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Amerikanske reaktioner p4 vibeninspekterernes rapport
Amumail 0045 af 23.01.03

Som forveniet reagerede Administrationen hurtigt pi Blix’ og El Bara-
~ dei’s 60-dages rapport om inspektionere i Irak, dex blev fremsat 1l foy-
middag amerikansk tid i Sikkerhedsrider.

Det Hvide Hus' talsmand, Asi Fleicher. afholdt kott ud efter en presse-
konference, det alene omhandlede Irak, efrerfulgt af en pressekonference
ved ndenrigsminister Powell senere pi eftermiddagen. Udskrifter af beg-
ge begivenheder er vedlagt

Hovedpuniterne i Powells forberedre indleg var felgende:

« Bl formulering om, at Trak ikke synes at have acceprerer Sik-
kerhedstadets keav om afvebning, var problemets kerne.

- Trak havde i 11 dr neegtet at wreeffe den strategiske beslutning om
afvebning og detmed efterevelse af det internationale samfunds
krav,

- Irak havde kke givet svar pa, hvad der er sket med landets be-
holdninger al Antrax, VX, spranghoveder til kemiske og biologs-
ske viben, de mobile vabenlaborarorier my.

- Irak havde ikke tilladr mspekiorerne samtaler med irakiske borge-
re uden tilstedevaerelse af teprasentanter for regimet, og havde
hemmet inspekiaternes indsats med en sverm af oppassere.

- Traks manglende efterlevelse udfordrede Sikkerhedsradets rele-
vaus og troverdighed.
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Sikkerhedsridets medlemmer marte ikke glemme, hvad formalet
med resolution 1441 var ~ bla. at fortsat iakisk brud pa Sikker-
hedsradets keav ville have alvorlige konsekvenser.

Spaergsmaler var derfor ikke, hvor meget ekstra tid, inspektarerne
havde behov for, men hvor meget ekstra td, Irak knnne £ 6 at
indramme sine synder. Ifalge Powell: "Not much mote time”.

I den efterfalgende spergerunde fremlagde Powell folgende tidshinie”:

1.

USA vil nu have lejlighed 6l at stille Blix og El Baradei yderligere
spergsmal, dels senere i dag, dels under Sikkerhedsridets mede
den 29. ds. (i en slet skjult henvisning til iseer Tyskland anfarte
Powell, at “nye medlemmer af ridet ogsd skulle have tid ul at sst-
te sig ind i inden og formalet med 14417).

Praesidenten vil konsultere med andre stats- og regeringschefer
(bl.a. aflegger Blais og Berlusconi beseg hos Bush i denne uge, og
Bush alte tidligere i dag med Aznar), ligesom Powell vil konsulte-
ve med sine kolleger i Sikkerhedsradet.

Hetefter vil USA overveje sitmanonen, for man beslutter sig for
neste skridt

Powell gled af pa spergsmal om, hvor lenge mspektionerne ber fortszet-
te, og gentog tidligere udtalelser om, at "time is running out”. Det var
ogsd standardbemerkningen i An  Fleichers briefing, der tilhge
understregede  Administeationens enske om fortsatte konsultationer.
Fleicher fremhevede endvidere problemstillingens betydning for FN’s
fortsatte relevans.

PAV
E.B.

Christina Markus Lassen

[F2aNE
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SEC. POWBLL: Well, good afternoon ladies and gentlemen,

Barlier today in accordance with U.N. Resolution 1441,
Doctors Blix and ElBaradel provided the United Nations Security
Council their 60-day reports on inspection activity in Irag. We
listened carefully as the inspectors reported that Irag has not
provided the active, immediate and unconditional cooperation that
the council demanded in U.N. Resclution 1441. As DOr. Blix said,
quote, "Iraq appears not to have come to a genuine acceptance, not
even today, of the disarmament that was demanded of it,™ unquote.
Let me repeat, because this is the essence of the problem. Dr, Blix
said, "lraqg appears not to have come to a genulne acceptance, not
even today, of the disarmament that was demanded of it." Fourteen-
forty-one is all about the disarmament demanded of Iragq.

