Run the tape

Sasan Rahmatian, Fresno 
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When Connie Chung asked Gary Condit whether he had any idea if there was anyone who wanted to harm Chandra Levy, he said "no." When she asked him whether he caused anyone to harm Levy, he said "no." When she asked him whether he killed Chandra Levy, he said "I did not." But when she asked him whether his relationship with Ms. Levy was sexual, he said, "Well, Connie, I've been married for 34 years, and I've not been a perfect man, and I've made my share of mistakes. But, out of respect for my family, and out of a specific request from the Levy family, I think it's best that I not get into those details about Chandra Levy." 

This sounded like he was producing a response pre-programmed in him by his attorneys. This same "program" ran four or five more times during the course of the interview. 

He did not say "no" to having a sexual relationship with Chandra Levy. Since in factual matters, the opposite of "no" is "yes," and since Rep. Condit demonstrated earlier that he is capable of using the word "no," his refusal to use that word can only be interpreted as his twisted, Clintonian attempt to say "yes." It would have been more honorable for him to just go ahead and use that three-letter word itself, but as usual Rep. Condit conned it. (Pun intended!) 

