able to maintain the
equipment and replace the combat equipment that's been lost. It takes upwards of 36 months from
the time you lose a helicopter in combat till the time the replacement helicopter comes on line. That
does not mean that people are not trying to do the right thing or that the system isn't working. It
just takes that amount of time for that kind of equipment to be identified as lost, put into the
budget process, funded, contracted andg built,

SEN. SESSIONS: Thank you very much.

SEC. RUMSFELD: It argues, Senator Sessions, for the possibility of the Congress looking at
the idea of a reset fund. That is to say, if you want to shorten that period of time, the time it takes
for the analysis as to what's been lost or degraded, the time the Congress takes to consider and
weigh it, the time it takes to place the orders and have the contract validated, and then the time it
takes to produce it, which is, as General Pace said, it can be up to three years, if you had a reset
fund that the Congress approved and it was only for those purposes, the funds could then be drawn
down in 8 much shorter period of time, depots could plan their hiring earlier, and you would have
the ability to shorten that.

And I'm not -- I guess I haven't talked to the Office of Management and Budget about this,
but inside the Department of Defense we've been talking that there has to be a way to shorten that
time pericd, and one of the ways would be for Congress to act more rapidly on budgets than
happens each year; and another way would be for Congress to approve a reset; and another way
would be for us in the department to find a way to try to cut in half the period of time it takes to
actually et a contract and go through that whole procedure. And if the three of us did those things,
it's conceivable we could abbreviate that period and solve some of the problem General Pace is
talking about.

SEN. SESSIONS: General Pace, just briefly. The idea that was stated earlier about a number
of our brigades not being ready, in your opinion does that misrepresent the status of our capability
at this time? Would it cause someone to have a higher degree of concern than is warranted? I know
we want to do better. We want every unit to be ready. But isn't it inevitable that as units transition
off combat, that there will be a pericd when they don't meet your high standards of readiness?

GEN. PACE: Sir, there will be a period like that. Our readiness reporting system has been
accurately reported to the Congress as is required every quarter. We've been talking about the need
to repair equipment now for about the last year to 18 months. So it's not wrong to say that we have
equipment deficiencies and that we need to spend the money to do that. That's an accurate use of
the data that's available.

But if you say to me, would I rather have 100 percent of the 2,000 up-armored humvees that
I thought I needed in 2001, or 50 percent of the 12,000 up-armored humvees that I say I need
today, and which Army is better, [ would tell you that although my reporting system would tell you 1
am now at 50 percent and, therefore, C-4, that the Army I have built is three times better with
regard to humvees. And you can multiple that toward hundreds of thousands of end items. And
that's why it's really a kaleidoscope. And to try to have a discussion that just lays out exactly
precisely what readiness ratings are lends itself to misinterpretation and misunderstanging.
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SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Senator. Thanks.

Senator Collins.
SEN. COLLINS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
SEC. RUMSFELD: Could I -- could I say one --

SEN. WARNER: Ch ves, Mr, Secretary.

SEC. RUMSEELD: I'm sorry. I apologize.

SEN. WARNER: No, that's all right, We want to give the panel --

SEC. RUMSFELD: I think it is important that we be careful how we describe the capabilities
and the readiness of the U.S. armed forces, We have multiple audiences, and Iran listens, and North
Korea listens, and other countries listen. And it's important to be precise, it's important to be
accurate, and it's important to not leave an impression that might entice someone into doing
something that would be a mistake on their part, because we have an enormously capable armed
force.

SEN. WARNER: Mr. Secretary, I associate myself with your remarks. You are absolutely right.
Unfortunately, some of the remarks have come from your department, from very high-ranking
officials in connection with this budget process. So we're trying to do our very best with that.

Senator Collins.

SEN. COLLINS: Thank yvou, Mr. Chairman.

General Abizaid, Senator Sessions has done an excellent job of pointing out the pitfalls of an
abrupt withdrawal on a set timeline from Iragq.

But I want to talk to you about my concerns about what our exit strategy does seem to be. It
is premised on the ability of Iraqi troops to assume full responsibllity for the security of their
country. Over and over again we've heard the phrase that as Iragi forces stand up, our troops will
stand down. We've heard that time and again.

Our troops are the best equipped, the best trained, the best led in the world. And 1 am
enormously proud of them, and I have the utmost confidence in their ability to handle any mission.
Yet, sectarian viclence is worse than ever in Baghdad in particular. And I wonder about the validity
of a strategy that says that less capable troops that are not as well equipped, trained and led as the
best troops in the world can handle the security of this country if the upswing in violence has
occcurred despite the presence of the best troops in the world. It doesn't give me a lot of confidence
in our underlying strategy. And it suggests to me that what we need is a political rather than a
military solution.

GEN. ABIZAID: Thanks, Senator Collins. I believe you have to have a combination of pelitical
action and military action that moves towards a lessening of the sectarian tensions.

