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- (U) Thank you Mr. Chairmanand members of the Committes, -

CPSﬁ ’ ANE) On 14 February 2007, we discussed renditions, one of the key tools the

Centrai tntelisgence Agency vses in thie Global War on Terror; today, I have come to speak with

you ip more depth about a related program, our detention of key members and associates of al-

. Qa’ida. The Committes may remember that [ have spoken with you in some detail on the subject
of the CIA Rendition, Detention and Interrogation program in Septemiber 2006. '

. authonized by the .~ : ) ind established in
the wake of the March 2002 captute of senior al-Qa’ida lieutenant Abu Zubaydah, expainding en -
my oral remarks with details about the history of the program, the safeguisrds we have built into
it, the reasons CIA is best placed fo manage this high value detainee interrogation and debriefing

-effort: - 7 7 S '

(j3877 [NFT This-Statement for the Record will focus on the detention program

-

s 'INF) History of the Detention Program --
@SIr . ¥ AsImentioned in my 14 February statement on the renditions program, ix_i

- the wake of the 11 September attacks on this country—which represented the most devastating
- single assault on our temmifory in the nation’s history—the President directed all agencies of the
_US Government to work to assure that no such barbaric act could happen again. The

 was not until tlie capture of key al-Qa’ida lieutenant. Abu Zubayﬁail in March 2(502:t,hat the
need for a CIA programi became clear. Abu Zubaydah was an upand-coming lieutenant of




Usama Bin Ladm (UBL) who had intimate knowlcdge of al-Qa'ida’s current opcratmns
personnel, and plans. Becausé of the importance of his information to protecting the United -
States, it wasnecessary for US officials to interrogate Zubaydah to ensure that: 1) the US .
Govemment had timely access to actionable intelligence, 2) all US Government intelligence,
homeland security, and law enforcement questions were askcd 3) there was no filter between
: Zubaydah’s information and the US Government.

¢

Y LNF/ While FBI and CIA continued unsuccfssfhlly to try to glean information
from Abu Zubaydah using established US Government interrogation techniques, al] of those
. involved were mindfu] that the perpetrators of the 11 September attacks were still at large and, -
accordmg to available intelligence reportedly, were actively working to attack the US Homeland -
- again. CIA also knew from its intelligence holdings that Abu Zubaydah was vnthho]dmg
information that could help us track down al-Qa’ida leaders and prevent attacks. Asa result,
CIA began to develop its own interrogation program, keeping in mind at all times that any ncéw
" interrogation techniques must comply with US law and US intemational obligations under the
1984 UN Convenl:lon Against Torturc and Other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment or
Punishment. -

' (IP{' ZNF/A handful of techmqucs were devcloped forpotcntlal use; these techniques .
are cffectwe, safe and do not-violate applicable US laws or treaty obligations. In August 2002, -

CIA began using these few and lawful interrogation techniques in the interrogation of Abu

_ Zubaydah. As stated by the President in his speech on 6 September 2006, “It became clear that

_ he (Abu Zubaydah) had received training on how to resist interrogation. And so the CIA used an -

altematwe sct of procedures...the procedurcs were tough, and they were safe, and lawful, and

necessary.”

D Pnor to using any new tcchmque on. Abu Zubaydah, CIA sought and obtainéd from the
Department of Justice an opinion confirming that none of these new fechniques violated
US statutes prohlbltmg torture or US obligations under the UN Conventaon Against

Torture



