


Senate historian Betty K. Koed says. Maybe if someone wanted to push the
issue, they could probably hang on until the Congress ends, which is Jan. 3.
"But precedent has been that the appointment expires with

adjournment, " Koed said. .

Of course, Edelman could get confirmed when Congress comes back.

Wall Street Journal

August 5, 20085

Pg. 8

GWOT That?

Words matter. Which is why we are glad to see that in a speech in Grapevine,
Texas, on Wednesday, President Bush employed the phrase "war on terror" five
times and the word "war" 15 times, 13 in reference to the global war on
terror and two citing World war II. )
The news here is that Mr. Bush's choice of words is being widely interpreted
as a rebuke of National Security Adviser Stephen Hadley, Defense Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld and Joint Chiefs Chairman General Richard Myers, who lately
have been favoring the formulation "global struggle against violent
extremism" over "global war on terror." Or, in Beltwayese, G-SAVE vs. GWOT.
The G-SAVE crowd is not wrong. Defeating Islamic terrorism will require
diplomatic, economic and political means as well as military ones -- as the
President himself has said repeatedly. But to guote from another speech Mr.
Bush gave last year in Fort Myers, Florida, after Richard Holbrooke, John
Kerry's foreign policy adviser, called the war on terror a "metaphor":
“Anyone who thinks we are fighting a metaphor does not understand the enemy
we face. You cannot win a war if you are not convinced we're even in one."
Calling it anything less than "war" also runs the risk of minimizing the
sacrifices of America's service men and women.

To those who are not persuaded that the U.S. is at war, may we suggest a
ride on the London Underground, a night at a Bali hotel, or a visit to
Ground Zero in downtown Manhattan? These are the many faces of the global
war on terror.

National Review Online

August 4, 2005

God Save Us

The West is in a death struggle with Islamofascism.

By Frank J. Gaffney Jr., NRO Contributing Editor

So - despite possible dissidents - the Bush administration says we are no
longer waging the Global War on Terror (GWOT). Instead, we are told that it
has become the Global Struggle Against Violent Extremism (GSHKVE). If we are
not careful, the changes in focus implied by this new nomenclature could
give rise to conditions described by a new acronym: GODSAVEUS (Global Order
Defined by Sharia Afflicted by Virulent Enemies on the United States).

Such an evocative handle could become appropriate if the administration's
rhetorical shift compounds an already acute problem: the perception the
American people have been given that, whatever this conflict is called, it
is somebody else's problem - that of the military, the government, our
allies overseas, etc. They may continue to perceive that their contribution
to the war effort (er, struggle) is confined to going shopping.

Let's get a few things straight. This may be a war unlike any other we have
ever fought, but it is a war. Nothing less than our survival as a free,
democratic and secular nation is at stake.

We confront in this war ideologically driven enemies, not simply the
instrument of their aggression, terrorism. They are bent on our destruction
just as surely as were their predecessors - the Nazis, the fascists, and the
Communists. Their stated goal is to establish a global "caliphate" subject
to a repressive, Taliban-like interpretation of sharia.

Such ambitions may sound as absurd as did Mein Kampf and the Communist
Manifesto. But, consider the definition of jihad officially issued by the
Islamic Affairs Department of Saudi Arabia's embassy in Washington, D.C.:
"Muslims are required to raise the banner of Jihad in order to make the Word
of Allah supreme in this world, to remove all forms of injustice and
oppression, and to defend the Muslims. If Muslims do not take up the sword,
the evil tyrants of this earth will be able to continue oppressing the weak
and [the] helpless."

Today's totalitarian ideology has no agreed-upon name, although its
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political qualities can be properly described as Islamofascism, The absence
of a descriptor embraced by its adherents is no accident. It is a natural
byproduct of their desire to portray themselves not as a leading vanguard,
discreet cadre, or elite but rather as the representatives of all Muslims.
By so doing, they seek simultaneously to dominate the Islamic faith and to
benefit from the tolerance the United States and other Western democracies
have traditionally shown toward minorities in the name of religious freedom.
Matters are made worse by Western governments' continuing inability to
differentiate between truly non-Islamist Muslims and the Islamofascists,
their sympathizers, support cells, front organizations, and apologists. The
past few weeks have seen a number of the latter issue highly publicized
fatwas professing their opposition to acts of terror that many of them have
supported, or at least condoned, for years.

