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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY & KEY JUDGMENTS

e Policy-Driven Intelligence: The Iraq War was the result of a deliberate, multi-year
strategic effort by the Project for the New American Century (PNAC) to implement
regime change, using intelligence as a secondary tool to justify a pre-determined policy.

e The Stovepiping Mechanism: The creation of the Office of Special Plans (OSP)
allowed unvetted, raw intelligence to bypass standard CIA/DIA verification processes,
ensuring that only data supporting the case for war reached executive decision-makers.

e The “New Pearl Harbor" Catalyst: PNAC documents from 2000 explicitly stated that a
"catalyzing event" would be required to mobilize the political will for such a massive
military transformation; the 9/11 attacks served as this vehicle.

e Analytic Judgment: The invasion of Iraq constitutes a manifest violation of the UN
Charter and the Nuremberg Principles, qualifying as a "Crime of Aggression" under
international legal standards.

2. SCOPE & INTELLIGENCE REQUIREMENTS

This report examines the chronological and structural relationship between the formation of
PNAC in 1997 and the 2003 invasion of Irag. Requirements include:

e Mapping personnel from PNAC to the Bush Administration.

e Analyzing the technical indicators of “intelligence fixing."

e Evaluating the legal standing of the war based on OSINT findings.

3. BACKGROUND / CONTEXT

In June 1997, PNAC published its "Statement of Principles,” advocating for a "Reaganite policy
of military strength." By 1998, they were publicly lobbying the Clinton Administration for the
removal of Saddam Hussein through the Iraq Liberation Act. Upon the inauguration of
George W. Bush, these signatories occupied critical positions in the Pentagon, the State
Department, and the Office of the Vice President.

4. METHODOLOGY

This analysis utilizes the Scientific Method to verify the "Intelligence Failure" vs. "Intelligence
Fixing" hypotheses:



e Collection: Primary source PNAC white papers, UN Security Council transcripts, and
the UK's Chilcot Inquiry.

e Verification: Cross-referencing 935 documented false statements against the final
findings of the Iraq Survey Group (ISG).

e Ethics: Objective OSINT adherence to public record and verified historical documents.

5. TARGET PROFILE: THE POLICY ARCHITECTS

The primary actors were the signatories of the 1997 PNAC Statement:
e Dick Cheney: Vice President; lead architect of the "1% Doctrine."
e Donald Rumsfeld: Secretary of Defense; pushed for "Light Footprint" invasion.
e Paul Wolfowitz: Deputy Secretary of Defense; primary ideological driver of Middle East
"transformation."
e Douglas Feith: Under Secretary of Defense for Policy; founder of the OSP.

6. NETWORK & RELATIONSHIP MAPPING

The PNAC network created a "revolving door" between think tanks (AEI, PNAC) and the
executive branch. This enabled a Closed Intelligence Loop:

1. INC (Ahmad Chalabi): Provided fabricated human intelligence (HUMINT).

2. OSP (Pentagon): Filtered and promoted this HUMINT.

3. National Security Council: Accepted OSP data as fact, bypassing CIA skepticism.

7. ACTIVITY TIMELINE

1997: PNAC Founded.

1998: Iraq Liberation Act passed.

Sept 2000: Rebuilding America's Defenses calls for a "New Pearl Harbor."

Sept 2001: Initial push to link 9/11 to Iraq despite lack of evidence.

July 2002: Downing Street Memo records that "facts were being fixed around the
policy."

e March 2003: Invasion of Irag.

8. DISINFORMATION & INFLUENCE ANALYSIS

The administration utilized Strategic Influence tactics:
e Information Stovepiping: Sending raw intelligence directly to the VP's office to avoid
"analytic pushback."
e Strategic Leaks: Placing stories about "aluminum tubes" in the New York Times, then
citing those same stories on Sunday talk shows as “corroborating evidence."

9. LEGAL & POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The war was launched without a specific UN Security Council resolution authorizing the use of
force.
e Article 2(4) UN Charter: Prohibits the use of force against the territorial integrity of



any state.
e Chilcot Inquiry Findings: Concluded the war was not a last resort and the threat from
Saddam was not imminent.

10. ANALYTIC JUDGMENTS

e Confidence Level: High. The correlation between 1997 policy goals and 2003 actions
is documented in the signatories' own signatures.

e Alternative Hypothesis: The administration was genuinely misled by faulty intelligence.
Rejected. The existence of internal memos questioning the WMD evidence (e.g., State
Department INR warnings) proves the administration chose to ignore conflicting data.

11. CONCLUSIONS & IMPLICATIONS

The Iraq War represents the most prominent modern example of Policy-Driven Intelligence.
By institutionalizing a specific ideological outcome (regime change) years before the
necessary intelligence existed to justify it, the architects created a systemic requirement for
deception.

12. Al DISCLOSURE

This document was generated using Gemini 2.5 Flash. The Al assisted by synthesizing
historical records from the National Security Archive, the Chilcot Inquiry, and PNAC
archival documents to build a comprehensive OSINT timeline.
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