
Should Stanford 
University Be a Haven for 

War Criminals?
As you may have heard, Condoleezza Rice officially returned to the Hoover 

Institution on March 2, after working for eight years as National Security Advi-
sor and then Secretary of State in the Bush administration. We, the student group 
Stanford Says No to War, are concerned with her actions these past eight years—
not her academic beliefs, party affiliation, or scholarly pursuits, but her actions. 
Specifically, we are concerned about serious allegations that Rice has violated our 
constitution, domestic laws, and international law and endangered the American 
people. We are initiating a coalition of Stanford community members to create a 
campus-wide movement to hold Condoleezza Rice accountable for her actions.

The evidence is clear. This pamphlet outlines evidence of violations of inter-
national and domestic law by Condoleezza Rice, in organizing and executing the 
Iraq War, and in personally approving the use of torture. 

Condoleezza Rice Advocated and Lied for 
the Illegal War on Iraq

Aggressive War  Violates International Law
For one country to invade another without the authorization of the United Na-

tions Security Council or the justification of self-defense from imminent attack is 
an act of aggressive war.[1] As the Nuremberg tribunal declared, “To initiate a war 
of aggression... is not only an international crime; it is the supreme international 
crime differing only from other war crimes in that it contains within itself the 
accumulated evil of the whole.” [2] It violates the UN Charter and other treaties 
to which the US is a party[3].

The US-led invasion of Iraq, therefore, is not to be regarded as a mistake, or 
a foreign policy blunder. It is to be regarded as a crime against humanity, of the 
worst possible sort. 

Rice’s Warmongering and Lies
As National Security Adviser, Condoleezza Rice was one of the “five Admin-

istration officials most responsible for providing public information and shaping 
public opinion on Iraq.”[4] She was among the top officials promoting, planning, 
and eventually perpetrating the war.  The Bush administration claimed -- falsely, 
it was later shown[5] -- that Saddam Hussein’s regime in Iraq possessed nuclear, 
chemical, and biological weapons and had connections to al-Qaeda and the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001.[6] 

“Bush wanted to remove Saddam, through military action, justified by the 
conjunction of terrorism and WMD [Weapons of Mass Destruction]. But the 
intelligence and facts were being fixed around the policy.” So reported the head 
of MI6, the British intelligence agency, in July 2002, according to a memo of his 
meeting with Bush.[7]   Stanford Says No to War  antiwar.stanford.edu
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We Must Act
This is why it falls to us here in the United States to hold our leaders account-

able. That begins now, and it should start at Stanford, a renowned university that 
is now the home of one of the major perpetrators of the horrendous acts that have 
defined the past eight years and tainted the reputation of the US.

Stanford rules protect tenure and security of appointment; faculty cannot 
be dismissed or otherwise punished except for, among other things, “a find-
ing... of substantial and manifest incompetence” or a “determination pursuant 
to the Statement on Faculty Discipline.”[26] That Statement allows faculty to be 
charged with misconduct “only for actions taken in association with the faculty 
member’s academic duties and responsibilities.”[27] Taken literally, the Stanford 
rules would allow serial killers, mass murderers and war criminals to remain in 
tenured positions, provided they did not harass students, falsify research, or en-
gage in misconduct “in association with... academic duties and responsibilities.”

But if Condoleezza Rice were a student, she would instead be subject to the 
Fundamental Standard: “Students at Stanford are expected to show both within 
and without the University such respect for order, morality, personal honor and 
the rights of others as is demanded of good citizens. Failure to do this will be suf-
ficient cause for removal from the University.”[28] How can we hold our students 
to this high standard when the standards for faculty are so inadequate? 

By increasing awareness and generating discussion about Condoleezza Rice’s 
actions, we want to encourage everyone to ask themselves: SHOULD STANFORD 
BE A SAFE PLACE FOR WAR CRIMINALS?

Stanford Says No to War is committed to acting on this issue. Keep your eye 
out for petitions, discussions, debates, films, and other events both educational 
and action-oriented calling for Condoleezza Rice’s resignation and demonstrating 
to the world that we, the people of Stanford University, do not accept war crimes. 
We invite every member of the Stanford community to join us in this campaign 
to HOLD CONDOLEEZZA RICE ACCOUNTABLE.
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Once the “intelligence and facts” were “fixed,” they were then sold to the 
American public. Condoleezza Rice was a principal participant in this campaign 
of disinformation; it was she who made the infamous comment “We don’t want 
the smoking gun to be a mushroom cloud.”[8] A congressional report in March 
2004 found that of all the top Bush administration officials, Rice made the highest 
number of categorically false statements between September 2002 and September 
2003.[9]

One of those false statements was that “no one in the White House knew 
of the intelligence community’s doubts about the President’s assertion that Iraq 
sought to import uranium from Africa.” When she was subpoenaed to the House 
Oversight and Government Reform Committee to testify about justification for 
the war, she refused to comply.[10]

Blackwater Security Contractors’ Actions in Iraq
Blackwater (now Xe), the notorious private military contractor involved in 

several alleged massacres[11], has received State Department contracts worth mil-
lions of dollars.

