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briefing materials, “DIDCI Update,” Apr. 21, 2000 (J-39 “has decided to do everything possible to support CIA’s
UBL efforts”). This reportedly included J-39' belief that it would be able to pay for all costs—though, as it turned
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CIA briefing materials, “DDO Update,” May 22,26,2000 (at which the DCI was told that unless funding was iden-
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