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You see, her home was destroyed, and
her life was turned upside down by this
tornado as well. But for Kim, commu-
nity came first.

These are good people, and there are
s0 many more like them. They inspired
me, and they have motivated me to
search for solutions to break through
partisan rancor that too often domi-
nates this government.

But they also fuel my optimism for
the future. You see, I believe that
America’s strength is in the fabric of
which we are woven. The threads of
this fabric include both the character
of our people and the wisdom reported
in our Constitution.

It is a very strong and very durable
fabric that withstands the overreach of
any one President and the misguided
policies of any one administration.

That is why I look back, not with
any regret—I would do it all over
again—but with gratitude. There were
victories won during my time here, and
I am pleased to have lead some of those
charges. But I have to admit many bat-
tles remain.

I would be dishonest if I denied some
feelings of frustration about the ab-
sence of the will to address issues of
paramount importance to our country,
but I know that no issue is powerful
enough to shred the fabric of this great
Nation. Rather, these challenges are
overpowered by the ordinary people
who do extraordinary things, by the
character of our people, and by the wis-
dom of our Founders. So I reject the
prophecy of hopelessness.

As the challenges we face grow more
urgent—and they will-—so grows the
collective fortitude to address them,
and I believe that is about to intensify.

On January 3, I will officially pass
the baton to Senator-elect Ben Sasse,
and I wish him the best. With the 114th
Congress, there will be a new day in
this Chamber, a new majority, and a
lot of new faces. I hope they embrace
the new opportunities to exemplify
true statesmanship.

Although confidence in our Nation’s
ability to solve problems may be shak-
en, I still believe ordinary people can
do extraordinary things—even here in
Washington, DC. May God guide those
efforts and may God bless this great
country, the United States of America.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader.

——
TRIBUTES TO MIKE JOHANNS

Mr. McCCONNELL. Madam President,
I had an opportunity to address the ex-
traordinary career of the Senator from
Nebraska the other day, and he was on
the floor, which was welcomed, and his
staff was in the gallery. I wanted to
say again, in a much shorter version,
how much we all appreciate his re-
markable contributions to our country,
to his State, and to the Senate and
wish him well in the future.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.
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Mrs. FISCHER. Madam President, I
rise today to celebrate the legacy of
my dear friend, my colleague, and my
fellow Nebraskan, Senator MIKE
JOHANNS.

Senator JOHANNS has dedicated more
than three decades of his life to serving
the people of Nebraska and also this
Nation. His career in public service
began at the local level, where he was
elected to the Lancaster County Board
of Commissioners. He later joined the
Lincoln City Council, and eventually
became mayor of Nebraska’s capital
city where he served for two terms.

Perhaps the most infamous decision
Senator JOHANNS ever made through-
out his career in public service was in
his days as mayor of Lincoln. After an
early season winter storm dropped
more than a foot of heavy wet snow on
Lincoln in late October, Mayor
JOHANNS decided to cancel Halloween.
He cited power outages and hazardous
downed power lines.

As you can imagine, this news was
not received well among some of those
Lincolnites. To this day, constituents
haven’t forgotten and they still occa-
sionally remind him of how he deprived
an entire city of trick or treats on that
fateful October evening. He made up
for it, though, when he and his wife
Stephanie treated children who came
to trick or treat at the mansion.

Fortunately, this incident didn’t deal
a death blow to Senator JOHANNS’ po-
litical career. He went on to serve as
Governor of Nebraska and was re-
elected to a second term.

As Governor, he focused on fiscal dis-
cipline and the responsible use of lim-
ited State tax dollars, principles he
upheld here in the Senate as well. At
one point, as Governor, he even vetoed
an entire 2-year budget proposal be-
cause it raised taxes to expand govern-
ment power.

He also championed ambitious men-
tal health reforms that allowed Dpa-
tients to receive care in the stability
and in the security of their own com-
munities where they could be near
their loved ones. A decade later, these
reforms in Nebraska are still regarded
as a major milestone in improving
mental health care.

