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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BOUSTANY). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
281. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4128, PRIVATE PROPERTY 
RIGHTS PROTECTION ACT OF 2005 

Mr. GINGREY, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–266) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 527) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4128) to protect private 
property rights, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

THE MEN WHO GO TO WAR 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in 1599 Shake-
speare said this about the men who go 
to war: ‘‘From this day to the ending of 
the world, but we in it shall be remem-
bered. We few, we happy few, we band 
of brothers; for he today that sheds his 
blood with me shall be my brother.’’ 

Some of those brothers from south-
east Texas who shed their blood in Iraq 
were: 

Specialist Adolf C. Carballo, Hous-
ton, Army; 

Chief Warrant Officer Andrew Todd 
Arnold from Spring, Texas, Marines; 

Specialist Scott Q. Larson, Jr., Hous-
ton, Army; 

Captain Andrew R. Houghton, Hous-
ton, United States Army; 

Lance Corporal Michael B. Wafford, 
Spring, United States Marine Corps; 

Lance Corporal Thomas J. Zapp, 
Houston, Marine Corps; 

PFC Jesus A. Leon-Perez, Houston, 
Army; 

Lance Corporal Fred Maciel, Spring, 
Texas, United States Marine Corps; 

Staff Sergeant Dexter S. Kimble, 
United States Marine Corps from Hous-
ton; 

Sergeant Michael T. Robertson, 
Houston, Army; 

Staff Sergeant Timothy J. Roark, 
Houston, United States Army; 

Master Sergeant Ivica Jerak, Hous-
ton, United States Army. 

These brothers died representing the 
United States of America, this band of 
brothers that we will remember. That’s 
just the way it is. 

TORTURE MUST NOT BE 
CONDONED BY THE U.S. 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning the top story on the front 
page of the Washington Post describes 
in detail how the CIA has been hiding 
and interrogating al Qaeda and other 
prisoners in covert prisons around the 
globe. No one knows what the rules of 
the game are for the interrogations 
that take place there. There is no ac-
countability, no genuine oversight. In 
fact, information about these facilities 
and their practices has been delib-
erately withheld from the Congress and 
the American people. In effect, the 
prisoners in these jails simply dis-
appear. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not what Amer-
ica stands for, this is more like Chile 
under Pinochet or Argentina under the 
junta. 

We know now why Vice President 
CHENEY is so determined that the final 
defense appropriations conference re-
port include exceptions to Senator 
MCCAIN’s provision against torture and 
the Markey provision prohibiting ren-
dition. If those provisions are watered 
down or struck down by the defense 
conferees, then mark my words, Mr. 
Speaker, America will lose a piece of 
its soul. Let us reclaim the values and 
the principles that have made this 
country great. 

Mr. Speaker, the text of the article 
in today’s Washington Post is as fol-
lows: 

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 2, 2005] 
CIA HOLDS TERROR SUSPECTS IN SECRET 

PRISONS 
(By Dana Priest) 

The CIA has been hiding and interrogating 
some of its most important al Qaeda captives 
at a Soviet-era compound in Eastern Europe, 
according to U.S. and foreign officials famil-
iar with the arrangement. 

The secret facility is part of a covert pris-
on system set up by the CIA nearly four 
years ago that at various times has included 
sites in eight countries, including Thailand, 
Afghanistan and several democracies in 
Eastern Europe, as well as a small center at 
the Guantanamo Bay prison in Cuba, accord-
ing to current and former intelligence offi-
cials and diplomats from three continents. 

The hidden global internment network is a 
central element in the CIA’s unconventional 
war on terrorism. It depends on the coopera-
tion of foreign intelligence services, and on 
keeping even basic information about the 
system secret from the public, foreign offi-
cials and nearly all members of Congress 
charged with overseeing the CIA’s covert ac-
tions. 

The existence and locations of the facili-
ties—referred to as ‘‘black sites’’ in classi-
fied White House, CIA, Justice Department 
and congressional documents—are known to 
only a handful of officials in the United 
States and, usually, only to the president 
and a few top intelligence officers in each 
host country. 

