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]….[F]or the most part it was a very troubled relationship where 
the Saudis were not providing us quickly or very vigorously with response 
to it. Sometimes they did, many times they didn’t. It was just very slow 
in coming.

The Treasury Department General Counsel testified at the July 23, 2002 hearing 

about the lack of Saudi cooperation: 

There is an almost intuitive sense, however, that things are not being  
volunteered. So I want to fully inform you about it, that we have to ask  
and we have to seek and we have to strive. I will give you one-and-a-half  
examples. The first is, after some period, the Saudis have agreed to the  
designation of a man named Julaydin, who is notoriously involved in all of  
this; and his designation will be public within the next 10 days. They  
came forward to us two weeks ago and said, okay, we think we should go  
forward with the designation and a freeze order against Mr. Julaydin. We 
asked, what do you have on him?  Because they certainly know what we  
have on him, because we shared it as we tried to convince them that they  
ought to join us. The answer back was, nothing new.  
. . . .  
. . . I think that taxes credulity, or there is another motive we are not being  
told.  
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[A number of U. S. Government officials complained to the Joint Inquiry about a 

lack of Saudi cooperation in terrorism investigations both before and after the September 

11 attacks. 

]. A high-level U. S. Government officer cited greater Saudi 

cooperation when asked how the September 11 attacks might have been prevented. In

May 2001, the U.S. Government became aware that an individual in Saudi Arabia was in 

contact with a senior al-Qa’ida operative and was most likely aware of an upcoming al-

Qa’ida operation. [

].
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