The inspectors® findings came as no surprise,

For 11 years before 1441, Saddam Huszein's regime refused to
make the strategic decision, the political decision to disarm
itself of weapons of mass destruction and to comply with the
world's demands. To this day, the Iraq regime continues to defy the
will of the United Nations. The Iraq regime has responded to 1441
with empty claims, empty declarations and empty gestures. It has
not given the inspectors and the international community any
concrete information in answer to a host of key questions.

Where is the wissing anthrax? This is not just a guestion of
historical curiecsitys it is essential for us to know what happened
to this deadly material. Where is the VX? Also not just a trivial
question; we must know what happened to this deadly material. Where
are the chemical and biological munitions? Where are the mobile
biclogical laboratories? If the Iraqi regime was truly committed to
disarmament, we wouldn't be looking for these mobile labs., They'd
drive them up and park them in front of UNMOVIC headquarters for
inspection. Why is Traq violating the restrictions on ballistic
missiles? Why is it violating the ban on missiles with a range of
more than 150 kilometers?

Where are the credible, verifiable anawers to all of the
other disarmament questions compiled by the previous inspectors?

hrip://web.fnsg.c m/printty neeript.him?id=2003012717247 27/01/2003
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Today we heard that the inspectors have not been able to
interview any Tragli in private. We heard that the inspectors have
not been allowed to employ aerial surveillance. Why not? If Irag
was committed to disarmament, 1f Iraq understood what 1441 was all
about, they would willingly allow this kind of surveillance. They
would willingly allow people to be interviewed without minders,
without fear of retribution.

We have heard that they have still not received -- the
inspectors have still not received a full list of Iragi personnel
involved with weapons of mass destruction. If Iraqg no longer has
weapons of mass destruction, they should willingly give the names
of all who were invalved in their previous programs to the
inspectors for examination and interview.

The inspectors told us that their efforts have been impeded
by a swarm of Iraql minders., Why, if Iraq was committed to
disarmament, would they be going to these efforts to deceive and to
keep the inspectors from doing their work?

Passive cooperation 1s not what was called for in 1441,

The inspectors have also told us that they have evidence
that Iragq has moved or hidden items at sites just prior to
inspection visits. That's what the inspectors say, not what
Americans say, not what American intelligence says. Well, we
certainly corroborate all of that, but this is information from the
inspectors. - . e e

And the inspectors have caught the Iragis concealing top-
secret information in a private residence. You all saw the pictures
of that information being brought out. Why? Why, if Iraq was
committed teo disarmament, as required undexr 1441, would we be
finding this kind of information squirreled away in private homes,
for any other reason than to keep it away from the inspectors?

The list of unanswered questions and the many ways Irag is
frustrating the work of the inspectors goes on and on. [raq's
refusal to disarm, in compliance with Resolution 1441, still
threatens international peace and securi-y. And Iraqg's defiance
continues to challenge the relevance and credibility of the
Security Council.

The international community's goal was, 1s, and remains
Irag's disarmament. The Security Council and the international
community must stand behind Resolution 1441. Trag continues to
conceal quantities -- vast guantities of highly lethal material and
weapons to delilver it. They could kill thousands upon thousands of
men, women and children, if Saddam Hussein decides to use these
against those men, women and children, or just as frightening, to
provide them to others who might use such weapons,

Irag must not be allowed to keep weapons of mass terror and

httpi/fweb.fisg,c m/printly nseript.htm?id=20030127t7247 27/01/2003
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the capacity to produce more. The world community must send a clear
message to Iraqg that the will of the international community must
be obeyed.

Last September the United Nations acted, at the request of
the United States. We acted through 1441, with the hope -- the
president had the hope; the other members of the Security Council,
who voted unanimously for this resolution, had the hope -- that
Iraq would take this one last chance, presented to it by the
international community, to disarm peacefully.

And remember the key elements of that resolution. Iraqg has
been and continues to be in material breach cof all of its earlier
obligations. We are giving, the resolution said, one more chance to
Iraq. We put a firm list of conditions for Irag to meet and what
they should allow the inspectors to do to assist them in that
disarmament.

And let's not forget the wvital part of the resolution that
comes toward the end: there would be serious consequences for
continued Iragi wiolation of its obligation. Those serious
consequences are the lever that was needed to get the inspectors
in, to get the inspectors to be able to do their work, which was to
assist Iraqi -- in disarmament.