The CIA and the White House, citing na-
tional security concerns and the value of the 
program, have dissuaded Congress from de-
manding that the agency answer questions 

in open testimony about the conditions 
under which captives are held. Virtually 
nothing is known about who is kept in the 
facilities, what interrogation methods are 
employed with them, or how decisions are 
made about whether they should be detained 
or for how long. 

While the Defense Department has pro-
duced volumes of public reports and testi-
mony about its detention practices and rules 
after the abuse scandals at Iraq’s Abu Ghraib 
prison and at Guantanamo Bay, the CIA has 
not even acknowledged the existence of its 
black sites. To do so, say officials familiar 
with the program, could open the U.S. gov-
ernment to legal challenges, particularly in 
foreign courts, and increase the risk of polit-
ical condemnation at home and abroad. 

But the revelations of widespread prisoner 
abuse in Afghanistan and Iraq by the U.S. 
military—which operates under published 
rules and transparent oversight of Con-
gress—have increased concern among law-
makers, foreign governments and human 
rights groups about the opaque CIA system. 
Those concerns escalated last month, when 
Vice President Cheney and CIA Director Por-
ter J. Goss asked Congress to exempt CIA 
employees from legislation already endorsed 
by 90 senators that would bar cruel and de-
grading treatment of any prisoner in U.S. 
custody. 

Although the CIA will not acknowledge de-
tails of its system, intelligence officials de-
fend the agency’s approach, arguing that the 
successful defense of the country requires 
that the agency be empowered to hold and 
interrogate suspected terrorists for as long 
as necessary and without restrictions im-
posed by the U.S. legal system or even by the 
military tribunals established for prisoners 
held at Guantanamo Bay. 

The Washington Post is not publishing the 
names of the Eastern European countries in-
volved in the covert program, at the request 
of senior U.S. officials. They argued that the 
disclosure might disrupt counterterrorism 
efforts in those countries and elsewhere and 
could make them targets of possible ter-
rorist retaliation. 

The secret detention system was conceived 
in the chaotic and anxious first months after 
the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, when the working 
assumption was that a second strike was im-
minent. 

Since then, the arrangement has been in-
creasingly debated within the CIA, where 
considerable concern lingers about the legal-
ity, morality and practicality of holding 
even unrepentant terrorists in such isolation 
and secrecy, perhaps for the duration of their 
lives. Mid-level and senior CIA officers began 
arguing two years ago that the system was 
unsustainable and diverted the agency from 
its unique espionage mission. 

‘‘We never sat down, as far as I know, and 
came up with a grand strategy,’’ said one 
former senior intelligence officer who is fa-
miliar with the program but not the location 
of the prisons. ‘‘Everything was very reac-
tive. That’s how you get to a situation where 
you pick people up, send them into a nether-
world and don’t say, ‘What are we going to 
do with them afterwards?’ ’’ 

It is illegal for the government to hold 
prisoners in such isolation in secret prisons 
in the United States, which is why the CIA 
placed them overseas, according to several 
former and current intelligence officials and 
other U.S. government officials. Legal ex-
perts and intelligence officials said that the 
CIA’s internment practices also would be 
considered illegal under the laws of several 
host countries, where detainees have rights 
to have a lawyer or to mount a defense 
against allegations of wrongdoing. 
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Host countries have signed the U.N. Con-

vention Against Torture and Other Cruel, In-
human or Degrading Treatment or Punish-
ment, as has the United States. Yet CIA in-
terrogators in the overseas sites are per-
mitted to use the CIA’s approved ‘‘Enhanced 
Interrogation Techniques,’’ some of which 
are prohibited by the U.N. convention and by 
U.S. military law. They include tactics such 
as ‘‘waterboarding,’’ in which a prisoner is 
made to believe he or she is drowning. 

Some detainees apprehended by the CIA 
and transferred to foreign intelligence agen-
cies have alleged after their release that 
they were tortured, although it is unclear 
whether CIA personnel played a role in the 
alleged abuse. Given the secrecy surrounding 
CIA detentions, such accusations have 
heightened concerns among foreign govern-
ments and human rights groups about CIA 
detention and interrogation practices. 