Before he was a Senator or a Gov-
ernor or a mayor or a city councilman,
he worked on his family’s dairy farm.
That is not easy work. And as MIKE
puts it, it is a job that builds character
and humility. Growing up on a dairy
farm, he would milk cows every day be-
fore school, sometimes even taking the
tractor halfway to town in the winter
months when the roads were so bad
that the schoolbus couldn’t get out to
his farm.

This upbringing gave Senator
JOHANNS a great appreciation and a
deep understanding for the needs of our
Nation’s ag producers, so it was no sur-
prise when President George W. Bush
selected him to lead the Department of
Agriculture as its Secretary. MIKE du-
tifully served in this role, overseeing a
new reform-oriented farm bill and
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opening doors to new global markets
for our Nation’s ag producers.

As Secretary of Agriculture, he saw
firsthand the challenges facing hungry
nations. It was in this role that he fell
in love with the people of Africa, and
he has worked here in the Senate to de-
velop food aid programs that not only
feed but also empower hungry popu-
lations around the world.

Senator JOHANNS has tirelessly
worked for our State and our Nation.
He brought to the Senate a unique per-
spective, having served virtually every
level of government. His well-rounded
approach to his work here reflects that
rare wisdom. Many of us here have had
the pleasure of working closely with
him because he always makes a point
to work with his colleagues regardless
of party affiliation, whether it be on
complex legislation or that annual
Senate secret Santa tradition.

We are all familiar with the con-
fident, peaceful demeanor he brings to
the Senate, and his plain-spoken clar-
ity will truly be missed once he leaves
Congress. This is who MIKE JOHANNS is.
It is who he has always been: a quiet
workhorse with a soft spot for the
world’s most disadvantaged, and a
burning desire to help wherever he can.
Friends back home who have known
him since before he began his career in
public service will tell you that he is
the same man today he was back
then—never losing sight of his goal of
helping people, never getting a big
head, and always putting Nebraska
first.

The Senator’s wife Stephanie has
been by his side throughout every step
of this tremendous journey, always
supportive and steadfast. Anyone who
knows MIKE knows he and Steph are in-
separable. I am sure they are both
looking forward to having more time
to spend with family next year.

MIKE, you are a statesman and a
model citizen. I am thankful for all the
work you have done for Nebraska and
for the entire Nation. You have set
such a great example for your fellow
Senators, and we all appreciate your
dedication over these past 32 years.
You have served Nebraska with dignity
and integrity. Good luck. I wish you
and Stephanie all the best. God bless
you both.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President,
this is a bittersweet time for all of us.
As you have heard, as we close the
book on one term of Congress and look
forward to the next, we are here to say
goodbye to one of our esteemed col-
leagues who is finishing his service in
the Senate. It is always tough, but it is
especially hard for me with regard to
Senator MIKE JOHANNS—a guy I con-
sider a fine Senator, also a good friend,
and sort of the perfect example of the
statesman. Through his impressive ca-
reer as mayor, Governor, Cabinet mem-
ber, and Senator, as his colleague has
just said, he has displayed that.
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I first met Senator JOHANNS when he
was Secretary JOHANNS. He was Sec-
retary of Agriculture in the George W.
Bush Cabinet, and that meant we got
to spend a lot of time together. I was
the U.S. Trade Representative, and I
truly believe I have traveled around
the world more with MIKE than I have
with my family. We went all over, from
Asia to Europe to South America and
Africa. We fought for farmers and
ranchers. Our ideal was that we could
expand exports, and we were able to do
that and make some progress with his
hard work.

We went to far-flung corners of the
world, such as Burkina Faso, to deal
with cotton issues important to U.S.
farmers. We spent countless—and I
mean countless—hours on something
called the green room negotiating ses-
sions, trying to reach a deal in the
Doha round of talks with the World
Trade Organization.

I remember one time MIKE and I had
the opportunity to brief reporters as
we were going across Africa. We were
racing across the Sahara desert to
make our way to an airport. Because
the airport had no lights, the pilots in-
sisted we get there while there was
still light so they could see where they
were landing.

