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Uranium From Africa . 

The CLA had sent a merho to y0.u and Mr. Hadley on Ootobtr 6,2002 .conce&g a . 
&&t of the President's scheddd October 7,2002 Cinoinxlaa speeoh. That memo 

' inoludcd an explanation of therasms why &e CIA begeved~the reference to 
Iraq's attempts to obtain, u r & u  &om AEca sho J d  be deleted. The CIA had. . .  . 
sent a previous memo to Mr. Hadley (and Mr. GcrsonS who was'the speechwfitm) ,, 

the day befort that memo sent to you, again expressing its doubts about th, reports 
ofIraq's attempts to get uranium &om &CE. FhaI1y, thc Director of Cenw 
btelligence, George Tm~t, called Mr. Hadley directly to ask that the r e f m e  to 

ftok A s c a  be deleted &om tho October 7 s p e d .  As a i c d t  of the 
CM7s ridtiple expressions of its doubts about these reports, the refennce w a  
deleted, and the October 2002 speecb made no mentioQ of Iraq's purported - 
attempts to obtain d u r n  &om M c a :  Given all this and other activity, wwe YOU. 

aware at that time (October 2002) that the Intelligence Community had doubts 
about the reports ofIraq's purported effoh to obtain &urn fiom A$ica? Were . 

you aware prior to ~a~&ary 28,2003, the date ofthe President's State of the Union 
speech? 

. . 
Answer: ... 

I do noirecall Intclligenoa Community coneems about the credibility of 

reports about fia$s attempts to obtain uranium from Afkica either at the time ofthe 
I .  

Cinoirmati spccchpr tbe State of the Uniw speech. I would note that the Senate 

' Sele,ct Cornittee on Intelligence report on prewar intelligence assessmats on Iraq 

stated: 

* "When coordh&ng the State o f  the Union, no Central 
hte1ligence Agency (CIA) analysts or oEcials told the . . 

Natiod Security Coun~il wSC) to remove the '16 words' or. 
that there wcrb concerns about the credibility of thi Iraq-Niger . 
uranium reporting.'' 
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Question #Z: 

Prior to the State of the Union speech (&wry 28,2003), did you eva djscuss - 
with tbk Director of Central Intelligence, George Tmet,, the InteUgmce 
Community's doubts about reports  of^^^'$ attempts to get &m from fiica? 
If so, w&n was the first time yon ik3cGsed the matt& M~ him, and how many 
limes did you discuss the issue pr@- to the Statt of the Union? 

I do not recall discueshg t i g e n  Community doubts about such " 

with Director Tmet prior to the State of the Union. . , 
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Prior to the State o f  the Union speech of January 2003, did you ever discuss &th 
Stephen Hadley, your deputy, the choice of wording for the speech concerning 
Iraq's purported attempts to obtain yanium &om AMca? Prior to the speech, were. ' . 

you aw&e that the language had been chatleed to take reference to the British 
having learned of  such effwts, rather than slating it as the US Government view 

Answer:, 
Yes, I did discuss with Stephcn Hadley concerns the Intelligenoe. . . 

. . 

C o m i t y  had about protecting sources and methods regarding reports'on Iraqi 

anempts to procui-e uranium froA AEca These concern were addressed by citing 
I 

' ' a fmigq govormnent service. 'I do not recall soy. disoassion of concerns &bow the  

credibility of rhe reports, 
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' . 

Question #4: 

. Wac you at all involVed in the decision-making about the phraseology of 
the wording for the January 28,2003 State of the Union speech condemning Iraq's 

' purported attempts to obtain ur&m fiom AErica ("The British government has 
learned that Saddam Hussciin recendy sou& signifcant quantities of uranium 
&om Mica'')? Who was the authoi of the wording, and was the author aware that 
the CIA had serloas goubts about the claim at least as eirly as September 20021 , ,  , 

Aqswer: . 
Yes, I did discus$ with Stephen Hadley concern6 the Intelligence 

Community had about protecting souroes and methods regarding reports on Iraqi . . 
attempts to procure uranium &om Africa. The State of the Union speech was 

prepared by the President's speechwritexs, in cooordination with other mernba of 

the executive br&& I do not know who actually authored rhe words about Iraq's 

attempts to procure &m &om Mica. 
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Question #5: 

On July 13,2004 you said the following on Face the Nation: "What I knew ai the 
time i s  that no o m  had told us that fheree'were concerns about the British - 
report in^." Given all the activity iqlicating CIA doubts and concerns about the . 

claim, including a CIA memo sent to you in early October 2002, how .&Id you . 
not h o w  of the doubts and concerns? 