The contours of the CIA’s detention pro-
gram have emerged in bits and pieces over 
the past two years. Parliaments in Canada, 
Italy, France, Sweden and the Netherlands 
have opened inquiries into alleged CIA oper-
ations that secretly captured their citizens 
or legal residents and transferred them to 
the agency’s prisons. 

More than 100 suspected terrorists have 
been sent by the CIA into the covert system, 
according to current and former U.S. intel-
ligence officials and foreign sources. This 
figure, a rough estimate based on informa-
tion from sources who said their knowledge 
of the numbers was incomplete, does not in-
clude prisoners picked up in Iraq. 

The detainees break down roughly into two 
classes, the sources said. 

About 30 are considered major terrorism 
suspects and have been held under the high-
est level of secrecy at black sites financed by 
the CIA and managed by agency personnel, 
including those in Eastern Europe and else-
where, according to current and former in-
telligence officers and two other U.S. govern-
ment officials. Two locations in this cat-
egory—in Thailand and on the grounds of the 
military prison at Guantanamo Bay—were 
closed in 2003 and 2004, respectively. 

A second tier—which these sources believe 
includes more than 70 detainees—is a group 
considered less important, with less direct 
involvement in terrorism and having limited 
intelligence value. These prisoners, some of 
whom were originally taken to black sites, 
are delivered to intelligence services in 
Egypt, Jordan, Morocco, Afghanistan and 
other countries, a process sometimes known 
as ‘‘rendition.’’ While the first-tier black 
sites are run by CIA officers, the jails in 
these countries are operated by the host na-
tions, with CIA financial assistance and, 
sometimes, direction. 

Morocco, Egypt and Jordan have said that 
they do not torture detainees, although 
years of State Department human rights re-
ports accuse all three of chronic prisoner 
abuse. 

The top 30 al Qaeda prisoners exist in com-
plete isolation from the outside world. Kept 
in dark, sometimes underground cells, they 
have no recognized legal rights, and no one 
outside the CIA is allowed to talk with or 
even see them, or to otherwise verify their 
well-being, said current and former and U.S. 
and foreign government and intelligence offi-
cials. 

Most of the facilities were built and are 
maintained with congressionally appro-
priated funds, but the White House has re-
fused to allow the CIA to brief anyone except 
the House and Senate intelligence commit-
tees’ chairmen and vice chairmen on the pro-
gram’s generalities. 

The Eastern European countries that the 
CIA has persuaded to hide al Qaeda captives 
are democracies that have embraced the rule 

of law and individual rights after decades of 
Soviet domination. Each has been trying to 
cleanse its intelligence services of operatives 
who have worked on behalf of others—main-
ly Russia and organized crime. 

ORIGINS OF THE BLACK SITES 
The idea of holding terrorists outside the 

U.S. legal system was not under consider-
ation before Sept. 11, 2001, not even for 
Osama bin Laden, according to former gov-
ernment officials. The plan was to bring bin 
Laden and his top associates into the U.S. 
justice system for trial or to send them to 
foreign countries where they would be tried. 

‘‘The issue of detaining and interrogating 
people was never, ever discussed,’’ said a 
former senior intelligence officer who 
worked in the CIA’s Counterterrorist Center, 
or CTC, during that period. ‘‘It was against 
the culture and they believed information 
was best gleaned by other means.’’ 

On the day of the attacks, the CIA already 
had a list of what it called High-Value Tar-
gets from the al Qaeda structure, and as the 
World Trade Center and Pentagon attack 
plots were unraveled, more names were 
added to the list. The question of what to do 
with these people surfaced quickly. 

The CTC’s chief of operations argued for 
creating hit teams of case officers and CIA 
paramilitaries that would covertly infiltrate 
countries in the Middle East, Africa and even 
Europe to assassinate people on the list, one 
by one. 

But many CIA officers believed that the al 
Qaeda leaders would be worth keeping alive 
to interrogate about their network and other 
plots. Some officers worried that the CIA 
would not be very adept at assassination. 

‘‘We’d probably shoot ourselves,’’ another 
former senior CIA official said. 