Iragqi intransigence brings us to a situation where we see
that regime continuing to confront the fundamental choice bhetween
compliance with 1441 and the consequence of its failure to disarm,
the consequences of its failure to disarm,

Even at this late date;, the United States hopes for a
peaceful solution. But a peaceful solution 1s possible only if Iragq
disarms itself with the help of the inspectors.

The issue is not how much more time the inspectors need to
search in the dark. It is how much more time Irag should be given
to turn on the lights and to come clean. And the answer is: not
much wore time. Iraqg's time for choosing peaceful disarmament is
faat coming to an end.

Thank vou, and I'm prepared for your questions. Yes, sir?

g Secretary Powell, it's my understanding that although you
guys believe or are convinced that Irag is neither cooperating nor
complying with the resolution, you're not yet prepared to go the
Security Council with the "serious conseguences” part. Is that
correct? And if it is, can you explain why there are --

SEC. POWELL: Our plan is straightforward.
We passed 1441 with a unanimous vote in the Security

Council; 13 nations acted. Now that we have received this report
from the two chief inspectors, I think it ie important for us to

http://web.fnsg.e m/printty nseripthiim?id=2003012717247 27/61/2003
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ask questions of the inspectors. That is happening this afternoon
in New York and will also happen on Wednesday as members of the
Security Council pose questions to Dr. Blix and to Dr. ElBaradei.

The president will be in touch with fellow heads of state
and government about this matter. I will be in touch with my
colleagues in the Security Council, And after these consultations

are completed =-- and you know that Prime Minister Blair is coming
on Friday; Mr. Berlusconi is coming this week, as well, to see
President Bush -- and after we have had these consultations and

considered the entire situation and have a little time passed --
Security Council members need time to consult with their capitals
on what they have heard and seen today -- and when those
consultations are through and the presicent had (sic) a chance to
discuss this with his fellow heads of state and government and I've
done my consultations, we will determine what the next steps are.

Barry, did you have one?

pas

- @ Oh.yeah,—thanks:

Q (Off mike.)

Q You sort of laid it out pretty clearly, but I wondered,
does this report, which I'm sure you anticipated, did this move the
administration closer to a showdown with Iraq? And if you care to,
and I'd understand if you chose not to, have you got a response to
the Iraqi foreign minister who deoesn’t think you tell the truth?

SEC. POWELL: (Laughs.) With respect to the first part of
your question, time 1s running out. We've made it clear from the
very beginning that we could not allew the process of inspections
to string us out forever.

There are some who would like to take months, Dr. ElBaradei
made a reference today that he needed a few more months. But make
careful note of the context in which he was making that
observation, and that 1s if there was active cooperation on the
part of the Iraqgis. If there isn't that kind of active cooperation,
you could be sitting on the things you know and looking on the
things you know about, but there may be many other things that you
don't know about that you're unable to get information on.

And so, inspections only work in rhe presence of
cooperation, active cooperation and a willingness on the part of

the other side to participate in
examples of this in South Korea,
nations that have gone down this

With respect to the Iraqgi
liar, this will not cause me any

hitpi/fweb.fasg.c m/printtr nscripthumMd=20030127t7247
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forelgn minister calling me a
distress or loss of sleep.
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Q Mr. Secretary, you have spoken, in Davos most recently,
about a connection between Iraq and terrorist groups, including al
Qaeda. Are you saying there's evidence that that has happened in
the past, or is there evidence currently that there's still a
connection?

SEC. POWELL: I think we have said -- (coughs) -- excuse me.
I think we have said consistently all along through last fall and
into this vear that we have seen contacts and connection between
the Iraqi regime and terrorist organizations to include al Qaeda.
As we've been able teo focus on thls more and look hack in time, I
think we're more confident of that assessment. And we see no reason
not to believe that such contacts and the presence of al Qaeda
elements or individuals in Irag is a reasonable assumption, and we
have some basis for that assumption. And the information that we
can divulge in greater detail we will be divulging in the days
ahead.

Q Mr. Secretary?

EC. POWELL: Yes, Betsy.

@ Can you say whether you are willing -- whether the U.S. is
willing to give the inspectors a couple of more weeks, maybe a
month, no more than that, in order to complete their work?

