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Introduction
Chairman Rogers, Ranking Member Ruppersberger, and Members of the
Committee,
Thank you very much for inviting me to testify today on Benghazi. As an
officer of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) for 33 years, I always
valued the ability to communicate directly with Congress in general and with
this Committee in particular.
I am especially grateful for this opportunity because I am deeply troubled by
allegations – made by several members of Congress as well as by certain
media outlets – that I inappropriately altered and influenced CIA’s  classified
analysis and its unclassified talking points about what happened in
Benghazi, Libya in September 2012 and that I covered up those actions.
These allegations accuse me of taking these actions for the political benefit
of President Obama and then Secretary of State Clinton. These allegations
are false.
I am very appreciative that the Committee decided to conduct this hearing in
open session. As the Committee is aware, I have testified three previous
times on Benghazi in classified sessions – twice before this Committee and
once before the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence (SSCI). Today, I
appreciate the opportunity to speak directly to the American people about
the facts on what really happened.
Before I get into the details, I want to emphasize to the Committee – and to
the American people – something that we must remember above all else: on
the night of 11 September 2012 and in the early morning hours of 12
September, terrorists in Benghazi killed four American patriots –
Ambassador Chris Stevens, communications officer Sean Smith, and two
security officers, Tyrone Woods and Glen Doherty. My prayers are with
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The first indication that there may not have been a protest arrived on 14
September in the form of an intelligence report from Tripoli Station offering
the account by one of the officers from the CIA Base in Benghazi who had
responded  to  the  State  Department  facility’s  call  for  help.     This report was
disseminated broadly in the intelligence and policy communities. This
officer said that there was no sign of a large gathering or protest when he
arrived at the State Department facility. I do not remember seeing this
report – it was not sent to me directly nor was it in my morning reading
package.
Nevertheless, the analysts’ reaction to the report was that, by itself, it was
not enough to alter their judgment about a protest because the author of the
report did not reach the State Department facility until well after the attack
began – almost an hour. The analysts judged that the protest could have
dissipated once the State Department facility was assaulted. (I will cover
Chief of Station Tripoli’s  views  on  the  issue  of  whether  or  not  there  was a
protest later in this statement).
CIA published another analysis on Benghazi on the morning of 15
September. This was written jointly with the National Counterterrorism
Center (NCTC) and again coordinated within the Intelligence Community.
It reinforced two judgments from the piece on 13 September – that
extremists with ties to al-Qa’ida   participated   in   the   attack   and   that   the  
attacks were inspired by that   day’s   breach of our Embassy in Cairo. The
piece also added a new possible motivation – al-Qa’ida   leader   Ayman  
Zawahiri’s   public   statement   late   on   10   September   calling   on   the   Libyan  
people to avenge the death in Pakistan of senior al-Qa’ida  leader  Abu  Yahya  
al-Libi, a Libyan national. Again, the piece made no reference to the video
defaming the Prophet Muhammad as a motivation for the attack in
Benghazi.
It was not until 18 September, when CIA received the Libyan Government’s  
assessment   of   video   footage   from   the   State   Department   facility’s   security  
cameras that showed the front of the facility just before the attack – with no
sign of protesters – that it became clear that we needed to revisit our
analysis. It is important to note that on 18 September, the Libyans did not
provide the video; they only provided their assessment of the video.
Analysts refined their analysis, and on 22 September, CIA – in coordination
with the Intelligence Community – published a joint piece with NCTC that
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The first allegation is that I knew that there had not been a protest when I
edited the talking points on 15 September. This allegation flows from an
email sent by our Chief of Station (COS) in Tripoli to my staff – and to a
number of other officials at CIA -- on the morning of 15 September. The
email was the latest in a series of daily reports updating the security situation
in Libya (these had been requested by HQS and other COSs were doing the
same). Near the end of the email was a reference to the COS’s assessment
that  the  Benghazi  attack  was  “not/not  an  escalation  of  protests.”    I  read  the  
email as part of my morning reading on 15 September.
The   COS’  view  on  the  issue  of  the  protest  jumped  out  at  me   immediately.    
Why? Because it contradicted what the analysts believed at that time and
what they had written just two days before for senior policymakers. Because
of this, I asked my Executive Assistant to request that the COS provide
supporting information and logic for his view that there was no protest. My
Executive Assistant sent this request at roughly 10:40 am on 15 September.
The   COS’   view   was   significant   to   me for two reasons. First, I took the
views of any COS seriously because Chiefs of Station are   the   Agency’s  
senior officers on the ground. They are closest to the action. And, secondly,
I had a lot of confidence in COS Tripoli. I had worked closely with him
when he worked at headquarters prior to his field assignment, and I found
him to be an outstanding intelligence officer in every respect.
