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TRANSCRIPT: PICKERING ON US SUDAN, AFGHANISTAN STRES
(Nerve gas evidence from Sudan "very persuasiés)(q)

Washington -- The United States has "very perseagvidence that a soil sample acquired in recemiths
from Khartoum's Shifa pharmaceutical plant thatsaeple indicated the presence of a precursoreafi¢ive
agent VX, according to Under Secretary of StatéPflitical Affairs Thomas Pickering.

At an August 25 briefing at the USIA Foreign Pr€ster in Washington, Pickering said an analysihef
sample "shows the presence of a chemical whosdesimame is EMPTA, a known precursor for the nerve
agent VX and an indicator of a potential to produ&egas,"” Pickering said. "The substance is notluse
commercial applications. It doesn't occur naturalthe environment, and it is not a by-producaonbther
chemical process."

The US struck the Sudanese plant last week, alathgswspected terrorist sites in Afghanistan asgedi
with Usama bin Ladin.

Pickering also stated that the United States hadérce that we think is quite clear on contactsvben
Sudan and Irag. In fact, El Shifa officials, eany{the company's history we believe, were in towth Iraqi
individuals associated with Iraq's VX program.”

Following is the official transcript of the briefin

(begin transcript)

US Information Agency
Washington Foreign Press Center Briefing

US Strikes on Terrorist Sites in Sudan and Afghanis

Thomas Pickering, Under Secretary of State fortiealiAffairs
Tuesday, August 25, 1998

MS. RANSOM: Welcome to the Washington Foreign Pf@sster. I'm Marjorie Ransom, the director of
USIA's Foreign Press Centers. I'm delighted to arale today Ambassador Thomas Pickering,
undersecretary of state for political affairs. Aregador Pickering will brief today on US strikes on
Afghanistan and Sudan. He will brief on the recttd.has promised us 30 minutes, so please keep your
guestions sharp. Ambassador Pickering was swoas-imdersecretary of state --

MR. PICKERING: You don't need to do all that.

MS. RANSOM: You don't need to do all that.

MR. PICKERING: My 30 minutes will be up.

MS. RANSOM: All right!
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Ambassador Pickering has served as ambassadorsinpads of the world, and as the US representative
the UN. We are honored to welcome him today andieye he will come back soon.

Ambassador Pickering.

MR. PICKERING: Thank you, Marjorie, very much. At very nice to be back with all of you. | have a
few opening remarks devoted to the subject as arosali

As President Clinton said last week, we are engagadong- term struggle against terrorism. Oueldgs to
protect life and to hold terrorists accountabletfair criminal acts. The bombing of our two emiiesn
Africa 18 days ago, with the tragic loss of lifeArhericans, of Kenyans and of Tanzanians, painfully
reminded us that international terrorism is a pi&viaand pernicious threat to all of our nationd amall of
our citizens. We have fought this threat for maegrg and in many ways; multilaterally and unildtgra
including through the conduct of our diplomacy, pading the rule of law, working with others to stéme
spread of weapons of mass destruction, and seamio such as the military strike that took plest
week.

Through international cooperation in intelligencdi@ction and careful investigation, there haverbseme
successes in apprehending terrorists and bringem to justice, thwarting planned attacks, anchisa
state sponsors of terrorism. But there are timeswaw enforcement and diplomatic tools are sinmglly
enough. The strikes against terrorist targets ghAhistan and Sudan represent an intensificatiouiobattle
against terror. They reflect our determination $e whatever means we have to protect against aseteo
these threats, especially immediate threats.

The main purpose of the strikes was not retaliaitomas to prevent further terrorist attacks agtin
American targets which we had reason to believelaviake place; we had convincing evidence that more
attacks were being planned.

We intended to pursue our anti-terror policy usatighe tools and all of the resources at our conan®n
the same day as our military strikes, the presidgmed an executive order directing the Treasury
Department to block all financial transactions be#w Usama bin Ladin's terrorist network and America
persons and companies, and he urged other govetsitoesio the same. And yesterday, Secretary Albrigh
announced a new United States-United Kingdom pagotforward with a trial in the Netherlands, befor
Scottish judges and applying Scottish law, of the Libyans suspected of bombing Pam Am Flight 103
nearly 10 years ago.