SEC. POWELL: We are going to do exactly what I described
earlier: consult with leaders around the world., President Bush has
been on the phone this morning with President Aznar. He'll be on
the phone and he'll be meeting with others. I will be doing
likewise., And when all those consultations are finished, we will
let it be known what our next steps are going to be.

Yes, sir?

Q Mr. Secretary, I have a two-part question for you, sir. Up
until a week ago yesterday, you were a strong advocate for a
diplomatic solution to the Iraql situation --

SEC. POWELL: I still am.

g -~ in fact, to the point where many of my brethren even
labeled you a "dove.” But as of --

SEC. POWELL: I've been labeled many things over the years.
(Scattered laughter.)

@ -- as of the talk shows a week ago yesterday, last Sunday,
you started talking tough, and you've been talking very tough ever

since, in Switzerland and again today. One, what changed your mind?

And then I have a follow-up guestion, if I may.

htip://web.fnsg.c m/printte nscript.him?id=20030127(7247 27/01/2003
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SEC. POWELL: It has been clear from the very beginning --
you know, I am one of the principal authors of 1441. And for better
or worse, I can take some credit for having been one of its
champions as we drove it through the United Nations Security
Council process for a period of seven-and-a-half weeks. aAnd we
always insisted on three elements to that: one, Iraqg is in material
breach; two, this is their last chance: there have tc be serious
consequences, and those serious consequences meant the use of
force. And you've heard me say that repeatedly, repeatedly.

I've also said that 1if the lnternational community, through
the U.N., when the time comes, does not wish to use force, the
United States reserves its right as a sovereign nation to make a
judgment within this clear record of viclation, to use force
alongside like- minded nations whe might wish to be part of such a
coalition.

So I have been consistent throughout this entire process.

And as I've watched the process unfold, I have watched Iraq
go by every exit ramp -- diplomatic exit ramp that was put there
for them. They could have made a full, complete and accurate
declaration in December, which would have given us some confidence
that they were serious about disarmament. Instead, they gave us
12,200 pages of nothing very useful. The inspectors said that
today. There was nothing new. They added nothing to the body of
knowledge. They trxled to deceive the inspectors. They tried to
deceive us. One ramp gone by,

We have watched subsequently as they have kept
reconnalssance planes from doing the work that could be helpful to
the inspectora. They have done all the things that I have described
and you have heard other of my colleaques describe, Deputy
Secretary Armitage, Deputy Secretary Wolfowitz last week. And so we
are getting closer and closer to the point where the Security
Council is going to have to look at the options that it anticipated
it would have to look at when 1441 was originally passed,

And so, hang any label you want on me. I'm a great believer
in diplomacy and a great believer in finding a peaceful solution,
but I also recognize that when somebody will not accept a peaceful
solution by doing their part of creating a peaceful solution, one
must never rule out the use of force to implement the will of the
international community, but, more importantly, to protect our
people and to protect the world.

Q May I do a follow-up, pleage? If I could ask you --

BEC. POWELL: There are quite a few people here.

Yes? Thank you.

Q Whether it's a few weeks or it's a month, what do you

htip://web.fsg.c m/printir nseripthtmPid=20030127t7247 27/01/2003
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think of the idea of one final deadline, one final exit ramp, for
Iraq to answer the guestions that you laid out at the start?

SEC. POWELL: Iraq could answer this this afternoon, if it

chose to. Rather, the Iragi foreign minister spent his time calling
me & liar. I'll stick with what I said earlier.

We will have our discussions and consultations this week,
and then we will announce next steps at an appropriate time.

R Regarding the Wednesday debate at the Security Council,
what are the objectives of your delegation going to be going into
the debate?

SEC. POWBLL: It's a consultation really, and it began to
some extent this afternoon. But our delegation, Ambassador
Negroponte, and I think the other delegations will be putting
questions to the inspectors. We have a number of issues that we
want to raise with the inspectors that perhaps might indicate areas
they'll want to look in and give us answers to question we have
about the work they've done so far. That is really the purpose of
these consultations. Now, these consultations this week are not for
the purpose of determining what the next step should be. I think
we'll need more work and heads of state and government talking to
one another and foreign ministers talking to each other before one
would make a judgment asg to what those next steps should be.

