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Presentation — The Case for Action

Intro: Looking at Iraq through the Lens of 9/11

e We are rightfully concermned about the failures — intelligence and policy — that
made 9/11 possible.

e In retrospect, we have no difficuity asking: “why didn’t they connect the
dots?” (Pre 9/11, there wasn’t a “‘smoking gun” — let alone one that pointed
te Washington and New York.)

o We have more information now about what Iraq might do than we had /as?
wvear about al Qaida might do.

e Implication: we have to be willing to “connect the dots™ now — can’t wait

for the “*smoking gun.” .
B8 s T Xerens
1. Iraq poses a serious and growing threat to the US - C_a?o-\o\ax\{ea

¢ The nature of the regime — a totalitarian regime led by a megalomamac tyrant.

e This is termible for the people of Iraq. B3

® But it has an important foreign policy implication — Iraq under Saddam has
demeoenstrated tremendous geopolitical ambition, as shown by his invasions

e Rece I M%&am

of Iran and Kuwait. e RS RonMe c‘ Mb&f -

e Wants to be the new pan-Arab leader (a la Nasser or Saladin).
¢ Irag’s continuing pursuit of WMD.

e To evaluate Iraq’s continuing pursuit of WMD, we have to make use of
many types of evidence — specific intelligence items are only part of the
story.

e Also have to look at history, including history of actual use of CW.
e We have to assess the strength of Iraq’s motivation to acquire WMD.
e In addition, Iraq is very good at denial and deception — as we learned after

the Gulf War. We were surprised at how many WMD-related facilities we
hadn’t known about.
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e We must take this into account in assessing the intelligence evidence
that we have available. Experience tells us that what we have found is
only a small part of what actually is there.

e [Note that DIA has an excellent denial and deception briefing.]

e History

Iraq’s pursuit of WMD has been continuing, and Iraq has been willing to
pay a high price to continue it.

Had Saddam cooperated with UNSCOM in 1991-2, sanctions would have
been lifted very quickly.

Saddam could have allowed inspectors to do their work at any time during
the last decade — and would have been rewarded for it by the end of
sanctions, and readmission to the international community.

Conclusion: Saddam places such a high value on pursuit of WMD that he
has been willing to subject his country to sanctions for a decade, just to
preserve his programs and some of his facilities.

s Why? Goes back to the question of geopolitical ambition. With WMD,

and especially with nucs, Iraq would be undisputed leader of Arab
world.

Inspections had some effect on Iraq’s pursuit of WMD, but we know that
the programs continued even then. (For example, the 1995 defection of
Kamal Husscin, Saddam’s son-in-law, alerted us to ongoing activity in the
nuclear and biological programs.)

Given no inspectors since 1998, and given sufficient revenue (from illegal
oil sales and illegal surcharges on the legal sales), isn’t it reasonable to
conclude that Iraq’s WMD preograms have are continuing, if not
accelerating?

Nuclear Program *‘mees\-vw*sw Qﬁbaﬁrv-n b&_, C-s\rh-{ M

After Israclis destroyed thc Osirak reactor, Iraq embarked on a new project
to get fissile material — but kept it hidden this time. (IAEA, headed by
Hans Blix, was completely fooled.)
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After the Gulf War, we discovered a huge project using electro-magnetic

isotope separation (EMIS) technology — a technology we used successfully
in the Manhattan project.

Important to consider that we missed this project entirely — perhaps because
it hadn’t occurred to us that Iraq would use a technology we considered
obsolete, but which was nevertheless effective.

(S) Now, we have discovered that Iraq is trying to import aluminum tubes,
milled to very precise specifications. The precise tolerances suggest that

the tubes are to be used in the construction of high speed centrifuges for
uranium gas enrichment.

e (Centrifuges and EMIS are two of the main methods for enriching
uranium.)

As the President stated (UNGA speech, 12 Sep 02), “Should Iraq acquire
fissile material, [either by purchase or through its own enrichment program)]
it would be able to build a nuclear weapon within a year.”.

Biological

Another example of successful Iraqi denial and deception — Iraq fooled not
only our intelligence, but also UNSCOM.

Extent of program became clear only in 1995, when Saddam’s son-in-law,
Hussein Kamal, defected.

Even after the defection, Iraq continued to understate the extent of its BW
program, according to the UNSCOM inspectors.

UNSCOM estimated that Iraq had actually produced two to four times

more agents and munitions than it declared — including the anthrax bacillus
and botulinum toxin.

Since departure of inspectors in 1998, Iraq has done construction work at
facilities associated with biological weapons.

* While Iraq has claimed that this new capability is for civilian purposes,
it exceeds civilian requirements. In any case, the claim is hardly
persuasive given Saddam’s tendency to ignore basic civilian needs.
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Saddam is now busy stoking the fires of Palestinian terrorism {e.g.,
payments to families of suicide bombers) precisely in order to divert our
attention from Iraq.

Regime change in Iraq will remove this incitement to terrorism and will
help convince Palestinians that there is no alternative to peace.

e Effect on the War on Terrorism?

Currently, war on terrorism doesn’t involve a lot of U.S. troops — hence, no
need to draw down because of an Iraq opeation.

No reason to believe that other countries will refuse cooperation in WOT,
even if they disapprove of our action in Iraq.

Regime change will remove a source of support for international terrorism,
and will serve as an object lesson to other state supporters of terrorism.

After Afghanistan, many states that had supported terrorism started to
indicate willingness to cooperate with us. The salutary effect of our victory
of Afghanistan has begun to wear off, however. Success in Iraq will re-
invigorate it.

e Don’t we need a link to 6/11?

No. This isn’t about revenge or retaliation, but about self-defense.

A link to 9/11 would just emphasize what we already know — that the
current Iraqi regime is extremely hostile to us and is willing to cooperate
with international terrorism.