He taught me a lot, not just about ar-
cane agricultural issues, such as what
is a green box or an amber box subsidy
in agriculture—fun issues such as
that—but he also taught me a lot about
negotiating and about how, as we said
earlier, to be a statesman.

We had some tough negotiating ses-
sions, but MIKE was always a proud and
relentless representative and champion
for the interests of our great country
and the interests of the farmers and
ranchers he knew so well. He always
did his job on the global stage with
honor and with dignity. If there has
ever been a more forceful advocate for
American farmers, whether it was
there or here in the Senate, I don’t
know who it is.

In 2007, he told me he was going to
leave the administration and go home
to Nebraska, and that he was consid-
ering running for the Senate. I never
thought I would be able to serve with
him, because I didn’t know I was going
to follow him, but I knew when he told
me that, he would be in the Senate and
that he would put in the same level of
dedication to this body as he had as
Secretary of Agriculture, and that has
been true.

He is not flashy. His colleague from
Nebraska has just called him a work-
horse. I hope he takes that as a com-
pliment. I would. He has never sought
out the cameras or, for that matter,
sought out recognition for his good
work. He just does the right thing. A
true statesman.

So, MIKE JOHANNS, we are going to
miss you. We are going to miss Steph-
anie. And we wish you Godspeed.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.
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Mr. ROBERTS. Madam President,
the first time I met MIKE JOHANNS was
in Hutchison, KS. Hutchison, KS, is
where we have the State fair every
yvear. I was somebody then. I was the
chairman of the sometimes powerful
House Committee on Agriculture, and I
had made a pitch to get the Secretary
of Agriculture to actually come to the
fair, thinking that MIKE JOHANNS
would be a far better speaker than my-
self and maybe I could avoid some
trouble. So I had the Secretary come
and I made the promise that every
farmer who wanted to ask the Sec-
retary of Agriculture a question would
have that opportunity. I hadn’t both-
ered to tell MIKE about it, but when he
arrived on the scene, he nodded his
head and said: Fine. He had this yellow
tablet under his arm, and with ample
staff, some who used to work for me,
but that is beside the point.

So cutting things short, all the ac-
tivities in the State fair he attended,
and he dutifully went around to every
exhibit, and we finally ended up in the
amphitheater and there must have
been 150 to 175 farmers all lined up
waiting to speak to or to question the
Secretary of Agriculture. I thought to
myself: Oh, my gosh, what have I done?
The Secretary is coming in—I didn’t
know MIKE that well at that particular
time—and what have I gotten him
into?

But MIKE didn’t seem to be bothered
at all. He was absolutely comfortable,
unflappable. He had the microphone
and he sat down at a table, put down
the yellow tablet and said: Yes, sir, and
what is your first question and what is
your name? The individual would give
his name and the question, and MIKE
would write down the question. He
said: Thank you very much for that. It
will receive all of our attention. Next.

He went through the whole 125 or 150
and never answered a question, but he
wrote it down. Every farmer who came
up later to me said: You know, the Sec-
retary wrote down my question. They
were tremendously impressed, as op-
posed to me. Silly me, I would have
tried to answer their questions, and we
would have been there 2 or 3 hours,
Lord knows how long. So I asked MIKE:
How do you get by with that? He said:
Well, it saves a lot of time and you
never get in trouble by what you don’t
say, which always sort of stuck with
me and what a class act he was.

County commissioner, mayor of Lin-
coln, Governor, Secretary of Agri-
culture, U.S. Senate. I suppose if I
floated a balloon for you to be Presi-
dent that you might—mo, Stephanie
wouldn’t buy it and you wouldn’t ei-
ther. But that would be the logical
next step, MIKE, and I think we cer-
tainly could and probably will do a lot
worse. But at any rate, since I brought
up Stephanie, Franki and I extend our
very best wishes and love.

I do have somewhat of a minor dis-
comfort, it isn’t a quarrel—I would
never quarrel with Stephanie—but
some degree of discomfort.
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We have to have meetings around
here a lot, and some of us stay for the
whole thing. We would always look
around for MIKE. He would be around
for the fireworks and then he would
leave and he would always g0 home—
because he had a home very close on
Capitol Hill—to be with Stephanie.