So I think this is an opportunity for the 15 members of the
council to learn more about what the inspectors have found out.
Keep in mind, there are new members on the council. There's been
some change-over since 1441 was passed. And it gives these new
elected members an opportunity to learn more about the process,
about the spirit and intent of 1441 and to ask questions of Dr.
Blix and Dr. ElBaradei.

A last one. Terry.
@ Thanks. The Germans are calling ~~ as president next time,
they’'re calling for another report on February l4th. Do you think

this is just a waste of time? Do you think it's another delaying
tactic by the Germans, by the French to say that they're not ready

S3EC. POWELL: No. It was always --
Q - (inaudible) -- decision?

SEC, POWELL: I wouldn't —-- I wouldn't characterize it that
Wway.

It was always part of the process that Dr., Blix and Dr.

ElBaradel would report on a regular basis to the council -~ they
reported in early December, they were there not toa long ago —— 27

hitp://web.fnsg.c m/printir nscripthim?id=2003012717247 27/01/2003
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January was the first report really requlred directly by 1441, and
I think it's quite appropriate for the new president of the
council, Germany takes over on the lst of February, to call for
reports as the presidency or other members of the council see fit.
But what we can't do is just keep kicking the can down the road in
the absence of a change in policy and attitude, and go from passive
to more than active cooperation: not cooperation alone, but a
demonstrated willingness on the part of Iraq to participate in the
disarmament and not try to frustrate the disarmament effort.

Okay?

© Thank you, sir.

SEC. POWELL: I have to do one more. Elige?

Q I think I'm going to defer -~ (inaudible).
SEC. POWELL: (Laughs.) You yield your time to -~
0 Well, you had to call on one of us.

SEC., POWELL: (Laughs.) Andrea?

Q Secretary Powell, as impassioned as you are and as adamant
as you are that ycu see in -- in the inspectors' reports examples
of Iragi non-compliance, many of your colleagues on the Security
Council feel equally as strong that there are cases of campliance.
The French, the Germans, the Russilans have all come out today
saying that they think the inspectors should be given more time.
How are you and the president planning to convince your colleagues
and dissuade them -- persuade them to --

SEC. POWELL: Well, what we're going to do is consult with
our colleagues.

And I'm sure that the president will be talking to leaders
of all these countries, and I will be talking to the ministers. We
will consult, Jjust as we did when 1441 was put together in the
first instance, and try to come to a collective judgment as to what
should be the next steps. And as I say for about the fifth time, in
due course, those next steps will be announced.

Yes, there are disagreements. There are some who are
satisfied with passive cooperation at this point. Passive
cooperation is not what 1441 was all about. Dr. Blix, it seems to
me, made it rather clear today that he i3 not getting the kind of
cooperation, and Iraq has not made the fundamental choice it has to
make: that it is going to be disarned.

Thank wyou.

¢ Thank you.

hitp://web.fusg.c m/printty nseripthtm?id=20030127t7247 2710112003
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g The chief nuclear inspector sald just now that his team needs a few more months to complete thelr work. Is
the president willing te walt a few more months?

: Well, the president, number ong, Is very pleased that the Inspectors are there and an
the ground and are in position now, having been there for twe months, te make the assessments that they did

this morning up In New York. The pracess is continuing, but the pracess-ts-sunnlag.aut of time.

Q A few more months?

MR, FLEISCHER: I've not heard the president put a time period an It, so I would hesitate to da that
myseif.

© Arl, if you've concluded the Iragis aren't complying with the Inspectors, why not call a halt now? Why net,
veu know, just get an with it?

MR, ELEISCHER) Bacause, as the president sald, It's important to gontinue to consult, to work with world
ieaders about how to address the growing problem of Saddam Hussein's faliuf v with the Inspectars,
the problem of Saddam Husseln continuing to have in his possession biological weapons and chemical weapons,
which he has not accounted for. And we will continua to consult, per the president's promise.

£ Do you see any decislans being made this week or an attempt to reach an international consensus this
week on what to do next?

MR. FLEISCHER: Well, I wouldn't want to put a timetable on it. ] wouldn't want to guess. But I think that
events will develop, and they wiil be driven to the point of concluslon as a result of Saddam Hussein's fallure to
‘comply and tefact that he remalns the very threat that we feared to begin with.

g And will he make [t after consulting with the United Natlons?

