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testimony to be offered in evidence, may refer to certain other news articles; however, the
government does not intend to offer those articles in evidence even in redacted form.
The Wilson “Op Ed” Article

The Government intends to offer as evidence in its case in chief a copy of the July 6, 2003,
New York Times “Op Ed” article authored by former Ambassador Joseph Wilson (the “Wilson Op
Ed”), and bearing handwritten annotations by the Vice President. A copy of the annotated Wilson
Op Ed is annexed to this response as Exhibit A.

The annotated Wilson Op Ed is relevant and admissible for two principal reasons. First, the
article itself lies at the center of the sequence of events leading to the defendant’s alleged criminal
conduct. The article, and the fact that it contained certain criticisms of the administration, including
criticisms regarding issues dealt with by the Office of the Vice President (“OVP”), serve both to
explain the context of, and provide a motive for, many of the defendant’s statements and actions at
issue in this case. In particular, admission of the Wilson Op Ed is necessary to assist jurors in
understanding how, beginning on July 6, 2003, and continuing through the following week, the
attention of the defendant, his colleagues, and the media was heavily focused on responding to the
issues raised in that article. Although the substance of the Wilson Op Ed is relevant and admissible
to establish the issues to which the defendant and others with whom he worked believed a response
was required, and to provide context for the defendant’s statements and actions, the government will
propose an instruction to the jury that the statements made in the Wilson Op Ed may not be
considered as proof of the truth of the matters asserted but, rather, may be considered solely as
evidence that the statements in the article were made and published, and may have caused others to

take action in response.
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The second principal reason for the admissibility of the annotated Wilson Op Ed lies in the
annotations placed on a copy of the article by the defendant’s immediate superior, the Vice President.
Those annotations support the proposition that publication of the Wilson Op Ed acutely focused the
attention of the Vice President and the defendant — his chief of staff — on Mr. Wilson, on the
assertions made in his article, and on responding to those assertions. The annotated version of the
article reflects the contemporaneous reaction of the Vice President to Mr. Wilson’s Op Ed article, and
thus is relevant to establishing some of the facts that were viewed as important by the defendant’s
immediate superior, including whether Mr. Wilson’s wife had “sen[t] him on a junket.”

News Avrticles to be Offered in Redacted Form

The Government also intends to adduce proof concerning certain other news articles, which

it will seek to offer in redacted form, including the following:

® May 6, 2003, New York Times article by Nicholas Kristof;

® June 12, 2003, Washington Post article by Walter Pincus;

e June 30, 2003, New Republic article by John B. Judis and Spencer Ackerman;

e July 14, 2003, Chicago Sun Times column by Robert Novak; and

e July 17, 2003, Time.com article by Matthew Cooper and others.
(Copies of these articles are annexed hereto as Exhibits B through F.) The relevance of each of these
articles is briefly outlined below. Prior to trial, the government will submit proposed redacted
versions of each article.

The May 6, 2003 article by Mr. Kristof is relevant to establish when press reporting relating
to Mr. Wilson’s trip began, although the article did not refer to Mr. Wilson by name. The Kristof

article caused inquiry to be made within the OVP, and eventually by the defendant, about Mr.
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