The agency set up prisons under its covert 
action authority. Under U.S. law, only the 
president can authorize a covert action, by 
signing a document called a presidential 
finding. Findings must not break U.S. law 
and are reviewed and approved by CIA, Jus-
tice Department and White House legal ad-
visers. 

Six days after the Sept. 11 attacks, Presi-
dent Bush signed a sweeping finding that 
gave the CIA broad authorization to disrupt 
terrorist activity, including permission to 
kill, capture and detain members of al Qaeda 
anywhere in the world. 

It could not be determined whether Bush 
approved a separate finding for the black- 
sites program, but the consensus among cur-
rent and former intelligence and other gov-
ernment officials interviewed for this article 
is that he did not have to. 

Rather, they believe that the CIA general 
counsel’s office acted within the parameters 
of the Sept. 17 finding. The black-site pro-
gram was approved by a small circle of White 
House and Justice Department lawyers and 
officials, according to several former and 
current U.S. government and intelligence of-
ficials. 

DEALS WITH 2 COUNTRIES 
Among the first steps was to figure out 

where the CIA could secretly hold the cap-
tives. One early idea was to keep them on 
ships in international waters, but that was 
discarded for security and logistics reasons. 

CIA officers also searched for a setting like 
Alcatraz Island. They considered the vir-
tually unvisited islands in Lake Kariba in 
Zambia, which were edged with craggy cliffs 
and covered in woods. But poor sanitary con-
ditions could easily lead to fatal diseases, 
they decided, and besides, they wondered, 
could the Zambians be trusted with such a 
secret? 

Still without a long-term solution, the CIA 
began sending suspects it captured in the 
first month or so after Sept. 11 to its long-

time partners, the intelligence services of 
Egypt and Jordan. 

A month later, the CIA found itself with 
hundreds of prisoners who were captured on 
battlefields in Afghanistan. A short-term so-
lution was improvised. The agency shoved its 
highest-value prisoners into metal shipping 
containers set up on a corner of the Bagram 
Air Base, which was surrounded with a triple 
perimeter of concertina-wire fencing. Most 
prisoners were left in the hands of the North-
ern Alliance, U.S.-supported opposition 
forces who were fighting the Taliban. 

‘‘I remember asking: What are we going to 
do with these people?’’ said a senior CIA offi-
cer. ‘‘I kept saying, where’s the help? We’ve 
got to bring in some help. We can’t be 
jailers—our job is to find Osama.’’ 

Then came grisly reports, in the winter of 
2001, that prisoners kept by allied Afghan 
generals in cargo containers had died of as-
phyxiation. The CIA asked Congress for, and 
was quickly granted, tens of millions of dol-
lars to establish a larger, long-term system 
in Afghanistan, parts of which would be used 
for CIA prisoners. 

The largest CIA prison in Afghanistan was 
code-named the Salt Pit. It was also the 
CIA’s substation and was first housed in an 
old brick factory outside Kabul. In November 
2002, an inexperienced CIA case officer alleg-
edly ordered guards to strip naked an unco-
operative young detainee, chain him to the 
concrete floor and leave him there overnight 
without blankets. He froze to death, accord-
ing to four U.S. government officials. The 
CIA officer has not been charged in the 
death. 

The Salt Pit was protected by surveillance 
cameras and tough Afghan guards, but the 
road leading to it was not safe to travel and 
the jail was eventually moved inside Bagram 
Air Base. It has since been relocated off the 
base. 

By mid–2002, the CIA had worked out se-
cret black-site deals with two countries, in-
cluding Thailand and one Eastern European 
nation, current and former officials said. An 
estimated $100 million was tucked inside the 
classified annex of the first supplemental Af-
ghanistan appropriation. 

Then the CIA captured its first big de-
tainee, in March 28, 2002. Pakistani forces 
took Abu Zubaida, al Qaeda’s operations 
chief, into custody and the CIA whisked him 
to the new black site in Thailand, which in-
cluded underground interrogation cells, said 
several former and current intelligence offi-
cials. Six months later, Sept. 11 planner 
Ramzi Binalshibh was also captured in Paki-
stan and flown to Thailand. 