We continue to call on Libya to surrender the satpfor trial promptly. Our goal is to bring thespects to
justice. The families of the victims of Pan Am 1dserve no less.

We do not expect that these various initiative$ withemselves end the terrorist threat, but tuey
important because they clearly show that we atkigfor the long haul. We will act unilaterally et we
must in order to protect our citizens against imgnirthreats, but we invite other nations of thelavto
stand with us in this struggle because all natamesvulnerable to the threat of terrorism, anctiaitens of
other countries are equally vulnerable, as thehisif this particular event makes crystal clear.

We have called on the international community teere its commitment to this struggle and to demastr
that attacks like the recent embassy bombingsnwillbe tolerated. | know that we are all unitethiis
resolve. The reactions we have had from arounevtitel show us this clearly. And | believe that w#l w
prevail.
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| would be glad now to take your questions.
MS. RANSOM: Please remember to wait for the micaoph Okay, please.

Q: Parasuram, the Press Trust of India. There hrecd mixed feelings in India on this attack bese, on
the one hand, they appear to like the attack aariet camps; on the other, there is a feeling esged by the
defense minister, George Fernandes, that theraafpbe double standards, one for the United Statd
one for India. When the home minister of India veahto strike at terrorist targets, some very harstds
were uttered from the State Department about tbegr So | was wondering whether you could kindly
clarify what the overall American policy is, and ether the standard applicable to US also appliésdia.

MR. PICKERING: Well, I think | commented just a mite ago on overall American policy and the various
places that various tools of struggle with ternorisan be fitted into our overall policy. India, Kasir and
Pakistan present a very, very different case thanynathers around the world. For example, there leen
talks, and we hope there will continue to be tatletyveen both sides to deal with problems of tsraatoss
the line of control. We understand that there a&ny \arge military forces poised on each side,denwhich
could be used in the event of attacks which mightiderstood, or in the event of circumstancesngediut

of hand. These are all circumstances that need tbearly related to the situation involved and®
arrangements that are there to resolve the problem.

We of course believe that all terror should ce¥ge have talked clearly and cogently and directlgdith
sides on this particular issue under the circuntgsuthat you raise; we will continue to do so.

We believe, in the Kashmir question, any violenaeld run risks of setting off a wider conflict, ane
would counsel against it. We will continue to coglrsgainst it.

MS. RANSOM: George Heshmi.

Q: Yeah. George Heshmi, Dubai News. I'm at a losstderstand US policy on terrorism. In one ins¢anc
we are ready to go to court, as in the case of &dm&. In the other, we're ready to blow -- tok&trat Sudan
and Afghanistan. What is the difference in the tases? Why do you do this or that?

MR. PICKERING: I think you --
Q: If  may, allow just a -- why are you hesitatiimgpublishing the evidence that you had on thea®@d

MR. PICKERING: First, let me say, George, that wigspect to the question at hand -- that is, tasames
why we acted -- we made that very clear. We saw &lear connections to the Nairobi bombing. We knew
and | just repeated it -- about imminent threat&ntericans that were likely to be culminated vesty
rapidly.

We clearly have, as | said as well in my openigeshent, a panoply of tools, devices, steps, atamd
arrangements to use to deal with terror -- evemgliiiom a whole series of United Nations resolugitmthe
use, when it is required under certain circumstanceneet this threat, of military force. Eachluége is
best, in our view, in its own arrangements, untieown time. And we will select very carefully anse
those that we think has the benefit of producirgglibst and most useful reaction.

With respect to Sudan, | think that it is importemknow and understand that we have been awa feast

two years that there was a serious potential pnolalethis plant that was struck, that we had rdlate
important physical evidence which was acquiredneynited States in recent months.
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The physical evidence is a soil sample. Analysis sifiows the presence of a chemical whose simgoieens
EMPTA, a known precursor for the nerve agent VXJ an indicator of a potential to produce VX gaseTh
substance is not used in commercial applicatidrdodsn't occur naturally in the environment, dnd hot a

by-product of another chemical process.

