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willingness to overlook or set aside in-
telligence that does not confirm to its 
preordained view of the world. Over 
and over, again the committee docu-
mented instances in which public 
statements by the President, the Vice 
President, and members of the admin-
istration’s national security team were 
at odds with available intelligence in-
formation. By leading the American 
people to believe the situation in Iraq 
was significantly more drastic than it 
actually was, the Bush administration 
took this country into an unnecessary 
war, a war it still refuses to end. 

In a speech in Cincinnati a little over 
a year after al-Qaida attacked America 
on September 11, President Bush said: 

We know that Iraq and al-Qaida have had 
high-level contacts that go back a decade. 
We have learned that Iraq has trained al- 
Qaida members in bomb-making and poisons 
and deadly gasses. 

In his 2003 State of the Union Ad-
dress, a few short weeks before giving 
the order that began this war, the 
President said: 

Evidence from intelligence sources, secret 
communications and statements by people 
now in custody, reveal that Saddam Hussein 
aids and protects terrorists, including mem-
bers of al-Qaida. 

It was not true. The President of the 
United States told these things to our 
people and to the world, and they were 
false. 

According to the report released this 
morning by our committee: 

Statements and implications by the Presi-
dent and Secretary of State suggesting that 
Iraq and al-Qaida had a partnership or that 
Iraq had provided al-Qaida with weapons 
training were not substantiated by the intel-
ligence. 

The committee found that multiple 
CIA reports and a National Intelligence 
Estimate, released in November 2002, 
even as the administration was in the 
drumbeat to war, ‘‘dismissed the claim 
that Iraq and al-Qaida were cooper-
ating partners.’’ It was not true, and 
yet this President used this claim to 
convince the American public that 
there was a link between the Iraqi Gov-
ernment and the terrorists that per-
petrated the crimes of September 11, 
2001. 

Again, in an October 2002 speech in 
Cincinnati, the President said: 

We know that the regime has produced 
thousands of tons of chemical agents, includ-
ing mustard gas, sarin nerve gas, VX nerve 
gas. Saddam Hussein also has experience in 
using chemical weapons. . . .Every chemical 
and biological weapon that Iraq has or 
makes is a direct violation of the truce that 
ended the Persian Gulf war in 1991. Yet, Sad-
dam Hussein has chosen to build and keep 
these weapons despite international sanc-
tions, U.N. demands, and isolation from the 
civilized world. 

The report concludes: 
Statements by the President and Vice 

President prior to the October 2002 National 
Intelligence Estimate regarding Iraq’s chem-
ical weapons production capabilities and ac-
tivities did not reflect the intelligence com-

munity’s uncertainties as to whether such 
production was ongoing. 

The intelligence community knew 
Saddam Hussein wanted to be able to 
produce chemical weapons. It could 
not, however, confirm President Bush’s 
claim of certainty that Hussein’s re-
gime was actually producing chemical 
weapons. Yet the President made that 
argument, stirring up unfounded fears 
among the American people. 

This administration not only as-
serted that Saddam Hussein possessed 
chemical weapons and intended to use 
them, the President also said in his 
speech on October 2002: 

We could wait and hope that Saddam does 
not give weapons to terrorists, or develop a 
nuclear weapon to blackmail the world. But 
I’m convinced that is a hope against all evi-
dence. 

He said: 
We cannot wait for the final proof—the 

smoking gun—that could come in the form of 
a mushroom cloud. 

Mr. President, again, it was not true. 
The committee’s report states: 

Statements by the President and the Vice 
President indicating that Saddam Hussein 
was prepared to give weapons of mass de-
struction to terrorist groups for attacks 
against the United States were contradicted 
by available intelligence information. 

At the time of the President’s speech, 
the intelligence community believed 
Saddam Hussein did not possess nu-
clear weapons. The President preyed on 
Americans’ fears of a nuclear attack, 
perhaps the most terrible fear we could 
have, to bolster his case for an unwar-
ranted war. 

Finally, the President led the Amer-
ican people to believe if it came to war 
in Iraq, America’s military would eas-
ily help liberate a grateful nation. In 
Cincinnati, in 2002, he said: 

If military action is necessary, the United 
States and our allies will help the Iraqi peo-
ple to rebuild their economy, and create the 
institutions of liberty and a unified Iraq at 
peace with its neighbors. 

This was the ‘‘hope against all evi-
dence.’’ 

Analysis by the Defense Intelligence 
Agency assessed that: 

The Iraqi populace will adopt an ambiva-
lent attitude toward liberation. 

That is an understatement. 
The CIA wrote, in August 2002, that 

‘‘traditional Iraqi political culture has 
been inhospitable to democracy.’’ 

According to the committee’s report: 
Statements by President Bush and Vice 

President CHENEY regarding the postwar sit-
uation, in Iraq in terms of the political, se-
curity, and economic [situation], did not re-
flect the concerns and uncertainties ex-
pressed in the intelligence products. 