She is absolutely wonderful. She has
the best smile ever. You cannot be un-
happy or in a bad mood ever when you
see Stephanie.

So I would come to work in the Hart
Building or here in the Capitol and I
would happen to run into Stephanie
and she would always come up with
that big smile on her face and say: Hi,
PAT. How are things going?

What are you going to do? I mean, 1
am trying to be the curmudgeon of the
Senate, but GRASSLEY keeps edging me
out. So here I would be in sort of a bad
or a grumpy mood and she would flash
that smile, and I would say: Just fine.
Then I would be feeling pretty good
and I would go into the office. They
would say: What is wrong? You have a
smile on your face. I would say, ‘“I've
been Stephanized.” I am truly going to
miss that.

I remember the time we were sitting
probably right about here in the back.
We had just concluded the farm bill for
the first time, and then it took us 400
days to get the rest of it. MIKE is an ex-
pert on agriculture program policy.
Ask anybody else if they would like to
talk about agriculture program policy
and you would get a high glaze after
about 8 seconds—but not MICHAEL.
MIKE knows agriculture farm program
policy. We call it farm program policy
in Nebraska and Kansas, but he knows
an awful lot about it.

I asked him: How many people do you
think in this body, in this Senate, ab-
solutely understand farm program pol-
icy? He retorted: How many peobple
want to understand agriculture pro-
gram policy? We decided there were
about 5 in the Senate and maybe about
10 in the House—which shows you why
we have a tough time getting the farm
bill done.

I relied on his advice and counsel
when I was the ranking member. I am
so sorry—I regret—should I have the
privilege of becoming chairman of the
Senate agriculture committee, I would
look forward to a dynamic duo with re-
gard to what we could accomplish. But
Senator JOHANNS is like Shane: Come
back, Shane. Come back, MIKE. But
Shane rode away, and the Senator is
going to ride back to Nebraska. I give
him that, and I give him all of the suc-
cess he can possibly have.

Six years is all this man has served.
Some people have been here a lot
longer. I have. You can accomplish a
lot in 6 years. People say: What can
you do in 6 years?

No. 1, you can work on legislation
and you can know what you are talking
about and you can earn people’s re-
spect and you can be smart about it. I
don’t mean smart smart. I mean just
smart, so that what you say and when
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you say it, people pay attention. That
is precisely the kind of person MIKE is.
You can have all the integrity in the
world and you can do exactly what he
says when he talks about the people of
Nebraska.

The people of Kansas are very similar
to the people of Nebraska. My only
complaint with the people of Nebraska
is they chose to go play in the Big Ten
and are finding it a little more difficult
than running the track meets they
used to run against Kansas State and
KU. But if you want to go to the Big
Ten and do that, why that is your busi-
ness—but we have the same kind of
roots.

I have always said there are no self-
made men or women in public office. It
is our friends and the people we rep-
resent who make us what we are, and
Senator JOHANNS has spoken so elo-
quently to that.

MICHAEL, I was trying to think of a
tag I could label you with that might
be noteworthy of everything you stand
for. Others will do better than I and
others have already said that. I simply
come up by saying that you are an un-
common man with a very common
touch, and I am going to miss you—and
everybody in the conference is going to
miss you and I suspect everybody in
the Senate is going to miss you for the
way you have conducted yourself and
the job you have done for Nebraska.

We wish you all the best and we love
you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MANCHIN). The Senator from Maine.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, when
Senator MIKE JOHANNS stated in Feb-
ruary of last year that he had decided
not to seek a second term in the Sen-
ate, he did so in a way that revealed so
much about his character. There was
no dramatic press conference, there
were no weeks of rumors, there were no
guessing games. Instead, there was just
a simple and brief press release.

Then, the very next day it was back
to work for Senator JOHANNS, traveling
throughout the State of Nebraska for a
series of townhall meetings with the
people he is honored to serve.