It should be noted that visual inspection of féi@s like the El-Shifa chemical plant are often swfficient to
reveal a connection with the production of chemwaapons. | recall, for example, the fact thatlthqi
plant known as Al-Hakam factory was denied by tlagik as a facility connected with the productién o
chemical weapons. And there were many infrequen8OQM inspections of that plant. And it was only
when Iraq itself admitted the true nature of tlzaility several years later once overwhelming enaewas
available, that it was revealed that the plant acsally so engaged.

And so we believe this evidence from our pointiefwis very persuasive and very important. And gk
that it was this evidence, and evidence like iticlvhimade our decision to carry out this strike s t
particular target, the correct and proper decisiotier the circumstances.

MS. RANSOM: Our next question is from the righthvit (inaudible).

Q: On Sudan also, | have a couple --

MS. RANSOM: Please announce your name.

Q: Yeah. I'm Aimhud Alleli, BBC-Arabic. | have agple of questions on Sudan.

The first one is: The Sudanese are asking for amtiee to investigate, and they are asking for farm
President Carter to head that. What's wrong withingea committee to investigate? If you have thielence,
you could give it to the committee.

The second thing; they are saying today that tHra@uthird party, you asked them for security coapen. Is
this true? And they are asking for a public apolfygyn the United States. And Mr. Turabi said totizst the
relationship hit bottom, and it can only go up. @oyou please comment on that?

MR. PICKERING: Well, I would think that it is difult to characterize our relationship with Sudarery
good these days, given in fact what Sudan has éegaged in and the practices that Sudan has fallawe
its own country, particular with respect to the [soi of terrorism and its steps recently to dergyUmited
Nations and other organizations the opportunityriog adequate food relief, particularly to the jplecof
southern Sudan. And so | think that that characdéion is probably not out of place. It would bedhtor me
not to join it.

Whether in fact we have reached the actual nadiitl@ngs can only go up is a different judgmentill
reserve on that particular point. I've just preedrihe evidence very clearly, | think, on why thiss a target.
| don't believe that an international investigatbeenmittee needs to have an additional role. Thdeece, in
our view, is clear and persuasive.

Q: What about the security cooperation?

MR. PICKERING: Security cooperation? | believe thats addressed by the State Department spokesman. |
really don't have anything further to add on that.
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Q: Raghubir Goyal, India Globe and Asia Today. Asdaalor Pickering, a two-part question. Number one,
the United States, Saudi Arabia and Pakistan hélp&lan to regain or to gain most of Afghanistand
today Taliban is not helping to capture Bin Ladint how much the Taliban you think helping the Edit
States?

Number two, first Pakistan said US missiles landedheir territory and several Pakistanis wereeKillBut
when President Clinton spoke with Prime Ministeai@hthen the statement was changed by Pakistad. A
today now Pakistan again blaming the United Staeistelling in the UN that several of their peoplere
killed and several US missiles landed in theiritery. Who to believe?

MR. PICKERING: Well, I think that in the respectthie latter question -- let me address that firgbu're
mixing up a lot of reports and apples and oranigestfect, the only thing I'm aware of is presdestaents
that a missile has been found somewhere in Beltahiand I'm aware of press statements of a lettidre
Security Council. But I don't have anything furtbhemadd with respect to confirmation of that parae issue.

On the question of U.S., Pakistan, Saudi Arabig, af course true that we all worked closely tbgetto
defeat the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Thereaweertainly people among those that we helped and
assisted who later became part of the Taliban mewenhthink that it would be a serious mistake to
conclude that the United States was either a sparisw, indeed, a supporter of the Taliban movetnen
particularly given its religious views toward womamd other very, very important issues of humahtsig
concern.

It is true, however, that we have said that thacatbn Afghanistan was not an attack on Afgharenahe
government of Afghanistan or of the people in aritizoit was an attack on the individual and his
organization -- Usama Bin Ladin -- that was suppgrterrorist activities in the particular campattivere
identified there.