But I would try to make people that are listening to this understand that there's no better
troops to deal with the sectarian problem than well-led Iragi troops that are loyal to the
government,

They don't want their nation to fall apart. They have a much better intrinsic view of what's
happening. They have instincts about what goes on within their own culture that, as well-trained
and as well- equipped as we might be, we don't have.
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And so, 1 would never sell the Iraqi armed forces short on their ability to make a difference.

But the Iragi armed forces must be well led by their military leaders. The military Jeaders must be

*:ell- connected with the political leadership, and they must share a common vision of where fraq is
eaded,

Again, I'll emphasize that Prime Minister Maliki and his current government's only three
months old. T believe they very much share a vision of a unified Irag where the armed forces will
impose its will upon the people of Irag and defeat the insurgency and the groups that are
sponsoring sectarian violence, especially the terrorists, 1 think that what General Casey has
embarked upon, which is a very artful form of trying to gauge the capabilities of the Iragi armed
forces and at the same time bring down our forces so that the Iraqis will do more to defend their
own turf is one of the most difficult strategies that any wartime commander has ever had to
execute. And I think he is doing it enormously well, and there will come times in the campaign, such
as the current period, where the sectarian violence is showing us a level of concern which means
that we've got to take time to apply the military pressure necessary and that Zal Khalitzad will help
tc apply the political pressure necessary to get it back on the right path.,

Again, I don't want to be mischaracterized by what I've said here today. I am very confident
that that can be done.

SEN. COLLINS: The prime minister, one of his very first initiatives was a new national
securify plan. I realize it's only been three months since he's been in office. But that plan does not
seem to have been effective in quelling the upsurge in sectarian violence. Do you think that it's too
soon to judge that plan, or has it failed?

GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, it's a great question. I don't think that the plan has failed, I think
what you're seeing is an adjustment to a plan that wasn't working with the speed that we had
hoped. And so, General Casey and his commanders are adjusting the plan, and they're doing it in
conjunction with the Iragi commanders. And, of course, the enemy is attempting to really make the
sectarian divide become the decisive point at & point in time where the Iragl government hasn't
quite gotten ltself tagether yet. And I'm very confident that over time you'fl see that the Iragi forces
in conjunction with our forces, primarily with the Iragis at the lead, will bring the sectarian problems
under control,

And, you Know, Senator, nothing in the Middle East moves in a straight line. Things get worse,
they get better. The question is whether or not the trend line is 3 trend line that can iead to
success, And my belief is so far the answer is yes, and it will continue that way.

SEN. COLLINS: Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: You go ahead, Senator. o ahead --

SEN. COLLINS: Mr. Secretary, yesterday I chaired a hearing at which the special inspector
general for Iraqi reconstruction testified. He described massive cost overruns, schedule delays, half-
completed projects for which the money had run out.

[t was not a pretty picture,

It seems that everything in Iraq is costing more than was anticipated by a considerable
amount, And as many of us have discussed, earlier this week, the Senate added 13.1 billion
(dellars) in emergency spending to replace the worn out equipment that we discussed this morning.
The chairman mentioned that we've spent some $437 billion, I believe, over the last three years. [
think the current spending rate is $2 blllion a week,

There has been an enormous cost to this war, an enormous impact on the federal budget.
Looking ahead to next year, what are your projections for the spending on the war?
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SEC. RUMSFELD: The Iraqi reconstruction is something that is -- the Department of State
works on and requests funds for. And you're quite right, there have been a number of inspector
general reports about open investigations into fraud and corruption and the like. And there also are
a number of projects that because of security problems have cost a great deal more than had been
anticipated, and as we know, a number of are instances where the insurgents have actually gone in
and blown up something that had been half-way built in -- and we've seen that happen.

1 don't have a number that I can give you. I know the Department -- Office of Management
and Budget can. But --

SEN. COLLINS: I'm not talking about the reconstruction projects, which I realize are under
the State Department largely and USAID. I'm saying for the Defense Department as you lock ahead
to the next year. As you know, many of us believe that the spending for the war needs to be part of
the regular budget and not just dealt with in emergency supplementals,

So I'm asking you to look ahead because we as a Congress need to budget more accurately
for the cost of the war, and we can only do that based on your projections,

SEC. RUMSFELD: I understand. We do not know vet what we will get for this year's budget,
and we do not know what the supplemental will be. We do know that we're in the process of
preparing the budget for next year -- fiscal year, and that that will be presented by the president in
February. But I'm -- I can try to get back to you for the record to give you something that -- the
controller's office in the Pentagon would take out as a discrete piece for the Department of
Defense's portion if that would be helpful.

SEN. COLLINS: It would be.

I'm just trying to get a sense, Mr, Chairman, of whether we can expect indefinitely
approximately $2 billion a week of -- from our budget to be spent on this war.