Some of these organizations and individuals have even been publicly embraced
in the aftermath of the London attacks by leaders like Britain's Tony Blair
and Canada's Paul Martin. Past, well-intentioned but strategically insane
efforts by law enforcement and intelligence organizations to reach out to
indigenous Muslim communities through such usually Saudi-funded and
pro-Islamist organizations are, as a result, now being redoubled.

The dangers associated with partnering with the enemies' organizational
Trojan horses can only be compounded if the American people perceive
re-labeling the "war" a "struggle" as meaning that it is a condition, not a
conflict - something we have to get used to living with, not something we
have to defeat, lest it destroy us. ‘

In fact, we have no choice but to fight the Islamofascists with every means
at our disposal. This will require, among other things, engaging the
American people far more fully in the war effort than they have been to
date. In fact, it is time to put the country on a war footing.

Elements of such an approach should include the following:

Support the troops. An ideology like Islamofascism is surely something that
must be fought with means other than armed forces. But, to the extent that
this ideology is enabled by state sponsors, military instruments are likely
to be critical to our victory., If we are to maintain the ability to wage
conventional war with an all-volunteer force, the public is going to have to
encourage young people to enlist and to stay in the military.

Help secure the homeland. The danger posed by attacks on soft targets such
as the transportation sector clearly require that the authorities’
surveillance and intelligence capabilities be augmented by the eyes and ears
of millions of Americans whose own survival may depend upon their vigilance
and assistance. This should be viewed as a civic duty, not a threat to civil
liberties.

In addition to increased public vigilance and involvement in monitoring
domestic threats in the tradition of neighborhood watches, the nation needs
to involve the American people much more fully in planning for and preparing
against attacks on the homeland. Organizing and harnessing the potential of
communities to assist authorities at all levels of government is a
time-consuming and costly undertaking. But the spirit of volunteerism in
response to presidential leadership can diminish both, and provide
capabilities that may prove to be of great value in future emergencies.
Enhance energy security. The public can also be enlisted to help reduce our
reliance on foreign oil, much of which is purchased from the same nations
that are supporting Islamofascism and its allies. While there are various
ways this can be accomplished, the most promising were not much advanced in
the recently enacted energy bill. The least painful and most sensible would
be to expand dramatically the availability and use of alcohol-based fuels
and electricity as means of powering the transportation sector, where most
of our oil is currently consumed. A blueprint for accomplishing this is
detailed here.

Stop underwriting terror. Unbeknownst to most American investors,
significant portions of their public pension, mutual fund, life insurance
and private portfolios are comprised of stocks of privately held companies
that partner with state-sponsors of terror. For example, a study issued last
year by the Center for Security Policy determined that about $188 billion is
invested in such companies by the nation's 100 leading public pension funds
alone. Were that money to be divested or these companies otherwise obliged
to choose between doing business with us or doing business with our enemies,
it could have a profound effect on the ability of terror-sponsoring states
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to underwrite Islamofascist attacks against us.

This is but a partial list of measures the American people can - and must -
be encouraged to help with as part of our struggle with Islamofascism. If we
fail, however, to speak truthfully to the public about the threat both the
Muslim world and the West face from our common foe, and to enlist citizens
in waging this war fully and effectively, then our only hope may shortly be
to ask that God save us. ]

Frank J. Gaffney Jr. is an NRO contributor and president of the Center for
Security Policy in Washington.
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From: TG C'V. OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2005 10:23 PM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: Re: bill cowan contact

hey, i aim to please...... can't have expectations too high, ya know. would ruin my image!!