MS. RANSOM: Your next question is on the right.

Q: N.C. Menon, Hindustan Times. Ambassador Pickgiimthe wake of the missile strikes in Afghanmstd
the terrorist camps and the casualties of Pakistaimees there, is there any change in US viewstab
Pakistani support for terrorism in Kashmir?

MR. PICKERING: Well, that's a question, of courdegt we have been looking at, but there is no chamg
views. What | can tell you is that the organizatrdmch has come forward to talk about casualtidls dself
the Harakat ul-Mujaheddin. We believe that thatoigation is closely related to or maybe even phitthe
Harakat ul-Ansar, which as you know, appears ondfrerist list that Secretary Albright determirgmime
months ago, and as a result, is subject to selimitations with respect to money collection, thatiaties of
individuals, and so on, here in the United States.

MS. RANSOM: Jim has the next question.

Q: Jim Anderson, DPA, the German Press Agency. Asdodor Pickering, do you know of any connection
between the so-called pharmaceutical plant in Kiuantand the Iragi government in regard to produactib
precursors of VX?

MR. PICKERING: Yeah, | would like to consult my estjust to be sure that what | have to say isdtate

clearly and correctly. We see evidence that wektlgmuite clear on contacts between Sudan andlinaq
fact, El Shifa officials, early in the company'story, we believe were in touch with Iraqgi indivals
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associated with Iraq's VX program.
MS. RANSOM: Okay, your next question is on the tigh

Q: Japanese newspaper, Sekai Nippo, Akira Yamariibtre are also in Sudan, capital of Sudan, Khartou
there also other more active chemical factoriesybu didn't attack these factories, only you &t¢akcfactory
which they can find some element of VX gas. Butl@other hand, you attacked Afghanistan in sisotest
camps. It means you want to attack terrorists tadHhem rather than prevent from being produced the
chemical weapons. How do you think about it?

MR. PICKERING: Well, I think quite to the contrarythink that we used the best information we had
available; we studied very, very carefully the aiton. We obviously were taking an act which braugh
considerable danger with respect to the peoplemight be in a facility. We felt we had, and | wener
with you very strong evidence of the chemical weepassociation of this particular plant. It wass#oas
the target as a result of those strong associati@mas't comment on our intelligence informationaiher
targets.

MS. RANSOM: Your next question is here.

Q: Ishen Melhem, Radio Monte Carlo. Mr. Secrettrg,reaction in the Arab world on the popular level
obviously, has been very negative. Most peopleatdalieve the contention that you have convincing
evidence. In fact, the president himself did na tee words "convincing evidence." People beliéne t
Sudanese government, although this is not a govarhwith very great high standing in the Arab world
They point out that you refused international é¢ffdo investigate. At one time the evidence waslira
Ladin has a financial share in the complex. Anothme, the Iragi involvement. Now there's a somgée.
Why not call the Sudanese bluff if they are bluffithe way you are calling the Libyans' bluff oe tjuestion
of those two suspects? That's one.

And aren't you running the risk of deepening thergition that many people in the Arab world fegldaods
US policy because of the stalemated peace prooéstha situation in Iraq?

And finally, why building up bin Ladin? Why is ihat the president of the United States refersrid_bdin

as if he represents, in the 1990s, a threat eaqnv&b the threat that the Soviet Union used toesgmt

during the Cold War? Everybody talked about biniha@his was a man that was seen by many peoyilhein
region as a renegade. Now you're making -- giving tnythical proportions and building him up, and --

MR. PICKERING: | think we got your question. | thihunderstand it.

First, with respect to bin Ladin, it became vemyarlto us, as the information on the bombings ind3a
Salaam and Nairobi became clear, that we had lnghdence, and we have used the words "high
confidence” to relate his activities to those paitir events. Secondly, it was very clear to usweawere
under imminent threat, and there was clear infoilonab us, and convincing information -- and we éaaid
convincing information on a number of occasionhat that was the case.