But after published reports revealed the 
existence of the site in June 2003, Thai offi-
cials insisted the CIA shut it down, and the 
two terrorists were moved elsewhere, accord-
ing to former government officials involved 
in the matter. Work between the two coun-
tries on counterterrorism has been luke-
warm ever since. 

In late 2002 or early 2003, the CIA brokered 
deals with other countries to establish 
black-site prisons. One of these sites—which 
sources said they believed to be the CIA’s 
biggest facility now—became particularly 
important when the agency realized it would 
have a growing number of prisoners and a 
shrinking number of prisons. 

Thailand was closed, and sometime in 2004 
the CIA decided it had to give up its small 
site at Guantanamo Bay. The CIA had 
planned to convert that into a state-of-the- 
art facility, operated independently of the 
military. The CIA pulled out when U.S. 
courts began to exercise greater control over 
the military detainees, and agency officials 
feared judges would soon extend the same 
type of supervision over their detainees. 

In hindsight, say some former and current 
intelligence officials, the CIA’s problems 
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were exacerbated by another decision made 
within the Counterterrorist Center at Lang-
ley. 

The CIA program’s original scope was to 
hide and interrogate the two dozen or so al 
Qaeda leaders believed to be directly respon-
sible for the Sept. 11 attacks, or who posed 
an imminent threat, or had knowledge of the 
larger al Qaeda network. But as the volume 
of leads pouring into the CTC from abroad 
increased, and the capacity of its para-
military group to seize suspects grew, the 
CIA began apprehending more people whose 
intelligence value and links to terrorism 
were less certain, according to four current 
and former officials. 

The original standard for consigning sus-
pects to the invisible universe was lowered 
or ignored, they said. ‘‘They’ve got many, 
many more who don’t reach any threshold,’’ 
one intelligence official said. 

Several former and current intelligence of-
ficials, as well as several other U.S. govern-
ment officials with knowledge of the pro-
gram, express frustration that the White 
House and the leaders of the intelligence 
community have not made it a priority to 
decide whether the secret internment pro-
gram should continue in its current form, or 
be replaced by some other approach. 

Meanwhile, the debate over the wisdom of 
the program continues among CIA officers, 
some of whom also argue that the secrecy 
surrounding the program is not sustainable. 

‘‘It’s just a horrible burden,’’ said the in-
telligence official. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

IN HONOR OF JOHN T. GARRISON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
HAYES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to talk about a lifelong dedicated 
public servant and friend who has re-
cently passed away. I am referring to 
John T. Garrison, Sr. To his family and 
friends he was simply known as Tom. 

Tom was the only mayor that the 
town of Badin, North Carolina, has 
known since its incorporation in 1990. 
Tom was extremely active in day-to- 
day operations of the town and with 
little or no dissent could be described 
as the number one advocate for this 
small Stanly County community. 

In addition to guiding the town of 
Badin, Tom was also active on numer-
ous boards and commissions through-
out the region. Tom served in leader-
ship roles with the Stanly County Vis-
itor and Tourism Bureau, the Rural 
Planning Organization for Stanly, 
Anson and parts of Union counties, the 

Yadkin Pee Dee Lakes Project, the 
Badin Museum and the Better Badin 
Committee, and the League of Munici-
palities. 

Prior to entering elected public serv-
ice, Tom served his community in sev-
eral other ways. He was a Paul Harris 
Fellow and past chapter president of 
his local Rotary Club in Albemarle, 
North Carolina. Tom was also an active 
member of the Stanly County Chamber 
of Commerce, Stanly County 2000 Com-
mittee, and maybe most importantly, 
Tom was an active member of the Com-
mittee of Boy Scout Troop 82. 

Mr. Speaker, this great American an-
swered the call to public service at an 
early age. As a young man, he entered 
military service and distinguished him-
self among his peers by earning a bat-
tlefield commission, the Silver Star, 
and numerous other awards and honors 
as he served his nearly 2 years in the 
European Theatre of Operations during 
World War II. Upon returning home, 
Tom served for 20 additional years in 
the North Carolina National Guard. 