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <«Eric.Ruff
To: [T IvV. OASD-PA 5 ,

Sent: Thu Aug 04 21:54:42 2005
Subject: Re: bill cowan contact

Yes, thanks. Your usual mediocre rapid response.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

R Original Message-----
From: ST crv. oAsp-pa (SN E——
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.Ruffe{{s)](s)]
Sent: Thu Aug 04 21:14:09 2005
Subject: Re: bill cowan contact

Sure...... you got the transcript that i sent earlier, right??

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- '

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.Ruffe{YiC)NER
To: TGN c1v. oasp-pa
Sent: Thu Aug 04 20:59:08 2005
Subject: Re: bill cowan contact

Will do so tomorrow at the morning ops mtg. Thanks for the reminder.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----

From: TNVAWEEEEE, C1v, OASD-PA [0
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.Ruff
Sent: Thu Aug 04 17:32:45 2005

Subject: Re: bill cowan contact

Have you talked to thorp about hunt??

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----
From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.RuffdiNVA N

To: (WY CIV, OASD-PA AV
Sent: Thu Aug 04 15:23:28 2005
Subject: RE: bill cowan contact

28

NY TIMES 7253
TS



just finished up with him, thanks.

From: h) (6 CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2005 3:17 PM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: bill cowan contact

cell phone:(bxz)

NY TIMES
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From: TS C!Vv, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2005 3:28 PM
" To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: transcript of o'reilly

Attachments: Picture (Metafile)

here are bill cowan and david hunt's comments on o'reilly last night....

Now for the top story tonight, what is really going on in Iraq? 21 Marines have been killed in the last two days.
An American journalist was assassinated after writing an article that said Shi'ite militia were executing people in
the port city of Basra.

%

So we asked two top military analysts to assess the current situation. Joining us now from Washington,
Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan. And from Boston, Colonel David Hunt, the author of the book "They Just Don't
Get It."

Colonel Hunt, we'll begin with you. Looks grim to me. What say you?

COL. DAVID HUNT, AUTHOR OF THE BOOK "THEY JUST DON'T GET IT": Yes, I've talked - the guys
who I talked to on this piece, Bill, are guys in Iraq, in the Pentagon, military and intelligence people who are in
favor of what's going on in Iraq, in favor of the policy, and they're actively in the fight.

So besides the fact we lost almost 1800 guys killed, 13,000 wounded, and over 50,000 Iraqis have died,
civilians, and there's rampant corruption throughout Iraq. And the fact that there are 90 battalions trained by us;
only two are capable of independent reaction, some people might think it's going well.

Baghdad is still a disaster. Americans and foreigners will not walk around Baghdad without protection. We nged
political will. You still can't drive to the airport. You have to take a helicopter.

There are lot of issues. The war is not going well. It's an insurgency. It's gomg to take us seven years, Whlch we
can win but we've got to get at it.

O'REILLY: All right now, when you talk to your people, Colonel Hunt, and you have 18 Marines -- 21 Marines
in the last two days dead, all right, Americans think that things are getting better there. But are you telling me
that things are getting worse there?

HUNT: Yes, no, what's getting worse is the fact that the lraqis are not standing up and fighting, the 90 battalions
that we've trained. Only two are capable of independent action. And the rampant corruption within Iraq is
hurting everything we're trying to do. We're about to turn over a lot of...

O'REILLY: What do you mean by corruption? What does that mean?

HUNT: It means that the Iragi government officials, the Iraqi contractors, and some American contractors are
stealing money in the billions of dollars they're supposed to be helping the Iraqis get on with their independence.
And it's the pole in the tent. It's the elephant in the living room. Everybody knows it over there. And it's got to
get cleaned up. ‘

Couple that with the lack of training of the Iraqi battalions, it's a very bad situation because the tactics of the
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terrorists have changed to these car bombings, which is actually giving us larger numbers of kills.
O'REILLY: All right, do you see it the same way, Colonel Cowan?