Secondly, with respect to the Arab people arouedatbrld, we're deeply concerned by the threatmbtism
because it affects all people everywhere. Andnkti is probably true that Muslims were certaikilyed in
Nairobi and in Dar es Salaam, and indeed this wasdiscriminate act that in fact attempted to tHieslives
of innocent people not for any religious or for gmofitical purpose, but to bring about a kind ofligra
influence on policies, an act of destruction far #ake of destruction; in my view, and certainlyhia view

of what | know are many eminent commentators ianfslon Islam, among the people of the Muslim world,
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totally impermissible, totally unjustified, totalhgprehensible.

And so we would hope that Muslims around the warld in this country would understand that this
particular action, the bombings in Nairobi and BaiSalaam, were aimed as much at them as they were
aimed at other innocent people in that regard thedefore, we ask for their understanding of thednfer our
response under imminent threat and the fact tlstrdsponse, we hope, will have some effect oretivd®
carry out this kind of terrorism.

| think that the information on the El Shifa pldhat I've made clear is from our perspective cotmgehnd
convincing. It certainly, in our view, does not ddarther endorsement or ratification. As | sardthe past,
even expert UNSCOM visits to a similar plant ingidid not turn up clear and compelling evidenceuds
only after the Iragi government admitted its cormipfiin using the Al-Hakam plant for chemical weapo
production that the truth came out. These aréhadgs that need to be factored into the equatibey ll
need to be considered.

Q: What about bin Ladin?
MR. PICKERING: | thought I'd answered bin Ladin --
Q: About building him up -- (off mike).

MR. PICKERING: We have certainly no intention ofilding him up. And | think an attack on his traigin
camps is not designed to do that.

MS. RANSOM: The next question is from Khalid, o tight.

Q: Khalid Monseur with the Middle East News Agen¥gsterday a senior administration official insiteda
that November will be the deadline for Libya toaes your proposal to try the Pan American suspects
The Hague. Would you put that on the record? Andld/gou tell us what are the next steps that theddiS
take in case Libya tries to negotiate this offergects it?

MR. PICKERING: Well, I happen to know the seniofiaal well, and he did not prescribe a deadline. H
was being very careful about it. He did say, howgethe next time at which a review of United Nagon
sanctions in the Security Council on the Libyanteratomes to consideration, the council would be
November. So November, | think he said, would bagpropriate time to look at for this particulaviesv.

Indeed, | understand there are press reportshtbet thay be an earlier reply from Libya. We hops weuch
it's positive reply. As you know, we have takerststiep because we felt it was high time to brisgige in
this particular case, to meet the needs of theli@snwvho asked for justice. And many countries anythat
we consider close and good friends -- had askéd take this particular step. We hope very much ttey
will exercise their good influence on Libya to lgiabout an early, positive response to this pdsicu
guestion.

Q: And your next steps, in case Libya rejects that?
MR. PICKERING: | think we want to wait and seeer the early, positive response, before we begin to
predicate what the next steps might be. But wesbelin due course that the Security Council shbald

ready to take further steps, if that's necessary.

MS. RANSOM: The next question is here.
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Q: Yeah. Madoud Bushehr , Al Fedjit newspaper, fmilan. Since 1956, since independence, Sudan has
six governments. Some of them were at odds withJthited States. However, the only government tiaat h
been accused of terrorism is Sudan. And anybodysabtowing the record -- | think the informatidnat

the State Department has put out about Sudan #iadgeginning, since this government came in, 8019
shows that this government was supporting terrarAsna in 1993 there was the New York incident. Suda
was put on the list of the seven countries thaspomsoring terrorism. Then we find that in 199&)yt
participated -- and this is also very well docuneent in the attempt of assassination of Presiti@sni
Mubarak. Then we find that in 1996, the United &atent through the Security Council, and three
resolutions were passed. In 1997 Sudan was pus#nctions --

MR. PICKERING: Forgive me, but you sound like yeuamswering my question.

Q: No, no. You don't know what | am saying. No, ham not answering your question.