Instead of ensuring the prosecution of Blackwater employees after the in-
famous Nissour Square massacre in September 2007, Condoleezza Rice’s State 
Department granted them immunity.[12] Rice then “quietly promoted two senior 
staffers who directly oversaw controversial Blackwater security operations,”[13] and 
in April 2008, the State Department renewed Blackwater’s license.[14] Rice herself 
admitted in testimony to the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
in October 2007 that Blackwater contractors operate in a legal “hole,” without 
accountability for their crimes. Nevertheless, she opposed bringing contractors 
under the military justice system, rather supporting “new laws that would apply 
to contractors” -- laws which never materialized.[15]

The War Is a Tragedy
The suffering in Iraq wrought by the US-led invasion and occupation has been 

catastrophic. Multiple independent estimates suggest over 1.2 million Iraqis have 
died as a result of the war.[16] According to the UN High Commission for Refugees, 
over 4 million Iraqis have been displaced from their homes.[17] And after years of 
war -- coming on top of a decade of brutal economic sanctions -- very little of Iraq’s 
water-treatment capacity is still functional, contributing to a cholera outbreak.[18] 

The war in Iraq to date has resulted in the deaths of over 4,200 American sol-
diers.[19] It has devastated families across America, both those whose loved ones 
have been killed in the war and those who suffer the consequences of budget cuts 
necessitated by massive military spending in Iraq.  And according to the 2006 
National Intelligence Estimate, “The Iraq conflict has become the cause célèbre 
for jihadists, breeding a deep resentment of US involvement in the Muslim world” 
and making Americans less safe.[20] 

Condoleezza Rice Authorized Torture of 

Detainees in US Custody
Torture is defined in Article 1(1) of the United Nations Convention Against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment as:
“any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is in-

tentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a third 
person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person 
has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing 
him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, when 
such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the consent or 
acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity.”[21]

Rice’s Participation in the Authorization of Torture
As National Security Advisor, Condoleezza Rice chaired meetings of the Na-

tional Security Council’s Principals Committee. As ABC news reported in April 
2008, the committee authorized water-boarding of three people in U.S. custody, 
and the discussions were so detailed they were “almost choreographed—down to 
the number of times CIA agents could use a specific tactic.”[22] According to ABC, 
the role of Condoleezza Rice “was decisive.” Amidst concerns that the program 
was harming US image abroad, Rice reportedly told the CIA, “This is your baby. 
Go do it.” 

Then Attorney-General Ashcroft is reported to have asked after one meeting, 
“Why are we talking about this in the White House? History will not judge this 
kindly.” We agree.

International and US Laws Against Torture
The prohibition on torture in international law is unequivocal. Article 2(2) 

of the UN Convention says “No exceptional circumstances whatsoever, whether 
a state of war or a threat of war, internal political instability or any other public 
emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture.”  

 The jurisdiction of those laws over the United States is also unequivocal. 
The US is a party to the UN Convention Against Torture quoted above, as well as 
other treaties prohibiting torture, and those treaties are Constitutionally incorpo-
rated into US law as the “supreme Law of the Land.”[23] Torture is also prohibited 
under several US laws.[24]

Not only does international law prohibit torture, The UN Convention requires 
that states investigate allegations of torture and take action to prevent it.[25]  There 
are clear, reasonable grounds to believe that acts of torture have been authorized 
by Condoleezza Rice. The State is therefore obliged to investigate. What do we 
do if it does not?

Sign the Petition 
“We the undersigned students, faculty, staff, and other concerned members 

of the Stanford community. believe that high officials of the U.S. Government, 
including our former Provost, current Political Science Professor, and Hoover 
Institution Senior Fellow, Condoleezza Rice, should be held accountable for any 
serious violations of the Law (including ratified treaties, statutes, and/or the U.S. 
Constitution) through investigation and, if the facts warrant, prosecution, by ap-
propriate legal authorities.”

You can sign it at www.stanford.edu/group/antiwar/crpetition.html


