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180. In early March, Cressey wrote Rice and Hadley that at a belated wedding reception at Tarnak Farms for 

one of Bin Ladin’s sons, the al Qaeda leader had read a new poem gloating about the attack on the Cole. NSC 
email, Cressey to Rice and Hadley,“BIN LADIN on the USS COLE,” Mar. 2, 2001.A few weeks later, Cressey 
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