LT. COL. BILL COWAN, FOX NEWS MILITARY ANALYST: Well, let me first, Bill, that like Colonel Hunt,
I talked to a lot of people both in Iraq-and in the Pentagon, in the military, on the civilian side, different sources
than him. All of them, like the rest of us here, committed to victory in Iraq, supportive of what we're trying to
do, but all of them also expressing a ot of dismay and disappointment at the way things are going.

And indeed, Bill, I was on with you almost a year ago, talking about unemployment being a factor. It's not
gotten much better, but lack of essential services being a factor. It's not gotten much better.

Our young men and women out there in the field at the tactical level, there are no qualms or questions about
their performance, no qualms, Bill...

HUNT: None better.
COWAN: ...but we're having a tough time.

The insurgents - you know, we have good weeks and we have bad weeks. This has been a bad week. The
insurgents are tough. They're getting smarter. They're watching us. And they're getting support from outside.

- And the long -- the short answer is, Bill, that we're hanging on. I think that's what most people who I talk to
would say if they were asked for the short answer.

O'REILLY: OK, but hanging on is not going to really cut it. And it seems to me that the Iraqi people are going
to have to decide for themselves, yet they still haven't decided it, Colonel Hunt. It doesn't seem like they're
actively involved in their own welfare.

HUNT: No, they're not. And they -- we don't have enough of them. There are some very good things. The best
thing going on is, as Bill said, the American soldier, Marine, Airmen, Navy guys are the best in the world.
They're doing an unbelievable job, 125-degree heat. And the Kurds north of Mosul, that's going very well. The
Kurds are standing up. :

But below that, these 90 battalions that we've trained, only two are capable. Couple that with the corruption
we've already talked about, and the things that Bill has mentioned again from people who care about Iraq and
want to see us win is very disturbing. It's going to take strong political will and commitment, not what we're
hearing of a pullout in 2006.

We've got to stay and make this right because of the fight on terrorism and how Iraq affects it.

O'REILLY: But I don't have any confidence in Donald Rumsfeld at this point. Do you, Colonel Cowan? I don't
think he's leveling with the American people. I think that he doesn't have enough people over there to ¢lean up
the corruption, or fight the insurgency, or provide security for the oil pipeline, which they need the money. I
don't have any confidence in the Secretary of Defense at this point.

COWAN: No. Well, Bill, I think it goes beyond the Secretary. [ think the spin factor i is still high out at the
Pentagon. Obviously in the White House, they still want things to...

O'REILLY: Yes, but who's running the operation, colonel?
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COWAN: But well, Secretary Rumsfeld in the final analysis.
OREILLY: OK, there you go.

COWAN: And behind him, General Myers. But I'd add one thing, if I could, Bill. When you talk about the Iraqi
people, you're right. A lot of responsibility on the Iraqi people to change things. But they don't know what's
going to happen. They're still not sure what side they're going to land up with at the end of the game here.

And the killings, intimidation, fear, kidnappings of Iraqis, it's not something we talk about regularly here on the
news, Bill. But my friends in Iraq say it's rampant.

O'REILLY: Of course.

COWAN: It's unbelievable. And you mention coming in here, the killings down in Basra. In Baghdad itself,
Shi'ites killing Sunnis, Sunnis killing Shi'ites.

O'REILLY: But that's what I'm talking about. I'm talking about that American forces can't provide security for
the people.

COWAN: Can't do it, Bill. They can't. Because the people are afraid. They can't provide it.

O'REILLY: So either the Iraqi forces are going to have to provide the security, and you guys both say they're
not, or we lose.

| COWAN: Bill, we are not on a good glide path right now. And it's going to be tough. And David's exactly right.
When we're talking about pulling out, all the Iraqi people are sitting back saying, well, if they're pulling out, I
better decide where I want to be.

O'REILLY: If they've got 90 battalions of Iraq troops, I mean, within six months, they either do it or they don't. I
mean, we can't be South Vietnamese all over again. Either you fight or you don't. That's it.

Gentlemen, I've got to run.
COWAN: Thanks, Bill.

O'REILLY: I told you it was going to be a no spin report, ladies and gentlemen. And that's what it was. But I do
believe our analysts are right on the mark.