SEN. WARNER: Well, Senator, that's a question that's constantly in the minds of the
American pegple, and it's an important one. And as vou well point out, the success of our ability to
bring about a democracy in this country requires a certain amount of infrastructure rebuilding, and
that has to be done at a constant level to make some progress, But as the secretary said, we take
two steps forward, and all of a sudden, we look around and have to take a step backward because
of the internal disruption.

SEN. COLLINS: Thank you.

EN. WARNER: I'd like to -- thank you, Senator.

I'd like to -~ before calling on Senator Talent, and then I'm obligated to -- the senator from
Rhode Island has an gpportunity to speak,

But our panel of witnesses must appear before the whole Senate at 2:00 sharp, and
consequently, within the period of roughty 1:00 and 2:00, they have other obligations to perform,

Se it is my hope to conclude this session here in a matter of 10 minutes or so,
Senator Talent, your time is now recognized.

SEN. JAMES TALENT (R-MO): Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

[ want to thank all three of you for your service. I was going to say --

GEN, PACE: He'll be right back, sir.
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SEN. TALENT: -- in absentia, General Abizaid in particular, for being in that crucible for years.
SEN. WARNER: He got a telephone call, and an aide had to take him to the phone.

SEN. TALENT: I understand entirely, Mr. Chairman. And I was -- I'll direct my questions at
the secretary anyway.

Mr. Secretary I agree with an awful lot of what you said in your opening statement. I -- and I
think it's important to remind people about what this is about. 1 agree this is an existential struggle,
and that's how they view it -- a struggle for existence. I agree that there is no conceivable
accommodation with them that would cause them to stop attacking us. It's just -- we do not have
the choice of them not attacking us. They're going te attack us. We therefore have to fight the war.

I also agree that the war in Iraq, the mission in Irag, was a good strategic option and maybe
the only strategic option. I've always said that mission was to remove Saddam, who was an organic
threat, and replace him with a multiethnic democracy that would be an ally in the war on terror.

I also agree that we are making progress towards that end. And you know, if we're talking
about whether the circumstances are such that we can withdraw, we're talking about whether the
mission's been completed. And I think we need to understand that. As long as the terrorists are
prepared to concentrate to the extent they are in Iraq, we can't guarantee that it's going to be a
pacified country, but we are getting closer to the point where the Iraqi guvemment can sustain
itself with less American help.

And so I do think there’s been progress, and I'm pleased about all that.

What I want to ask you about, Mr. Secretary, is this. Given that we are involved in this war
and in this existential struggle, how can we be in a situation where we are allowing the budgets that
you think you need to be reduced by the Office of Management and Budget years -- year after year?

And 1 refer to the budget reduction in the fall of '04, $30 billion over the FYDP; in the fall of
'05, $32 billion cver the FYDP; April of this year, indications there would be another 2 percent cut.
I'm concerned that we may see a cut in the fall of this year. And these cuts are coming from the
Qffice of Management and Budget.

Now, we're in an existential strugglie. 1 just don’t think -- you've referred appropriately, I
think, to that we have to be concerned about the message we're sending. And I'm concerned that
these budget cuts coming from people who are not warfighters are sending the message that we're
weakening, that we're not prepared to bear the cost of this.

And 1 -- before you answer, ['ll just make one other point, because -- with reference to
something Senater Collins said. Yes, this is a difficult struggle. We've spent over $400 billion in
three years. Our gross domestic product in that period of time's been $36 trillion. S0 we're spending
about what, 1.2 percent of our gross demestic product on this?

[ mean, we're not -- given the importance of this struggle to the country, we're fighting, it
seems to me, at a cost that this economy can afford.

We're so strong. And I think sometimes that we forget that. So if you would address that, I'd
appreciate it. I mean, this is what is frustrating me. We need to give you what you think you need,
not what the bean counters at OMB think you need.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Senator, you're experienced. You know how this town works. And let me
say that I agree with you that the United States of America spending 3.8 percent of gross domestic
product on our entire national security is a relatively small percentage of the GDP. When I came to
Washington in the Kennedy and Eisenhower era, we were spending 10 percent of GDP. Thirty years
ago when I was secretary of Defense for President Ford, we were spending, I think, 5 percent of
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GDP. Today we're down to 3.8 percent of GDP. That is -- this country can afford to spend what is
necessary.

You've mentioned the Office of Management and Budget. Let me talk about the Congress for a
minute. This year, if you take the House and the Senate, the authorization and the appropriation
committees, and drop a plumb line through alt of it, we're looking at somewhere between 15 (billion
dollars} to $20 billion that we will not have to spend on the things we need to spend it on.

