POLITICO: STILL
STUMBLING OVER
OBVIOUS CRIMES TO
COVER A HE-SAID-SHE-
SAID STORY

The Politico presents yet another chapter in
their serialized he-said-she-said story about
whether or not Nancy Pelosi should have and
could have objected during the torture briefing
she got in fall 2002, once again ignoring the
clear evidence that CIA did not notify Congress
of actions they had already taken, as required
by law.

Nancy Pelosi sat down with CNN’s Candy
Crowley tonight and gave her most
detailed — and passionate — explanation
of her muted behavior during an initial
classified briefing on enhanced
interrogation procedures in 2002.

Crowley — a tough, well-informed and
underrated interviewer — kicked it off
by asking the Speaker about about a
column by former CIA director and ex-
House intel chairman Porter Goss
accusing Democrats of collective
"amnesia" for urging investigations of
waterboarding after remaining relatively
mute during those first classified
briefings.

PELOSI: Well, first of all, let
me say that perhaps we do live
in an alternate universe, Porter
and I.

Porter’s orientation is that he
was a member of the CIA before
he came to Congress and he
speaks now as a former director
of the Central Intelligence
Agency.
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CROWLEY: Is he wrong?

PELOSI: Perhaps he is seeing it
from his perspective. If they
say we have a legal opinion, it
means we’'re going to use it.
That's not how I heard it. They
said they had a legal opinion.
They said they weren’t going to
use and when they did they would
come back to Congress to report
to us on that. But that’s how I
heard that.

[snip]

Crowley then asked why she didn’t raise
objections to the briefers, which riled
up the Speaker.

PELOSI: To what end? To what
end? No, we’re not — they didn’t
say they were doing it. But you
know what, I'm not getting into
that. The fact is, is that I
know what they told us and I
know that they did not share our
values.

So any briefing that you would
get from the Bush administration
on the subject is one that is
probably something you’re not
going to agree with, and two,
maybe not the whole truth
anyway.

Glenn. Let’s play a little "find the criminal
conduct in a stupid beltway interview" game,
shall we?

I'll grant that Nancy Pelosi disagrees with
Porter Goss and Crazy Pete Hoekstra on whether
or not her complaints about the CIA said it
would—in the future—torture would have been
effective. I understand that that kind of thing



apparently gets your ‘Nads off.

But do you see that Pelosi is saying the
Administration was not giving the whole truth
here? Have you thought about what she might be
referring to? Here’'s a hint—an assertion with
which Goss’ comments do not disagree (Hoekstra's
are irrelevant because he wasn’'t in that
briefing).

I they didn’t say they were doing it

The CIA came before the Gang of Four, after they
had already waterboarded Abu Zubaydah 83 times
in a month, and told the intelligence leaders
that they had an opinion that would allow thenm,
in the future, to torture. But they didn't tell
Congress they had already been in the business
of torture for at least a month. The Bush
Administration and the CIA failed to fulfill
their legal obligation to notify Congress before
it engaged in this kind of activity-hell, they
didn’'t even notify them after they had engaged
in it, not for some months afterwards.

I get that you like he-said-she-said. But you’'d
think you might spare some interest in the
failure to comply with the law sitting right in
front of your face.

But I guess real crime isn’t as fun for you as
stupid beltway disputes, huh?
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