: Look, let me try to describe to you, I think, the thoughts that are in the president's
mind as he approaches this.

He approaches this, number one, belleving that the mast solemn duty of the president is to protect the
country, to profect our people, and whether they are Americans abroad or people here at home, particularly
after what we saw on September 11th. And I think in the State of the Unian tomorraw you're going to hear
from the president a very healthy discusslon about the economy, a lot of discussion about impraving health
care for Americans, and the president will also talk about securlty for the American people, both in terms of
homeland security and national security,

On that final point, when It comes to national secueity I think the president will continue to consult with
our aliies, continue to have discusslons, as he did this morning with Presldent Aznar of Spain and others. He will
coptinue to evaluate the information that he has about the threat that Saddam Husseln presents. And if the
president reaches the conclusion that we have Indeed reached the end of the line, where Saddam Husseln will
not, indeed, disarm and the anly way to disarm him Is through the use of force, then the president will at that
meoment share his thinking with the American people at greater length,

€ What about the United Nations? That was the question,

R: &5 1 Indicated, he'll cantinue to consult with members of tha Unlted Nations.

& Is the president witling to teke more time becausa he raalistically belleves that Irag Is golng to disarm, ar
hecause he needs more intarnatlonal support and Is trylng to get it?

1l
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: Well, T think the president Is hopeful that Saddam Husseln will disarm, but he has net
seen any signs yet that Saddam Husseln wil! disarm. Clearly, if you listen to what Dr. Blix said at the United
Nations this morning, In his report, now based on two months' worth of belng In Irag, he has Indicated that
there are still, in his words, unaccounted-far weapans, that he Is stlll concerned about Irag's possession of VX
from previous inspections that they continue to not know its whereabouts, He said that Iraq has rockets which
could be the tip of a submerged iceberg. He talked about the possibility of Irag's continued possession of
anthrax and misslles in excess of 150 kilometers.

The president Is worried because the United Natlons has shown the world that there are many good
reasons to worry about Irag being In possession of weapons that are very deadly for millions.

£ So this additional time, then, Is really aimed -- since he's very pessimistic about any change of heart in
Baghdad -- is really almed at bringing the French around and Is really almed at trying to get maore international
support which just isn't there right now.

; The president will continue, as I sald, to consult and to talk to our allles, but I think it's
important for the world to know what the president has said, that time Is running out.

2 Beyond the process, If the president asks for the country to go to war, they're ultimately going to ask what It
5 the president's protecting the American people from in Irag. What is he protecting us from?

MB. FLEISCHER: Well, the biggest fear and the blggest concern Is that Saddam Hussein does Indeed
possess weapons of mass destruction In the form of biological and chamical weapons. Aad I think it's important
just to take one step back, and often we talk weapons of mass destructlon as if those are just vocabutary
words. Weapons of mass destruction will Inflict untold horrors on the clvilized world. They can take the lives of
hundreds of thousands, If not millions, as well as be the weapon of terrar that ean dramatically change the life
that the American people have come to live and expect. That Is the fear, that Saddam Hussein will indeed
unleash these weapons If he Is able to, or link up with terrorists who will do it for him. It Is not an Idle fear; it is
o real fear, particularly since we went through what we've gone through as a country since September 11th.

That Is the core of It, David. If Saddam Husseln did not have these weapons, the president would net have
this cause for a concern. He has these weapons, he's used them before, that is the heart of the president's
cONCern.

2 Can I just follow o this apparent link to al Qaeda that Is being presented In stll| rather vague form? If
the president belleves that there is a real danger that Saddam Husseln would pass cells -- somehow give his
weapons of mass destruction to groups like al Qaeda, why hasn't It happened since 1991, when we know during
that perlod of time that Osama bln Laden and al Qasda were busy plotting and carrying out attack agalnst the
United States?

' MB. FLEISCHER: Well, what we do know s that there clearly have been In the past and there have been
cantacts between senior members of -~ senior Iraql officlals and members of the al Qaeda organization, gaing
baclk for quite & long time. We know, too, that several of the detainees, particularly some of the high-level
detainees, have said that Iraq provided some training to al QGEﬂH”Eer'{ chemical weapons development. There
are contacts hetween Iraq and al Qaeda. We know that Saddam Husseln has a lang histary of terrorism in
general. And again, if you are walting for the smoking gun, the problem Is, when you see the smoke coming out
of the gun, It's too late, the damage has been dong.