If you look at the time it takes to pass an authorization, to pass an appropriation, the delays
that are incurred and the gyrations that the services have to go through to try to cash-drawer what
they're doing, take money from this and spend it on that; the inefficiencies, the inability to plan
ahead, the inability to get the depots to hire the people they need in advance because we don't
have this depot -- correction -- the reset fund that I mentioned might be a way to help solve this
problem; it's a combination of cuts -- I guess the Senate Appropriations Committee wanted to cut
something like $9 billion this year; then it's the member adds, all the things that have been added
on top that we -- without money, simply things that we need to spend on that we don’t want; then
a series of things that we have offered to not do -- a secand engine for the Joint Strike Fighter, a
12th carrier that we don't believe we need because it would cost too much to repair it, and we're
heing forced to do those things; and then we came in and said, "We can save money dolng a series
of things with respect to health care and a variety of things," and we were told, "You may not do
that"; the combination of all of that is big doliars, and it hurts,

SEN. TALENT: Mr. Secretary, you're looking here at two committee members who offered
and got passed an amendment raising the top line for the defense, and that was reailocated away.
So I could not agree with you more about it.

I just think all of us who understand, who have sat on these committees or been in your chair
or the chair of the generals there, and know what we need, have to find a way to insist on getting
what we need,.

And I would encourage yau very, very strongly because it's just - you mention the Congress,
and I'm not trying to -- I'm just saying it's harder for those of us here who understand this to hold
this if we're getting cuts, you know, from the administration that the economic and the budget
people are recommending.

And 1 don't think there's any way we can lose this war unless, you know, we lose it. And [
think you're saying the same thing in general terms, and 1 agree with you completely. Now, let's
just agree not to let this happen. And I certainly will do my part. The chairman certainly has done
his part, and I know Senator Reed has as well. So 1 wanted to make that point.

Mr. Chairman, I see my time's up too, and 1T know we're under time constraints.

SEC. RUMSFELD: Thank you very much.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Senator Talent. Thank you very much.
Senator Reed, ['d indicated that you would have an opportunity for a follow-up gquestion.

SEN, REED: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

General Pace, you're familiar with the current readiness reperting of the Army and Marine
Corps, but particularlty the Army?

GEN. PACE: Yes, sir, I am.

SEN. REED: Would you dispute the conclusion of former Secretary of Defense Bill Perry that
two-thirds of the Army's operating force, active and reserve, is now reporting as unready, and the
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conclusion of General Schoomaker in response to this question from Mr. Skeleton: Are you
comfortable with the readiness levels of non-deployed units that are in the continental United
States? -- General Schoomaker's reply, no, he's not comfortable.

GEN. PACE: I think that the readiness reporting system, as it is constructed, has been --
accurately described that the number of brigades in the United States Army whose equipment
requirements have changed dramatically over the last five years are being accurately described. I
absolutely agree with General Schoomaker and his comments about additional funding needed to
buy back combat losses, to buy back the reset.

All those things are absolutely accurate, Senator. All I want to make sure we understand is
that the system itself is reporting pure math. But, as ogne example again, the pure math is based on
in 2001 needing 2,000 up-armored humvees, in 20056 needing 12,000, and therefore, the capacity
of the Army to wage war is significantly greater than it was, even though the reporting system,
properly utilized, is highlighting places where we need to put more money.,

SEN. REED: Well, General, I can recall when General Abizaid and 1 were lieutenants together
in the 504th Parachute Infantry Regiment. I'll just speak for myself. We took this reporting system
very seriously because we understood -- and I think you do -- that soldiers and Marines, as good as
they are, need equipment to fight. And we presumed that the leadership, both uniformed and
civilian, of the Department of Defense took those reports seriously also, and that they were not
requiring us to report on equipment which was really tangential to the needs of the unit. In fact, we
all recall where individuals were relieved because they could not maintain adeguate levels of
readiness under the current reporting system at the battalion level, But it does not appear that
takes place at the national level, because you have a readiness crisis.

We've tried to address it with $13 billion last Tuesday, noting that this document was
submitted Wednesday, a day late, and $13 billion short. There's no --

SEN. WARNER: Let the record show that the document that you're referring to is the one 1
introduced, the OMB document.

SEN. REED: So I -- I think the signal that you're sending to those lieutenants, sergeants,
captains is that, you know, this reporting system is either illogical and nonsensical, or it's being
disregarded at the highest levels, because it was not the Department of Defense that was asking for
this money to the president -- forget OMB; to the president. Turned out that, I think, within the
Army there was such concern about their troops that they went around you all and approached the
Congress. I think that's a sad commentary on the leadership at the Department of Defense, And I --
this may not be a question, a comment, but I am particularly incensed with some of the suggestions
that this is all just kind of some subjective evaluation we do, and if you -- the readiness reporting
doesn’t make any -- has no real impact in the world, and also the suggestion that if we talk about
readiness, particularly once in a crisis like this, we're somehow giving unfair advantage to our
adversaries. But I recall in 2000 when then Governor Bush stood up and said the president of the
United States, if he calied on his Department of Defense, they'd have to report two divisions not
ready for duty based upon the reporting system. How many divisions will we have to report that
way to that guestion today based on the reporting system, General Pace?