Nine months later, in October of 2013,
his character again shone through. The
Federal Government was shut down
due to a massive failure to govern re-
sponsibly. It was stifling our economy
and causing great harm to the trust
the American people deserve to have in
their government.

As a key member of our Common
Sense Coalition, Senator JOHANNS
worked effectively and quietly to re-
store government operations and to re-
store citizen trust in government.
Again, no dramatics, no search for the
limelight, just solid results, just effec-
tive leadership.

Quiet, effective leadership guided by
common sense has been the hallmark
throughout the Senator’s 32 years in
public service. From Lancaster County
commissioner and mayor of Lincoln to
Governor of Nebraska and U.S. Sec-
retary of Agriculture, he has been well
informed, thoughtful, and untiring.
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The old farm country saying that
sowing is easy, reaping is hard per-
fectly describes his record of accom-
plishment and his determination to see
any task to its completion. Most of all,
the Senator from Nebraska always does
what he thinks is in the best interests
of our country and of the people he so
proudly represents.

In an interview shortly before he an-
nounced that he would be leaving the
Senate, Senator JOHANNS said he hoped
he would be remembered as ‘‘a guy who
was good to work with.”

Working with Senator MIKE JOHANNS
has been more than just good. It has
been an honor and a privilege and I
wish him and Stephanie all the best.

Thank you for your service.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise to
also express my appreciation for Sen-
ator MIKE JOHANNS and for his wife
Stephanie.

I first met MIKE shortly after I was
elected Governor of my State. At that
time MIKE was serving as Governor of
Nebraska. Right away when I went and
visited with MIKE I could tell this was
somebody who was not only somebody
we could count on but who had the
right motivation in public service, had
great ideas, and was somebody I could
look to as a mentor, and I have ever
since.

From his experience at the local
level as commissioner, then as mayor,
then as Governor, then as Secretary of
Agriculture, and then as a Senator,
MIKE has been somebody all of us have
counted on and somebody whose advice
we have sought when we wrestled with
tough decisions.

So I just want to add my voice as
well to the others who have expressed
our appreciation for Senator MIKE
JOHANNS and for Stephanie and to say
how much we are going to miss him.
We are going to miss him not only on
a personal level—because he is a great
guy and a great friend and somebody
we can count on—but we are going to
miss his advice, his counsel, his par-
ticipation in this process on behalf of
the American people.

I think MIKE epitomizes the kind of
approach we need to have in this body
to get work done—to listen, to think
carefully, and to remember always that
we work for the American people, and
he has a long and distinguished career
doing that.

He is somebody who will be truly
missed, and I think he is somebody who
exemplifies the very best of this body
and of public service on behalf of our
great Nation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, our col-
leagues know the Presiding Officer is a
recovering Governor, I am a recovering
Governor, MIKE JOHANNS is a recov-
ering Governor. So we are sort of a sup-
port group for one another, men and
women who used to be somebody spe-
cial. I am kidding because I think we
still are.
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The Senator was talking about MI-
CHAEL, and I had the privilege of know-
ing him and his wife for a number of
years. We were Governors together,
and my wife Martha and his wife
Stephanie were First Ladies together
and define what the standards should
be for First Lady or First Man, if you
will, if you have a female Governor.

I will never forget when I first met
him. I was talking about Stephanie and
how we know each other and so forth,
and he told me this great story about—
I think they were county commis-
sioners together. It was Lancaster
County.

I might be mistaken, I think he used
to be in those days maybe a Democrat,
and a long time ago I was a young Re-
publican for Barry Goldwater, when I
was a 17-year-old Republican freshman
student at Ohio State, and later found
out Hillary Clinton was a Goldwater
“Golden Girl” at the Republican con-
vention in 1964.

In any event, I just want to say one
of the reasons he is so thoughtful, and
I hope maybe the reason I am fairly
thoughtful, is because we have the abil-
ity to work across the aisle and to see
and appreciate the views of other peo-
ple.

The story about how he and Steph-
anie, when they were on county council
together, they met, started liking each
other, started dating, fell in love and
later got married—they even had lunch
together every day they were on coun-
ty council, and every day he was Gov-
ernor they continued to have lunch to-
gether and here, too, for many days.
That is a love, the kind you just don’t
see. You just don’t see that very much.