Mr. Speaker, most of us would con-
sider that life to be full and complete, 
but not for Tom. Tom was married to 
his wife, Anne, until her passing, and 
brought up three children, Ellen, John, 
Jr., and Lenora, who combined have 
five children of their own. Tom also 
earned a college degree from the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at Chapel 
Hill and was a successful professional 
in the real estate and insurance indus-
tries as well. 

Mr. Speaker, as you can see, Tom 
was extremely dedicated to his family, 
his community, and our Nation. Mr. 
Speaker, Tom Garrison embodied the 
great American pride and spirit that 
we all desire. He worked tirelessly 
along with his twin brother, Jim, who 
was very active in State and local poli-
tics, in an effort to create hope, oppor-
tunity, and prosperity for the people in 
his community, region, and State. 

Mayor Tom Garrison will be remem-
bered by all for his constant cham-
pioning on behalf of his constituents 
and his willingness to dedicate his life 
to public service. I am proud to call 
Tom a friend and a neighbor, and I 
deeply regret his passing. 

Tom, like many other champions 
around the Nation, did not seek public 
recognition for his efforts. He simply 
wanted to make the lives of the people 
in his community the best they could 
be. 

f 

LIBBY REPLACEMENT MORE OF 
THE SAME OLD THING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
more things change, the more they 
stay the same. The resignation of 
Scooter Libby as the Vice President’s 
chief of staff after receiving a five- 
count indictment was appropriate and 
welcome. But Mr. Libby’s replacement, 

David Addington, is another long-time 
Cheney confidante who is part of the 
same secretive cabal of neocon-
servative ideologues, those who have 
deceived, fabricated, and added innu-
endo to march this country off to a 
bloody, destructive, and disastrous 
war. 

Mr. Addington is mentioned in the 
Libby indictment, and there is con-
vincing evidence that he was part of 
the campaign to discredit and damage 
anyone, including Ambassador Joe Wil-
son and Valerie Plame Wilson, who 
questioned the administration’s misuse 
of intelligence to justify the Iraq inva-
sion. So this is not exactly an adminis-
tration house-cleaning. Instead of a 
badly needed culture change at the 
White House, what we are getting is 
business as usual. 

b 2100 

One Washington lawyer who knows 
Mr. Addington well described him this 
way in the New York Times: He said, 
‘‘There are some people in the govern-
ment who are diplomats and others in 
government who are warriors, and 
Addington certainly falls on the war-
rior side of that line.’’ Great. Just what 
we need right now. Another arrogant, 
sharp-elbowed political dark artist. 

Perhaps most disturbing of all, David 
Addington is pro-torture. David 
Addington is pro-torture. He makes the 
rest of the Bush administration look 
like an Amnesty International inspec-
tion team. More than a year ago, the 
Washington Post described Addington 
as ‘‘a principal author of the White 
House memo justifying torture of ter-
rorism suspects’’ and ‘‘a prime advo-
cate of arguments supporting the hold-
ing of terrorism suspects without ac-
cess to courts.’’ What a breath of fresh 
air, especially on the same day that we 
learned, courtesy of the Washington 
Post, that the CIA has been running a 
secret network of prison camps home 
to some of the most depraved interro-
gation techniques, often on detainees 
who do not have any useful intelligence 
to offer us. It is no wonder the Vice 
President’s office has been trying to 
water down an anti-torture amend-
ment, which passed the Senate 90 to 9, 
to allow an exemption for the CIA to 
continue cruel and degrading treat-
ment of prisoners. 

David Addington, a man privileged to 
occupy a position of authority in our 
government, has used his post to advo-
cate ferociously for a war in which he 
is asked to sacrifice nothing. 

Compare him to a modest and ordi-
nary citizen laid to rest earlier today, 
Rosa Parks, who took personal risks to 
correct an injustice and ensure that 
America lived up to her ideals. 

And compare Mr. Addington’s cyni-
cism to the fresh idealism I saw first-
hand when I visited our soldiers in Iraq 
a month ago. These young Americans 
are selfless and heroic beyond belief. 
Some of them do have personal mis-
givings about our Iraq policy, but they 
know it is not their job to question the 
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