GEN. PACE: First of all, sir, we're not doing divisions any more, we're doing brigades, as you
have already pointed out --

SEN. REED: I know that.

GEN. PACE: About two-thirds of the brigades, as you have pointed out, would report C-3 or
C-4.

SEN. REED: Not ready for duty,

. PA I will stand by my comments, first and foremaost.
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SEN. REED: Thank vou, General.

GEN. PACE: The -- sir, may I finish?
SEN. REED: Yes, sir,

GEN. PACE: Thank you,

SEN, REED: Thank you very much.

GEN. PACE: We are taking -- we do take with great integrity and responsibility the readiness
reporting system. That is exactly why for every quarter, as required, we report to the Congress the
exact accurate reporting for readiness. 1 am saying that we do need more money. 1 am not
disputing that at all, sir. We do need more money, for all the reasons I have articulated. All [ was
trying to point out, Senator, is that the way that the system functions, the time it takes to build a
new helicopter, for example, the fact that in combat we are learning, and as a result of learning we
have changed our requirements -- we currently have 40,000 armored vehicles in Iraq that didn't
even exist five years ago.

Sir, all I'm saying is that we are providing for our soldiers and Marines on the ground the
finest eguipment ever fielded. We are using it up at rates faster than we budgeted for. And
therefore, to use the readiness system to identify, as you have, the requirement for more funding is
absolutely correct,

I'm just trying to make sure that everybody listening to this conversation understands how
you can go from 2001 with 2,000 vehicles, 2006 with 12,000 vehicles and not have all 12,000
vehicles and still feel better about our Army's capacity to get the job done,

SEN. REED: Thank you very much, General.

GEN. PACE: Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: And may I say to my colleague from Rhode Island, General Schoocmaker is
visiting with me on this issue this afternoon at 4;00. I would be pleased to have you join us. I've
invited Senator Levin; he likewise is going to join us. And it may well be that he will wish to put his
comments in the record of these proceedings today in the section relating to your questions,

SEN. REED: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you very much,

One last question, and then, we will conclude this, I think, an excellent hearing.

Last week, President Bush and Prime Minister Blair agreed to seek a U.N. resolution calling for
the creation of a multinational force to help the Lebanese government extend control in Southern
Lebanon. 1 strongly support those initiatives by our president,

And given that that country, Lebanon, is in your area of operations, and given our long
experience, first I'd like to have your assessment of what is the capability of the Lebanese army
today and what training and equipment would they require for the mission of their government to
go out and begin to maintain control, given the assumption that there will be a multinational force
eventually put together.

So if you could include your assessment of the size and the capabillty of such force that would
be needed to fulfitl the commitments that President Bush and Prime Minister Blair made to our
respective nations and the world.
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GEN. ABIZAID: Senator, certainly I don't want to let any of my comments get in the way of
the diplomacy that's going on right now. It's very important that the diplomats do their work. The
lL.ebanese armed forces is a professional armed force. It has one of the most educated officer corps
in the Middle East. It is a small force for Middle Eastern standards of about 50,000 or so, and it
needs significant upgrade of equipment and training, a capability that I believe the western nations,
i particuiar the United States, can assist with.

We recently, before the current difficulties started, visited the Lebanese armed forces, did an
assessment of where they happen to be in readiness. We saw that they needed some significant
spare parts. I think we've made our desires known through the department as to how we could help
them immaediately. [ think there will be a need for other assistance to the Lebanese armed forces
because it's -- it will never work for Lebanon if, over time, Hezbollah has a greater military capacity
than the Lebanese armed forces.

The Lebanese armed forces must extend the sovereignty of the nation throughout the country.
I believe that they can do that in assistance with the international community and with a robust
peacekeeping force or peace-enforcement force, depending upon what the diplomats dectde is the
right equation.

I would say that I served with UNIFIL back in the mid-'80s, and it was not capable of realty
enforcing peace and security in the region. So whatever force goes in has to have robust rules of
engagement --

SEN. WARNER: Robust rules -- ?

GEN. ABIZAID: Rabust rules of engagement, a very clear and unambiguous mandate, and
clear cooperation from the Lebanese government and any other parties.

SEN. WARNER: Could you further define your professional definition of "robust rules of
engagement™? Thal was the second part of my question.

GEN. ABIZA]ID: Robust rules of engagement means that the commander has the ability to
effect the mandate that's been given to him by the international community, to include the use of
all available means at his forces' disposal, And I think in the case of southern Lebanon, he'll have to
have capabilities that are just not minor, small arms, but would include all arms.

SEN. WARNER: Thank you.