I just want to say: You are such an
inspiration to the rest of us, you and
your wife, the way you cherish each
other and hold together and support
each other and stand by each other. It
is just a real source of inspiration.

There is an old saying: It doesn’t
matter who gets credit for something
when you get a lot more done. You de-
fine that, a guy who doesn’t need head-
lines, a lot of attention. I hope the rest
of us are that way, but you define that
for us.

We love working with you. We are
going to miss you. We wish you the
best and wish you Godspeed. As we say
in the Navy, fair winds. God bless you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I am
here to talk about the Intelligence
Committee report, but before the Sen-
ator leaves the floor, I just want to tell
my colleague from Nebraska how much
I appreciate his service. I note for the
body that in the effort to build a bipar-
tisan coalition for major tax reform,
MIKE JOHANNS was the Senator whose
counsel we all thought we needed, and
I thank him. I will have more to say
about his career before the end of this
week.
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SSCI STUDY OF THE CIA’S DETEN-
TION AND INTERROGATION PRO-
GRAM

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I have
served on the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee for 14 years and came to the
Senate floor in the spring of 2005 to
join with Senator ROCKEFELLER in call-
ing for the committee to investigate
the CIA’s interrogation activities and
the possible use of torture. In 2009 I
joined my Intelligence Committee col-
leagues in voting to approve Chair
FEINSTEIN’s motion to launch an inves-
tigation into these activities.

I said at the time, I continue to be-
lieve it today, that what this debate
over torture requires is an infusion of
facts. Americans can hear me and
other policymakers argue that the
CIA’s so-called enhanced interrogation
techniques constituted torture and did
not work, and Americans can also hear
various former officials argue that
these techniques are not torture and
that they produced uniquely valuable
information. What is important is that
today all Americans finally have ac-
cess to the facts so they can make up
their own minds. Personally, I hope
this report closes the door on the possi-
bility of our country ever resorting to
torture again.

Americans have Kknown since the
days of the Salem witch trials that tor-
ture is an unreliable means of obtain-
ing truthful information in addition to
being morally reprehensible. But fol-
lowing the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, a small number of CIA
officials chose to follow the advice of
private, outside contractors who told
them the way to quickly get important
information from captured terrorist
suspects was by using coercive interro-
gation techniques that had been devel-
oped and used by Communist dictator-
ships during the Cold War.

I would note that the CIA officials
later paid these same contractors to
evaluate the effectiveness of their own
work.

CIA officials repeatedly represented
to the public, to the Congress, to the
White House, and to the Justice De-
partment that the techniques were
safe, that they were only used against
high-level terrorist captives, and that
their use provided unique otherwise un-
available intelligence that saved lives.
After 5 long years of investigation, our
committee found that none of these
claims held up. The CIA’s so-called en-
hanced interrogation techniques in-
cluded a number of techniques that our
country has long considered torture.
Furthermore, the CIA’s own interroga-
tion records make it clear that the use
of these techniques in the CIA’s secret
prisons was far harsher than was de-
scribed in representations by the CIA.

CIA Director Michael Hayden testi-
fied that any deviation from approved
procedures were reported and cor-
rected, but CIA interrogation logs de-
scribed a wide variety of harsh tech-
niques that the Justice Department’s
infamous torture memos did not even
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consider. Practices such as placing de-
tainees in ice water or threatening a
detainee with a power drill were often
not appropriately recorded or corrected
when they happened. Director Hayden
also testified that detainees at a min-
imum have always had a bucket to dis-
pose of their human waste, but in fact
CIA detainees were routinely placed in
diapers for extended periods of time,
and CIA cables show multiple instances
in which interrogators withheld waste
buckets from detainees.

CIA records indicate that some CIA
prisoners may not have been terrorists
at all. Some of these individuals were
in fact ruthless terrorists with blood
already on their hands, but one of the
report’s most important findings is
that this did not seem to be the case in
every instance. In one particularly
troubling case, the CIA held an intel-
lectually challenged man prisoner and
attempted to use tapes of him crying
as leverage against another member of
the individual’s family.