What | am saying, you have been building all thigg so | think that it is logical what you did. Hewver, |
see that you have not been -- when | say "yougamthe "government" -- you have not been puttingrg
strong case. And for us, the Sudanese oppositieneally feel that the Sudan government now isrtathe
upper hand. And to the extent --

And | want to bring this to your attention -- trepresentative of Sudan in the United Nations, Mwék has
been rejected by the State Department to becomassador here. Yet in the last two weeks, he has dee
TV. As a matter of fact, he was with Ms. Albright -

MS. RANSOM: What is your question?

Q: And he --

MS. RANSOM: Could we please have your question?

Q: And now my question is: Why would you allow Nirwa, for example, to sit with the Secretary oft&ta
when he was rejected by the government to beconaendassador here?

My other question, and this --

MR. PICKERING: | am sorry. | don't know the occasia which Mr. Erwa sat with the Secretary of State
Q: On CNN, on CNN. And he called the Presidenia."

MR. PICKERING: It must have been --

Q: Yeah, he called the president a "liar."

MR. PICKERING: Maybe they were in a split screere @an't control television in this country. You kno
that.

Q: Anyway, okay. Let me just put my -- okay, mydimuestion to you is -- the opposition now in Suyda
which is fighting for democracy, why don't you gitvenore support so it can do the job? because you
can continue to hit this government, but terrongis hit back, and the only way is to get rid big
government.
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MR. PICKERING: We above all would support democracudan and all who are in favor of democracy in
Sudan and all who are against Sudan's participatitgrrorism. You have just recited our recortelieve it

is very clear. We have worked very hard on alhefse particular cases. And we believe we have made
strong case on the question of bombing, includiegimformation | provided here today.

MS. RANSOM: Your next question is on the right.
Q: Emily Schwarz from Bloomberg News.

| had two questions. One is what type of diplomateps is the United States considering at thistpoihe
Arab League and several countries have condemealtitcks or the strikes on Afghanistan and Sudan
because they were not preceded by more diplonatis :head of time.

My other question is more immediate. There is @meput that in Cape Town a Planet Hollywood hasmbe
bombed, and we would like to know if the State D&pant believes that there's any connection to the
current concern about terrorism.

MR. PICKERING: With respect to the latter, we'vesénformation that an organization with a kinchefv
and shadowy name has taken credit. It appears ¢talming itself to be Muslim. We know of no reagon
conclude now either that it is connected or isawitnected. We'll have to take some time and lotiktime
guestion very carefully. So | don't want to havgtady jump to conclusions on this particular quaasti

With respect to the issue, we have had a longlahthk, quite clear history. The gentleman frore th
Sudanese opposition representing a Khartoum newspag just catalogued all of the steps that we hav
taken, and there are many more, with respect teetffiene in Khartoum.

We have been in touch directly and indirectly witie people in Kabul, in Afghanistan. | only redhiht
Ambassador Richardson visited them and spoke to,thgain after a number of other messages and
contacts, about the problems of their harboringesmme like Usama bin Ladin in their midst, someohe w
claimed their hospitality, claimed a right of hdsfity under Afghan tradition, under Pashtun triaatif but
then abused it. It was a little bit like a man wd@mne to visit his neighbors at their invitation ahen began
shooting out the window at the other neighborads, in our sense, a totally reprehensible posaiohis
part. And we have continued, obviously, to try twquade them, and we continue and will continueytto
persuade them in every way that we can, directtiyiadirectly, to bring this person to justice, towhat is
necessary to cease the acts that he's been undgrédlkaround the world, terrorist acts that haffected not
only Americans but many other people, Muslims aond-Kuslims alike.

MS. RANSOM: The next question is from the back row.