My distinguished colleague from Minnesota indicated the hopes to have a second round. We
have had some. But the intervention of two votes precludes a further second round of guestions by
members. But I invite you to provide for the record your guestion. It will be open until tomorrow,
tlose of business.

And ['d like to say in conclusion, Secretary Rumsfeld, General Pace, General Abizaid, this has
been a very thorough and constructive hearing, and I thank each of you for your participation and
forthrightness in the responses,

The hearing is now recessed. (Sounds gavel.)

END,
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Sent: Thursdav ______ A _ugust 03 20{}6 4:14 PM

Subject: transcnpt

Attachments: 08-03-06 SASC SecDef, Pace, Abizaid.doc
08-03-06 SASC

SecDef, Pace, Ab...
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From: Timberg, Robert [R)6)

Sent: Thursday August 03, 2006 4:08 PM
To: 35'55'355:'5{5 CIV, OASD-PA

Ce: Duherty Liese
Subject: RE: Updates from Iraq

b6
( j( . I'm most interested. Piease let Major Generai Caldwell's office know. Many thanks. Bob Timberg, Editor-in-
ChIEf Proceedings.

E N

To 'kh)(ﬁ} .... CI"‘J OASD- P A
Subject: Updates from Irag

Gentlemen,

Good morhing. Major General Caldwell's office in Baghdad has asked for a list of those of you who would
be interested in receiving regular updates directly from them. | will be happy to forward them your email
address if you let me know of your interest. Please note that | will not forward your name and email until |
hear back from you. They will keep your information close hold, but will then be in direct communication
with you to send along updates etc. as they become available.

DI2) | The Pentagon
Washlngtun DC 20301
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Page 1 of |

Sent:
To: o .
Cc: B CIV, CASD-PA

Subject: FW: Landmark Legal Release
Attachments: 05-F-01823 2nd Response.padf

Bob,

Attached is the PDF containing the incident reports of abuse against guards. Please do not forward, however feel
free to use as a source for you interviews. Envision a further redacted version will re-appear on Defenselink in

the near future.

VIR,
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
OFFICE OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

1155 DEFENSE PENTAGON ,
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1155 JUN 8 2008
REf: US-F'] 323
05-173

Mr. Mark R. Levin

President |

Landmark Legal Foundatigp

19415 Deerfield Avenue, Suite 3172
Leesburg, Virginia 20176

Dear Mr. Levin:

US.C.§5 32(b)(3), which pertains to informatjon that is spectfically exempted from
release by statute, in this instance, 10 US.C, § 130b, which prohibits the disclosure of
personally identifying information of Personnel in overseas, sensitive, or routi nely
deployable units; 5 UJ.S.C. § 552(b)(5), which applies to inter- and intra-agency

1862
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compiled for law enforcement purposes, the release of which would disclose certain law
enforcement techniques or procedures.

Please note that certain exemptions on the enclosed documents are not displayed in
their entirety due to the size of the excision box and the limitations of our software. If
you have any questions concerning a particular cited exemption, please contact this Office
for clarification. We are still processing the remaining portion of your request.

If you are not satisfied with this action, you may administratively appeal to James
Hogan, Chief, Policy, Appeals and Litigation Branch at the above address. Your appeal
should be postmarked within 60 days of the date of this letter, should cite to case number
05-F-1823, and should be clearly marked “Freedom of Information Act Appeal.” In light
of the fact that this is an interim Tesponse, we recommend that you delay any appeal until
you have received all of the documents responsive to your request. )

Sincerely,
Will Kammer
Chief
Enclosures:
As stated
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i ACDITIONAL PAGES MUST CONTARN THE HEADING "STATEMENT |
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{ (0)(3):10 USC §130b,(b)(6) {b)7){C) FIDAVIY -

n" i T,':'ET“WE' | ;1;: Tm EHH:EETMAHU HAVE IMTI- ED
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REPORT OF/OR RECOMMENDATION FOR UISIPLINARY ACTION
TO; ; INSTALLATION - DATE
| Loaswadlation Comenaades i Delta GTMO 22-Feb0$
REPORT IHUIHmnnrmscm.m:tv ACTION TAKEN IN THX CASE OF THE POLUOWING DETAINEE lﬂﬁﬂﬂ

b STATUS: DETAIN
e t
N |

¥
B L
e

0)(2).(b)(E)

SEW OFFENSE (Describe i datw giving date, vio) o, sarna of N
CAMPRULE  4S-THROW/SPIT BOD n.mumxrmrmmlm

ON 22 FEB 05, APPROX 1912, DETAINEE tv NN [ NTI TG =7 ON AN MP WHILE COMING OUT OF
(B REC YARD, }

(D)2)
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REPORT OF/OR REf 1 ¢ W =¥ INARY ACTION
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REPORYT 15 SUBMITTED OF DISCIPLIN, nmnmmmmﬁnﬂmm OWING DEDAINEE mm
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— R (i
OFPENBE (Dascribe in Jatall giviag dutn, vioky mﬂ:u!mcipnnum
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s February 26, 2004 af spproximately ) huduunu:-u:ullmﬁﬂ# b){2){b){6) onducted aggraveied emault 1o a