At another point the CIA official
noted in writing that the CIA was hold-
ing a number of detainees about whom
we know very little, and the CIA on
multiple occasions continued to hold
people even after CIA officers con-
cluded there was not information to de-
tain them. The review even found
email records that described Director
Hayden instructing a CIA officer to
underreport the total number of CIA
detainees. To this day the CIA’s official
response to this report indicates that
senior CIA officials are alarmingly un-
interested in determining exactly how
many detainees the CIA even held.

To be clear, the report doesn’t at-
tempt to determine the motivation be-
hind these misrepresentations. The re-
port doesn’t reach judgments about
whether individuals deliberately lied or
unknowingly passed along inaccurate
information. It simply compares the
representations the CIA made to Con-
gress, the Justice Department, the pub-
lic, and others to the information
found in the CIA’s own internal
records, and it notes where those com-
parisons reveal significant contradic-
tions.

One of the biggest sets of contradic-
tions revolve around the repeated
claim that the use of these techniques
produced unique, otherwise unavailable
intelligence that saved lives. CIA offi-
cials made this claim to the White
House, the Justice Department, the
Congress, and the public. The claim
was repeated over and over and over
again. Over the years CIA officials
came up with a number of examples to
try to support the claim, such as the
names of particular terrorists sup-
posedly captured as a result of coercive
interrogations or plots that had been
supposedly thwarted based on this
unique, otherwise unavailable informa-
tion.

The committee took the 20 most
prominent or frequently cited exam-
ples used by the CIA and our investiga-
tors spent years going through them.

December 9, 2014

Twenty examples are going to seem
like a lot to anybody who reads the re-
port, but the committee members who
were working on the report agreed it
was important to be comprehensive
and avoid cherry-picking just one or
two cases. In every one of these cases
the CIA statements about the unique
effectiveness of coercive interrogation
techniques were contradicted in one
way or another by the Agency’s own in-
ternal records.

I am going to repeat that because 1
think it is a particularly important
finding. In every one of these 20 cases,
CIA statements about the unique effec-
tiveness of coercive interrogation was
contradicted in one way or another by
the Agency’s own internal records. We
are not talking about minor inconsist-
encies. We are talking about funda-
mental contradictions.

For example, in congressional testi-
mony and documents prepared for
White House briefings, the CIA claimed
that a detainee had identified Khalid
Shaikh Mohammed as the mastermind
of the 9/11 attacks after he was de-
tained by the CIA and subjected to the
CIA’s coercive interrogation tech-
niques, but in fact CIA records clearly
show that Abu Zubaydah provided this
information during noncoercive inter-
rogations by the FBI prior to the be-
ginning of his coercive CIA interroga-
tions and days before he was even
moved to the CIA’s secret detention
site. I personally expected that there
would be at least one or two cases
where vague or incomplete records
might appear to support the Agency’s
claims, but in fact in every one of these
20 examples they and the arguments
for them crumble under close scrutiny.

The report that is being released
today includes a number of redactions
aimed at protecting our national secu-
rity. I will say in my view some of
these redactions are unnecessary and a
few of them even obscure some details
that would help Americans understand
parts of the report. Overall I am satis-
fied that the redactions do not make
the report unreadable and it would be
possible for Americans to read the re-
port to learn not only what happened
but how it happened, and learning that
is essential to keep it from happening
again.

One of the reasons this public release
is necessary is that the current CIA
leadership has been resistant to ac-
knowledging the full scope of the mis-
takes and misrepresentations that
have surrounded this program. Some of
this resistance is made clear in the
Agency’s official response to the com-
mittee’s report, and I suspect some of
it will be echoed by former officials
who were involved in the program.

Finally, I want to wrap up by re-
minding people about the documents
that have come to be known as the Pa-
netta review. When former CIA Direc-
tor Panetta came to the Agency in
2009, he made it clear from the outset
that he wanted to work to put the
Agency’s history of torture behind it
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