£ I understand that. But we're talking about a perlad of well over 10 years, at a time when al Qaeda was
at fuli-strength, you know, tearlng it up, attacking U.S. ambassies. If they wanted this kind of thing, as the
gresident salkd they do, why didn't thay get It through those contacts ang thirough that training?

MR, FLEISCHER: One factor I think vou also have to consider is given the fact that Afghanistan provided
a very large ralning ground and operational ground to al Qeeda, many of thelr needs were taken care of in
Afghanistan until September 11th, and then their activities in Afghanistan have been widely disrupted. And this
an unfolding story, and I think you'll hear mare of it

0 Ari -- (off mike). But what Is the presldent’s averall reaction to Hans Bllx's raport right pow? s he satisfied
with [t? And did he have any advance warning of 1t? Did yvou know what was coming late (ast night?
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MEB. FLEISCHER: Well, number one, the president |s not golng to be gulded by -- a decision about
whether or nat ta to go to war based on palls, The president will be guided by what he views, as commander in
chief, is necessary to do te pratect the American people.

Having said that, 1 think It Is also clear that in the event the president does make the determination that it
will be necessary to go to war, he will, of course, make more of a case. I think when you take a look at where
the public Is, It's interesting because it's -- even more so than in 1991, the public understands the threat that
Saddam Hussein presents. I think the public is supportive of the use of force if, in the judgment of the
president, it becomes necessary. But clearly, the president will continue to educate the public and make his
case, He has not made an entire case yet. If he decides that mare Is necessary, he will of course -- of course -~
engage deeper with the American people.

Q Why hasn't he made the entire case yet?
© Over the near term, Is there any effort contemplated to halt the Inspections?

: po. As I [ndicated, the inspectors are continuing thelr work and the president has not
put a timetable on it.

© Blix's report today seemed mare negative than positive. Does the White House fesl as though it's -~ the Blix
report will help the president rally support for cracking dewn harder or milltary action or whatever the president
decldes? Is this an important step in terms of his diplomatic -- his international diplomatic efforts?

I think, from the president's polnt of view, what's Important is that the facts be
established. And now that the inspectars have been there far two months - and we always indlcated this would
be an important reporting date -- It's clear from today's Important reporting date that Iraq has failed to comply,
that Iraq continues to have weapons of mass destruction that they have not accounted for and that Irag's
fallure to comply has led to a situation where the Inspectors are getting the run-around. That's what today's
jmportant reporting date has shown,

Q@ Ari, last summer, Secretary Rumsfeld and then again later In early fall, the president himself -- both of those
gentlemen alluded to a potential link between al Qaeda and Saddam Husssin. Can you at least tell us whether
or not Secretary Powell's remarks yesterday were based on any new infermation since those two remarks were
made? In other words, since last fall and last summer?

: Well, of course, we're always reviewing Informatlon and getting mare information, And
as a result of the successful prosecution of the war an terror, we continue to be able to talk to peopie around
the world who have been captured who give us information. And then It's all put together and conclusions try to
be reached. So this is a(n) ongotng gathering of Informatlon that leads to angoing formations of conclusions.

Q 5a, are you saying then that, yes, there is some new Infarmation that led to Secretary Powell making
those remarks yesterday at Davos?

MR, FLEISCHER: 1 think It's Fair to say there |s always developing Informatlon based on our successes so
far in the war agalnst terror.

© Yes, two questions, please. Just to try to clarify one more time, wil the president present Amerlca's own
proof that Iraq is tinked with terrorists and has transferred weapons of mass destruction?

And on the U,N,, does the Bush administration stlll believe the U.N. is effective and worthy of America's
full support?

: Well of course. Yes. But.lt remalns-a-test.of- bow relgvant the-United Nations Is. It stil
remains an issue for the United Natlons to prove that the resolution they passed was not just one more in a
string of resolutions ta be followed by additional resolutions, none of which have value, none of which have
meaning, none of which are enforced. And that still remalns an open test of the United Natlons.

And on the first guestion, this will be onz speech that the prasident glves. There will be other speeches
after this, not only by the president but by other members of his administration. And this speech wiil be about
the State of the Uriot.