Q: I'm Fawaz Durkey, columnist for Arab News. Miclering, my question is: Is the United States
government setting a precedent here in respebetmtssile -- cruise missile attacks on Sudan?hero
words, the precedent being if next time the Amerigavernment discovers that there is a chemicailt jpha
XYZ country, will it do the same thing? Is the peeent being set here --

MR. PICKERING: | think that --

Q: -- in other words, without -- pardon me intettrag -- without resorting to the United Nationsather
appropriate institutions that may be qualified éaldwith that issue?
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MR. PICKERING: I think that the United States haad® clear the reasons why it took the actions laad t
basis for those, in particular the fact that Adiéll of the United Nations Charter permits staigake
actions in self-defense, particularly, | might addhen they feel imminently threatened. In this ¢casethe
United States made clear, it not only had convig@widence of the linkage to the recent bombingsijtb
had convincing evidence that there were to be @tiacks planned by this organization and its lentland
sister organizations around the world to take actigainst the United States. Those are the ciramoss.
They speak for themselves.

MS. RANSOM: Your next questioner is in the backeher
Q: Yes. May | ask you about the further strike agaterrorism -- Yes, you were saying --
MS. RANSOM: Could you state your name again, please

Q: My name is Hiroshi Yuasa from Mainichi newspa@dapan. And you were saying that your struggle
against terrorism is now going on, and Clinton adstiation doesn't do lots of other strikes. Sthese any
possibility that you will strike against terrorisatterrorist facilities either in Iran or Iraq oroh Korea or
sometimes in Tokyo? Can you clarify about that?rSather words, what is the legitimacy of your ekta
against --

MR. PICKERING: | thought | had just answered thespion here for the gentleman from Arab News in a
clear way. Obviously | said there were circumstartbat led us to believe that the threat was tliewess
real, that the connection was real with the indiaild who had attacked us in Nairobi and Dar esafala
There was a long history of this gentleman's tistesdtions, he declared war against the UnitectStatd so
on. So there were a set of circumstances which aleegly the reasons why we used military forcénis
case.

We have other tools and other options, as | exgthirery clearly in my opening statement. We haveRks
we can take against the finances. We can bringlpdbmugh indictments, we hope, to justice, athe
Lockerbie case, and we hope very much that thahappen. There are other steps that we can tatteatio
with these particular problems, sanctions.

In each case, we try to take the step that weusehaost clearly meets the needs and most cleastegis our
citizens and our interests. We are not taking aotipos off the table, but we are not going to gree or
anyone a road map beyond what we have said abaitwehare doing, for all the obvious reasons.

Q: May I --
MS. RANSOM: I'm sorry, the next question is heree'Mtome to you after that.

Q: Marco Liu with the United Daily News Group, Taw. Sir, you're talking about the US expectingtsdl
countries stand together with US to fight the tesra and terrorists. I'm just wondering, is it tleason why
that your envoy in Taiwan called his counterpathatMinistry of Foreign Affairs right after Presial
Clinton announced the strike? | mean, this is #w®sd time that a Foreign Ministry official in Taw ever
received a US envoy's phone call during the midnighuess the last time was prior to Jimmy Carter
announced the normalization with Beijing.

So, I'm just wondering -- what you expect from Tamnyyou know, a country like Taiwan, to participdte
contribute in this fight when you're talking aba@t
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And then, I'm also wondering that an issue likej koow, transnational crime or international teiswr, is it
ever raised up in your meeting with Mr. Mou-Shimdi | know that you met with him earlier this yeaud
then later last year. So in the bilateral natics®adurity dialogue with Taiwan, is internationakéeism also
one of the subjects?

MR. PICKERING: Marco, your question is filled witbts of pleasant and wonderful fish hooks. Let me
merely say that unofficial relations are maintaibetiveen the United States and Taiwan through the
American Institute on Taiwan. I'm not going to diss any of the particular issues that may or mayhaee
been discussed in any particular forum or underpamniicular circumstances, as is the case wittuthieed
States' dealing with others all around the world.

MS. RANSOM: And we promised the gentleman in thekba

MR. PICKERING: Please. Yeah. You had an urgentfellp, and | apologize.

Q: Mr. Secretary, in terms of the rights of the --

MS. RANSOM: Please announce your name and orgaorizat

Q: Jesus Esquivel from the Mexican News Agencyetms of the United States' rights to defend itselh
terrorism, is this country ready to accept an ackip a country like Cuba taking the rights undeticde 51 of
the United Nations to attack any group that hasgasmitted acts against the president of Cuba,tlie
seven Cubans that were indicted today by the &uB@partment in Puerto Rico?