Answer: . . 

1 do not recall mading or receiving the CIA memo of October 2002. . .' 
. . 

, Howeva, I was .aware of the October 2002 Natiod Intelligence Estimate stathg, 

also begao vigorouSiY trying to prdcure d u r n  ore and yellowcake; . . 
. . 

. .. 
acquiring eithe* could shorten the time Baghdad needs to produce nuclear 

weapons." ' ..I 
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. . 

Question $6: 

In June'8,2003, aIABCy s Thts kd wifh George ~tePknopou~os, you said "At 
the time the State of the Ufion address was 'prcparedi €here were also other sources 
that said thst they were, the Iraqis were sekiag yellow-cake, uranium oxide, fk0t.h 
AfkiLa. And that was taken out of a British report CIelirly, that particular report we 
kamed~subseouentl~. subseaucntl$ was not credible ... .-%'he iniellieenhe 
cof13~mi!y did n& h o w  at &at time or at levels that not to us that this. That fiere 
was serious mestions about this raorL,>* 

How could you say such a thing when, before the State of the h i o n  spbech, the 
CXA had told the British o f  i t s  doubts'about the claim and wged them to remove it 
eom their dossier; whcn the Director of Central Intelligence had personally called 
your Deputy, Stephen Radley; when fhe DCX had s a t  a mGmo on October 5 to Mi-. 
Hadley; and when be sent mother memo to you and Mi. Hadley on .Octob& 6, all * 

explaining .why the claim should be removed fiom the. President's October 7 
Cincinnati speech, which it was. How can y0.u claim that 'We inklligence 
community did not h o w  at that time or at levels that got to us that this, that there 
was serious questions, about this report-"? I 

Answer: 
*National hte].ligence Estimates represent the authoritative judgment of the 

Intelligence Comunity. ,CIA also provided information citing Iraq's attempts to 

a procure urasliurn fiom Afiica to the White House four days b e b e  the State of the 

Union speech. I would also note that the senate Intclligcnce Corninittee concluded 

that no CIA analysts or officials expressed doubt about hii uaslim reporting 
. . 

I .  

cooidinating on the State of thc Union speech. 
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Iraq: Alumfnuxn Tubes 

On July 30,2003 you said 'Yhe consensus view o f  the American intelligence . 

agency" [sic] was ... that the a l d m  tubes most likely for this use," 
, 

meanjng for centrifbges to make mdear weapons. However, there was no 
consensus view on the use of the aluminum tubes; there was a furidamentd 
disagreement within tbc XnteIligence cdrnmwity, and the Department of Energy 
and the State Departmint did not believe Lhe tubes were intended for centrifUgcs. 
Given that fiere, was no consewus, why did you say there was? 

Answer: 

The October 2002 National Intelligence Estimate established the'lntelligence 

Conm~unity's authoritative assessment on the aluminum tubes issue. It state&. 

"Most agencies believe that Saddam's personal interest in and Iraq's 
aggregsive attempts to obtain high-strength al-um tubes for 
cknkifuga rotors - as well as Iraq's attempts to acquire magnets, 
high-speed balancing machines rmd machine tools - proi-ide 
compelling evidence that Saddam is reconstitlzting a uranium 
enrichment effon for Baghdad's nuclear weapons program (DOE 
agrees thqt reconstitution of the nuclear p~ograrn is underway but 
assesses that the tubes are probably not part of thc program)" A 
footnote noted INR's alternative view to the NIE1s'authodtative 
assessment. 
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No'bistinetion Between Iraq and al .Qaeda? 

puestioh #8: 
'Do you make any distinction between Saddam Hussein and a1 Qaeda when it . 

comes to the war on terrof, or do you think they ate indistinguisha6le? 

Answer: 
Y k s ,  there is of course a distinction, but Saddam Hussein did harbor 

tenorists ' a d  had many other ties to terrorists, including contacts with al ~ a i d i , ,  as 
' 

the 9-1 1 Commission iecognted And he was an avowed enany o f  &eri$ and 

of OUT allies, n l e  possibility fiat an outlaw state might pass a weapon of mass 

destruction to a terrorist is tbe greatest danger of om'tirm. 