FOrpman by grabbing the corproan and siamining him against the docs of the eel]. T} corpman ecaived a small et on his
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13TUL2005 102161..

gl

4 5TATUS _ .
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION ;

ﬂ?—'IHROWJBP!T BODY FLUIDS ON /AT MP (BATTERY)

yreatened to throw feces and |
checked in DIMS and
were walking the

!HF'ERT , I
On 12 Jul 2003 at gpprox. 2320 Detainee ISN#LNEIRCHED

urine on the MA's if they did not £ill his water bottle with cold water. The MA'
be was not authorized. Dm:ththbcumdunn:mmm“mu while the
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(EX2),(b)(5), (L} 7)(E)
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b)(3)10USC  DETAINEE REPORT
§1300.(0)(6).(0)(THC) 2. DATE
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] 8. T¥PG OF REPORT: {Chock One). . .
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INF]RACTION

&, STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY A(.THJH

D){(2).(b)(6)

& IKCIDENT :
09-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT MP (BATTERY)
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REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFFACTTON
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|
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lz. DATE
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0)(2).(b)(6)
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9 REPORT |
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9. REPORT
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ho 1o hin avea. {s3IICH) wumuﬁmtydcphyedbwﬂﬂ
(bY(3):10 USC

(0)(2).(b)(5).(LHFHE)

10. YATNESA 11 Al DETAN INFORMED (Chack One)

(6)(3).10 USC §130b (b)(8).(b)THC)

e ¥ Pl

5)(5).(0)7HE)

ey o ELE-ELE & PERAr A8 s PERSON - 'E
(b)(3):10 USC §130b (b)(8).(b) (7)) '

-

NY TIMES

1900




- s

%

(b)(3):10 USC | |
§130b,(b}(6),(D}(7H(C) DETAINEE REPORT

up REPREAENTATIVE 2, DATE _
SIDOG ’ , . {IUL200- 1323L

|3, yree or REPORT: (Check Ove) _ *
REPORT OF DISCIPLINAR Y iRFRACTION

4. BTATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY / ON

Y, DETAINEE OCATION

= B odor ]

al =

(0)(2),(D)(6)
. INCIBENT : A
05-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT MP (BATTERY)

|
mmmmuﬂmitmmbm

9. REPORT
' On 12 Tuly 2005, at 1125 Detainee ISNH
gulrdtwoﬂmunhewuwalkingthum.. |
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(H)3) 10 USC §130b,(0)(6).(0)(7)(C)

(b}(5), (037 )(E)

.‘ ;'-"-I-'JJ. .

0)(3)-10 USC §130b,{(b){6).(0)(7)(C)
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1300, (bY(B) . ( - TATVE Z. DATE
_ _ ,Tliﬂib}‘ifﬂc.’-* losmmsbzssL
A TYPE OF REPORT; (Chock O~ = |
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY ! CTION
4. STATUS
1NHERFORHECEEEMRYATHD \
B2 bYE) )
LINGOENT . | ,
10- AGGRAVATED BATTERY ON AMP
1. _ |
About 2200, 3 JUL 05, Detsiree I8N focated in cell LS sted the Block
Gwdwbusrepdlmmmutdﬁdnu}hmdaMGmdopmedm hasn hole and the detaiboe
asked the Guard fuor the bottle of grcpeﬂmttnwhimtc’if.wmm Guasd told the detaince hs
could not have the bottle, the mhhedﬂnﬁmri‘!‘haﬁumﬂnepp-_d wck and closed fhe bean
hole without further incideat. |

(0)(2).{b)(5).(ON7HC)

wl FORAMED {Chvack One)

(0)(3):10 USC §130b,{0)(6),(0)(7HC)

D}(5).(b)(7)(E)

(b)(3):10 USC §130D.(b)(6).{b)(7)(C)
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§130b.(b}6).(B)(7)C) DETAINEE REPORT
ATNE 2 DATE
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3TVEOF REPSRTiDhem0a) - | . . .
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4, JTATUR
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY AF'HDH

[ T § A O ' 1 ¥ k Al

(P}2).(D)(B)

L INGDENT
10-AGGRAVATED BATTERY PN A MP

1

%, AKPORT
About 1930, 1 JUL 03, Detainee | _

Guard's right hand as the Guard was handing & pear

avening chow. Tho Guard pulled his arm back and the detainee grabbed
to closs the beanhole, which broke the detuines's grasp of the

anempted to hit the Guard with a Jlip flop and the pear. While the

ﬂndalimmitmﬂlﬂﬁuud'll:;m.hlwmdﬁlmd

the second Guard for more fruit and bread. When the ssoond Guard told thed

detaines hit the Guard with his flip flop

(£)(2).(b}5). (D)7 HE)
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3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Check One)
KEPORT OF DISCIFLUIARY INFRACTION.