MR. PICKERING: I think you've answered the quessiohhe Justice Department has apparently indicted
seven Cubans. | am not involved in the law enfoer@mside, but I think your question has withirtstown
answer and speaks for itself.

Q: Are you ready to accept the decision by the @Gslta attack these groups in Miami --

MR. PICKERING: With all respect, sir, you have n@dghe whole chain of our discussion. The efforthan
part of the United States is to try to find waydtng terrorists to justice -- indictments arelsuo end the
production of chemical weapons by terrorism. Vaduptactions on the part of countries that are askelb
that are obviously the best answer, and we woud@cand deal with those kinds of answers gladlyef/
were forthcoming.

MS. RANSOM: We have time for two more questionhink this one.

Q: Yes, Ambassador Pickering, Carolyn Olsen, TVHAsdapan. My question is threefold, and | hate to
belabor what might be an obvious point by now.

But first of all, on the issue of the soil sampldiere exactly on the compound was it gathered foartside
the pharmaceutical site? Does it prove that tleersdanufactured or stored EMPTA?

Also secondly, that second site in Sudan, do ydie\eethat that is being used in the same capasitye
first site?

And thirdly -- pardon me -- thirdly, it said thdttere are two steps needed to change that partciuganical
into VX. Where do you believe those processes ageuway?
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Q: Do you believe it's that second site, or isilraq itself?

MR. PICKERING: Okay. | am not going to tell you,wbusly, for all of the usual reasons -- where the
sample was collected, but we have high confidehaeit was collected in a way and under circumsganc
that leads us to believe -- high confidence -- thatanalysis relates to the site.

MS. RANSOM: Okay. Back against --

MR. PICKERING: The other questions, | think, aléan the realm of the undiscussable --

MS. RANSOM: Right.

Q: Okay.

MR. PICKERING: -- the unmentionable, the unthinlabl

Q: Can you tell us what was collected, when thepdasn-

MR. PICKERING: | said in my discussion, "recentljifi months."

Q: Within --

MR. PICKERING: Let me tell you. | used -- I'll g@bk to the inimitable words here -- "which we acgdiin
recent months."

Q: Inimitable words.

Q: You also mentioned in your statement that --

MS. RANSOM: Wait. Would you wait for the mike, pe

Q: Sorry.

MR. PICKERING: Yeah. And then you can tell who yane.

Q: (Name inaudible) --

MR. PICKERING: When you get the mike, you can datth

Q: -- with Reuters.

You also mentioned in your statement that thereldesoh suspicions about this pharmaceutical firmvior
years. Now, in two years, had there been any taiksthe Sudanese government, or had there been any
diplomatic steps that were under way?

MR. PICKERING: | can tell you that until such tiras we withdrew our ambassador and down-sized our
embassy, we had very frequent talks. Since thehave had people back and forth visiting Sudan, neemb

of our embassy, the former ambassador, to talktaled --

Q: Specifically on this pharmaceutical firm, whigbu --
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MR. PICKERING: | can't tell you the specific suljeBut it is very clear that on all the possibleasions
when we discussed things with the Sudanese govethme raised the issues of their support for tesno
and our concerns about that.

MS. RANSOM: Okay. The last question back here agjahe wall.

Q: Michael Ulveman from Jyllands-Posten, Denmark.

Mr. Secretary, can you confirm reports today that Abu Nidal is under arrest in Egypt? And if tih@the
case, will the United States demand that he faaegels in the United States?

MR. PICKERING: | don't have any determinative infation for you on that particular issue. | havenstbe
news reports, as well. And as far as the law erfaent aspects of that question, | would refer yotlné
Justice Department.

As far as what's going on in Egypt, | would susyikat the government of Egypt is the best sourcéhiat
kind of information.

MS. RANSOM: Mr. Ambassador, thank you very much.
MR. PICKERING: Thank you.
MS. RANSOM: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon.

(end transcript)
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