The view of the President and Vice 
President that American troops would 
be ‘‘greeted as liberators’’ did not take 
into account the complex social, polit-
ical, and sectarian dynamics at work 
about which the intelligence commu-
nity was well aware. Yet this adminis-

tration still led the American people to 
believe our troops would be welcomed, 
that the war would be short, that the 
burden in lives and dollars would be 
light, and that victory would be abso-
lute. This delusion has cost our service 
men and women and our Nation every 
day since. Once again, it was not true. 
It just was not true. 

If this administration had made the 
least effort to give an honest review of 
classified intelligence, it would have 
been known to be untrue. All too often 
in these 7 long years we have seen this 
administration cast aside facts and 
principles that did not conform with 
its political aims. 

We have seen it attempt to take 
great institutions of our country—our 
intelligence community, our Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the Depart-
ment of Justice—and twist them to its 
own ends, without due regard for the 
welfare of the American people. I be-
lieve the irresponsibility and mis-
management of this administration 
will go down in our history as among 
the darkest moments our Government 
has witnessed. It rocks the very fiber of 
democracy when our Government is 
put to these uses. We do not yet know 
all the damage that has been done. Yet 
we hope, through the efforts of this 
committee and this body, to continue 
the long and difficult repair work we 
have begun. 

We can look ahead to next January 
when we in our Nation can begin again 
with a new administration, an adminis-
tration that will not break the essen-
tial compact of honesty with the Amer-
ican people. 

f 

READING IS FUN WEEK 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
let me briefly compliment the Senate 
staff for their patience and diligence 
yesterday when put to the task of read-
ing the bill. I know it was Reading Is 
Fun Week in Rhode Island from May 12 
to May 18. I guess the minority found 
an interesting way of making it ‘‘Read-
ing Is Fun Day’’ in the Senate yester-
day. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maryland is recognized. 
f 

GLOBAL WARMING 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I take 
this time to urge my colleagues to put 
aside our partisan differences. Let’s 
follow the leadership of Senator 
LIEBERMAN, Senator WARNER, and Sen-
ator BOXER and find a way to move for-
ward with the global warming legisla-
tion. It is so important to this country. 

The scientific information is clear. 
There is something happening out 
there. We all know about it. We know 
the weather changes. We see extreme 
weather taking place—the droughts, 
the floods, the impact it is having on 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:02 Dec 21, 2010 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR08\S05JN8.000 S05JN8w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 D
S

K
1D

X
X

6B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 B

O
U

N
D

 R
E

C
O

R
D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 154, Pt. 811546 June 5, 2008 
our food chain, the drought in Aus-
tralia with the wheat crop and what it 
has done with bread prices. In my 
State of Maryland we see the warming 
of the Chesapeake Bay and the impact 
it has on blue crabs with the eelgrass 
which is critically important for juve-
nile crabs not being there. 

The Governor imposed a restriction 
on the taking of blue crabs during this 
season. I could give 100 more examples. 

If I can’t convince my colleagues on 
the science, let me refer to an issue on 
which we can all agree; that is, we need 
energy independence. Our global warm-
ing bill leads us to energy independ-
ence. We need energy independence for 
national security, so we are not de-
pendent upon other countries. We need 
energy independence so we don’t have 
to wake up every morning to find out 
what OPEC is doing that affects gaso-
line prices in the United States. We 
need energy independence for our envi-
ronment. 

This legislation uses market forces 
to solve the problem of greenhouse 
gases. We did that with acid rain, and 
it worked, far less expensively than the 
projections, and the benefit ratio to 
cost was 40 to 1. If we unleash our econ-
omy, we can solve this problem. 

Let me state the obvious: When we 
invest in renewables—and this legisla-
tion does—we invest in energy effi-
ciency. If we invest in public transpor-
tation, we are going to have less use of 
gasoline by Americans—yes, less use of 
oil. If we have less use of oil, gasoline 
prices are going to go down, supply and 
demand. If we have less use of oil, we 
are going to be less dependent on other 
countries. If we use less oil, we control 
our own economic future. 

But this legislation goes further than 
that, providing assistance for, perhaps, 
consequences we can’t fully under-
stand. So we provide help to heavy in-
dustry. Maryland is a proud manufac-
turing State. It has a great history of 
manufacturing. I want to make sure 
Maryland has a future in manufac-
turing. This legislation deals with 
that, providing help to our industries. 
We don’t know exactly what impact it 
is going to have on different constitu-
encies. The legislation provides help 
for consumers. Just as importantly, 
this legislation provides that it is def-
icit neutral; that we will make sure we 
don’t have to borrow more money. In 
fact, this legislation will mean Ameri-
cans will borrow less. It is good for our 
economy. 

Another part of this bill I found very 
helpful and that hasn’t received a lot of 
attention is that we establish a level 
playing field so if other countries don’t 
put a cap on their carbon emissions, 
they have to pay a tariff to bring their 
product to America, so that we don’t 
put American manufacturers, pro-
ducers, or farmers at a competitive dis-
advantage. 