4. STATUB
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

i ¥

(0)(2).(6)(B}

WCIDENT _ .
04-DAMAGE TO PROPERTY, FAILURE TO RETURN PROPERTY

G 3320, 1 JUL 05, Detainee 15N IO EDIC M ocatcd in ccti Ellhofe the toilet foot pad

froen the cell foor. :
BY(2).(0)(5).(h){HE)

1

11 WAl
Onw)

i
)(3) §1300.(0)(6),(0)(7)(C)
(D)(3}.10 USC‘:!L:: (D)(B)Y,(D)(7 o

18, A | LHIE

B}5).(B)THE)

T3 10 USC §1300 (0)(6),(00N)(C)

OMS OhearvalanDisoiinary Raport Fosm
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1 4. 70 COMMANDER of DRRIGNATED REPREGENTAIVE
C)DOG

% TYPE OF REPOKT: {Chock Oné) o
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRALL 1IN

4, STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY CTION

()2 (0)(6)

.I"

B INGIDENT '. .
10-AGGRAVATED BATTERY{ON A MP

9. AEPORT ‘ .

bout 1930, 1 JUL 05, Detainec ISN#Y
Guard's right hand as the Goand was bant
evening chow, The Guard pulledihis arm bac

4 ':ha..‘.l -.l""\-r-.

()(3) 10 USC §1300,(0)(6).(0)(7THC)

(0)(3)10 USC §130b (0)(8).(D)7)C)

| DS ObarrvstiovOmcipinary Reacrt Fom,
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(B}(3).10 USC
$130E (b)(6}.(B)(7HC)

RESENTATVE
, 11JUL20Q5 12071

"3 TYPS OF REPDRT: Gk 353)
REPDRTOFDEM!;RYENFRACHON - - .

& STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ‘ACTION
ANEE'S NAME: [Laal, FYis. 20 ¥ SN

(}(2).(5)(6)

5. MEDEN _
09-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON/AT MP (BATTERY)

&, RARORT : " .
About 1142, 11 JUL 05, Detainee ISN# foceted in cell LK spit on the Guard's

face, after sho denled hima cup for being on Cup toss.
(0)(2).(b)(5) (bH7)(E)

m_l!l
(b)(3):10 USC §130b (b)E).(b)7 L)




(b)(3):10 USC DETAINEE REPORT
2, DATE

§130b,(b}(6),(0)(7)(C) sV
GSIULZOEP 1339L

3. TYPE OF REPORT: Cnech T —
REPORT OF DISCIPLIN ARY ACTION

thnguud,hitttnghhninmefmqwiﬂ:.nniqiwmﬂw;wﬂ.

(2){2).{0)(5). (DI NE)

6)(3) 10 USC §130D,(B)(B).(0)(7)(C)

18 ACTIONS
b){5}. (DI )(E)

D)(3) 10 f.JEa'Jé"'-gﬂaob,{b)ga;l,{bj{fﬁtf) |
mwmwm
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2. REPONAT .
"About 0840, § TUL 05, mmmmhmmw tis meal tray &t
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b)(3}:10 USGC
~\1)3[]t.1 ((6).(b}7(C) DETAINEE REPORT
ieae : - RESENTATIVE
CIDG
TYPE OF REPORT: [Chack O04) .
RH'ORT OF DISCIPLINARY (NFRACTIUN
ATUS
;ETFERPGRDISCIFLMARYTLCHQN

I 1 T k-

tb}('?‘ b}tfil

SO THROW/SPIT RODY FLUIDS ON /AT MP (BATTERY)

IIEFMT
Ehl:lulrmalfﬂmdcﬂmqeﬁﬂ#

£){(2). ()BT HE)

(6)(3)10 USC §130b (b}(8).(6)(7)(C)

|
|
u.mnm

(DY(5).(D)(7)E)
(£)(3):10 USC §130b,(b)(E}.(0)(7) WC)
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f(b)(3):10 USC
§130b,(0)().(P)(7HE)

DETAINEE REPORT

1. TO GOMMANDER or DESMGNATED REPRESENTATIVE
CIDOG

-r-fn:u:ngﬂt';mﬂyﬂ

- E‘,T‘ M W e chdt

BEPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTIUN
&4, STATUS

REFER FOR DISCIFLINARY AT:rlON
T « i et Bt M ‘1§, I3
(6)(3). 10 USC §130D, (0)(6),(0}(7)(C)

§ WNCIDENT '
07-HITTING/KICKING AN NETAINEE
|

£. REPORT .

ON 29 APR 2005, AT APFRO
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