Next on the rundown, are all liberals angry about the decline of George Soros and his ilk? And then, another
huge embarrassment for Catholics. A female teacher arrested for sexualizing her students. It's coming up.

Respectfully,

DO
OSD Public Affairs
Community Relations and Public Linison

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301-1400
D
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JedBabbin

Sent Thursday, August 04, 2005 10:05 AM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: DO

Subject: WSJ

Guys: Given the WSJ piece yesterday, [ think I'm clear to take a run at Warner et al. over the surety issue. 1
plan to do just that today, subbing for Hugh Hewitt. Thanks. Best, Jed.

Jed Babbin

(home office)
(home fax)
mobile)
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(b)(6)

From: TESE C!v, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2005 8:43 AM

To: @!@ﬁ CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: onference Call TODAY

Attachments: Microsoft Photo Editor 3.0 Picture; Picture (Metafile)

MEMORANDUM

To: Retired Military Analysts

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

Date: August 3, 2005

Re: ~Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, TODAY, August 3, 2005, from 2:45 to 3:15.

Lieutenant General James T. Conway Director of Operations, J-3, on the Joint Staff (bio

at:<http://www.usmc.mil/genbios2.nsf/0/24£33df7 be6b3a28525680300éO440a?OpenDocuﬁ1ent&Click>=) will

provide you with the background and current information on operations in Irag and the recent loss of Marines.
Your host for this call will be Dallas Lawrence.

To participate in this conference call, please dial (b)(2) and ask the operator to

connect you to the Analysts conference call.

Please R.S.V.P. to (NN - U N or call her at [(]@)

We hope you are able to participate.

Respectfully,
(0)6) |

OSD Public Affairs
Community Relations and Public Liaison

TY#2 The Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20301-1400
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Owr Military Men & Women
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From: TN TSgt (L)W

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2005 3:44 PM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: memo regarding book about GTMO
Sir,

| received this and will pass to the XO for the Commander.

Vir,

ERd(b)(6) |

Admin NCO for the Commander
DSN TN I

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA [mailto:Eric.Ruff (IO

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2005 2:04 PM

To:m@ﬂ TSgt (L)

ce: O MISFC, 0ASD-PA; LI CIV, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: memo regarding book about GTMO .

August 3, 2005

MEMORANDUM FOR GENERAL CRADDOCK

FROM: ERIC RUFF
CC: LARRY DIRITA
SUBJECT: BOOK REQUEST REGARDING GTMO

Gordon Cuchullu is a military analyst who recently traveled in one of our analysts groups to the Guantanamo
Bay detention facility. He has since contacted us in hopes of getting our support for a book he would like to
write regarding this facility and it’s important contributions. He was extremely impressed with what he heard

“and saw and is very energized to get his perspective to a reputable book publisher.

Gordon is already a published author and frequently appears on television to offer his views as a former
serviceman. He specifically wants to focus on the contemporary and in his book would explore: the value of
GTMO, the need for this facility, who the detainees are, why they are so dangerous, what we hope to obtain
from them, the real story behind interrogation techniques and the morale and welfare of our troops.

In Gordon’s own words, “Mostly I want Americans to know what the hell is really going on there and why it is
important to them.”

What Gordon devélops would of course have to respect and protect classified information and we would work
with him to be mindful of privacy and other considerations. I envision a DOD team working with him to frame
the ground rules for engagement. :

I will be working to coordinate interviews with folks up here but Gordon is asking permission to go to GTMO
and if possible, stay down there for one or two weeks and interview military and civilians who are working
12
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there. Some obvious choices would be BG Jay Hood and perhaps the interrogator, Dr. Jennifer Bryson (double
check the name), among others. I would coordinate with General Hood on this.

I have not contacted folks at GTMO and am informing you first of the idea. Larry DiRita and I have discussed
and think this proposal has real merit. I will follow this memo up with a phone call in a day or two to get your
perspectlve and thoughts. Thank you, sir.
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