There is one particular section of 
this bill I would like to underscore and 

I am particularly proud of because I in-
troduced the amendment in committee 
and worked with Senator BOXER, and 
that is the public transit provisions. It 
provides over $170 billion during the 
life of the bill to build stronger public 
transportation in America. One-third 
of all CO2 emissions come from trans-
portation. But in the last 15 years, 50 
percent of the increase in our emis-
sions have come from the transpor-
tation sector. 

The projected growth in the next 30 
years of vehicle traffic alone would ne-
gate all the benefit from the CAFE 
standard increases we passed last year 
if we don’t take more aggressive steps 
to get cars off the road. Public trans-
portation is critically important. It re-
duces emissions. 

People are interested in public trans-
portation. Since 1995, we have seen a 
32-percent increase in ridership, 10.3 
billion passenger trips in 2007. In the 
first quarter of this year, there has 
been a 3.3-percent increase in public 
transportation. That is 85 million more 
trips on public transportation. The 
problem is the physical infrastructure 
needs attention. The ridership at peak 
hours is already full. We need greater 
capacity. We need more efficiency and 
more economy in the use of public 
transportation. This legislation pro-
vides for it. Of the funds that are pro-
vided—the $170 billion plus—95 percent 
is distributed on the SAFETEA-LU for-
mula; 65 percent for existing systems; 
30 percent for new starts; and 5 percent 
in competitive grants for transpor-
tation alternatives and travel demand 
reduction projects. 

It is supported by the American Pub-
lic Transportation Association, the Na-
tional League of Cities, and I could add 
many more. 

Mr. President, I strongly support this 
bill as brought forward by Senator 
BOXER. I urge my colleagues to support 
it. I do have amendments to improve 
it. I hope we will get to amendments. 
One of my amendments would include 
the public transportation sector by in-
cluding metropolitan planning organi-
zations as eligible entities to receive 
grants under the funding. This builds 
upon smart growth. Maryland provided 
leadership nationally on how smart 
growth can add to our energy independ-
ence and a cleaner environment. That 
experience in Maryland can be used na-
tionwide. My amendment will make 
funds available for States to move for-
ward for smart growth. 

The amendment also provides for 
transit enhancements, including pedes-
trian and bicycle infrastructure that 
would be eligible activities. In Mary-
land, I am proud of the work we have 
done in taking funds and building 
paths for bicycles and pedestrians. The 
Gwynns Falls Greenway in Baltimore 
and the Jones Falls Greenway are ex-
amples of how we have rehabilitated 
historical trails where people can walk 
and bike and add to the quality of life. 

Another amendment that I intend to 
offer will allow for the clean, medium- 
heavy truck vehicle fleets which are 
provided for in this bill, funds to help 
fleets use clean energy but to expand 
that to public entities—Senator SPEC-
TER and Senator CARPER are joining me 
on that—that they would qualify. That 
will help vehicle manufacturers. The 
coalition that supported the original 
provision for fleet vehicles—such as 
Volvo, PowerTran, UPS, Federal Ex-
press, and PepsiCo—supports the 
change I am suggesting. 

Lastly, let me point to intercity rail. 
I will offer an amendment to provide 
funding for intercity rail. I think it is 
another way we can get people out of 
their cars. That is what we have to do 
if we are going to have a clean environ-
ment and be energy independent. The 
intercity rail is another way we can do 
it. 

Let me make it clear, I hope we get 
to amendments. Amendments can 
strengthen this bill. This bill needs to 
be strengthened. But the bill before us 
today is a bill that deserves our sup-
port. I hope my colleagues will vote in 
favor of making sure we move forward 
to enact global warming legislation 
this year. I urge my colleagues to do 
that. 

f 

HONORING THE LATE SENATOR 
ROBERT F. KENNEDY 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, tomor-
row our Nation will mark the 40th an-
niversary of Senator Robert F. Ken-
nedy’s death. In his all too brief life-
time, Robert Kennedy was an icon of 
the struggle for civil and human rights, 
social justice, and peace. In the midst 
of the civil rights movement, the in-
creasingly unpopular war in Vietnam, 
and the assassination of the Reverend 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., Senator 
Kennedy stood as a beacon of hope, in-
spiring Americans from all walks of 
life that we could rise above our Na-
tion’s struggles. With his death in the 
early morning of June 6, 1968, America 
lost a true public servant, a voice for 
the underprivileged and underserved, 
and a source of hope during a turbulent 
time. 

My own political career began the 
year before, in 1967, but for years prior, 
Robert Kennedy’s life had inspired me 
to seek public office. After managing 
his brother John’s successful 1952 Sen-
ate campaign, Robert Kennedy worked 
briefly on Capitol Hill. He then went on 
to serve in his brother John’s adminis-
tration as Attorney General, where he 
was renowned for his diligence, effec-
tiveness, and nonpartisanship. At Jus-
tice, he pursued a relentless battle 
against organized crime, frequently at 
odds with Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion Director J. Edgar Hoover. During 
his tenure, convictions of notorious or-
ganized crime figures rose eightfold. It 
was also during this time that Robert 
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