In his initial email, the COS provided two data points as to why he thought
there was no protest, but neither seemed convincing to me. His first point
was that local press reports said there was no protest (this was not
compelling because there were other press reports saying that there was a
protest). His second point was that the CIA security officers who responded
to the call for help from the State Department facility from the separate CIA
base on the night of the attacks did not see a protest when they arrived
(again, this was not compelling because these officers did not arrive until
almost an hour after the attack started and the protesters could have
dispersed by them). Also, in my mind at the time, was the fact that Tripoli
Station – just the day before – disseminated an intelligence report indicating
that there was a protest. In any case, I felt the analysts needed more from
the COS if they were going to refine their judgment regarding a protest.
I want to be clear that I read the email from the COS before I edited the
talking points. To guide my editing, I used what the analysts assessed at the
17
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military and/or security assets to the airport to assist our response
team. At this point this response team looks like it may be a hostage rescue team, that they are going to—we are going to need to
send them to try to save the Ambassador, who was in a hospital
that is, as far as we know, under enemy control. Our contacts with
the government in Tripoli are telling us that the Ambassador is in
a safe place, but they imply that he is with us in the annex in
Benghazi, and we keep telling them, No, he is not with us, we do
not have his—we do not have him.
At about 12:30, at the same time that we see the Twitter feeds
that are asserting that Ansar al-Sharia is responsible for the attack, we also see a call for an attack on the embassy in Tripoli, and
so we begin to—we had always thought that we were under threat,
but we now have to take care of ourselves, and we begin planning
to evacuate our facility. When I say our facility, I mean the State
Department residential compound in Tripoli and to consolidate all
of our personnel in—at the annex in Tripoli. We have about 55 diplomatic personnel in the two annexes.
On that night, if I may go back, I would just like to point out
that with Ambassador Stevens and Sean Smith in Benghazi there
are five diplomatic security agents, assistant regional security officers. With us in, at our residential compound in Tripoli we have
the RSO John Martinec, three assistant regional security officers
protecting 28 diplomatic personnel. In addition, we also have four
Special Forces personnel who are part of the training mission.
During the night I’m in touch with Washington, keeping them
posted of what’s happening in Tripoli and to the best of my knowledge what I’m being told in Benghazi. I think at about 2 p.m.—2
a.m., sorry, the Secretary, Secretary of State Clinton called me,
along with her senior staff, we’re all on the phone, and she asked
me what was going on, and I briefed her on developments. Most of
the conversation was about the search for Ambassador Stevens. It
was also about what we were going to do with our personnel in
Benghazi, and I told her that we would need to evacuate, and that
was—she said that was the right thing to do.
At about 3 a.m. I received a call from the Prime Minister of
Libya. I think it’s the saddest phone call I’ve ever had in my life.
He told me that Ambassador Stevens had passed away.
Mr. HICKS. I immediately telephoned Washington that news
afterwards and began accelerating our efforts to withdraw from the
villas compound and move to the annex.
Excuse me. I will take a glass of water.
Our team responded with amazing discipline and courage in
Tripoli in organizing our withdrawal. I have vivid memories of
that. I think the most telling, though, was of our communications
staff dismantling our communications equipment to take with us to
the annex and destroying the classified communications capability.
Our office manager, Amber Pickens, was everywhere that night,
just throwing herself into some task that had to be done. First, she
was taking a log of what we were doing. Then she was loading
magazines, carrying ammunition to the—carrying our ammunition
supply to our vehicles. Then she was smashing hard drives with an
axe.
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Mr. HICKS. They remained in Tripoli with us. The medic went
with the nurse to the hospital to lend his skills to the treatment
and care of our wounded.
Mr. CHAFFETZ. How did the personnel react to being told to stand
down?
Mr. HICKS. They were furious. I can only say—well, I will quote
Lieutenant Colonel Gibson. He said, ‘‘This is the first time in my
career that a diplomat has more balls than somebody in the military.’’
Mr. CHAFFETZ. So the military is told to stand down, not engage
in the fight. These are the kind of people willing to engage. Where
did that message come down, where did the stand-down order come
from?
Mr. HICKS. I believe it came from either AFRICOM or
SOCAFRICA.
Mr. CHAFFETZ. Now, my understanding is that General Ham was
actually not in Stuttgart, where AFRICOM is headquartered, but
he was in Washington, D.C. Is that correct?
Mr. HICKS. I don’t know the whereabouts of General Ham on
that night.
Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Chairman, this is something that we are
going to have to continue to explore.
I need to move quickly now to Mr. Thompson, if I could.
You were the leader there at the what is called the F.E.S.T.
within the State Department. According to the State Department
Web site, the F.E.S.T. is the Foreign Emergency Support Team, the
U.S. Government’s only interagency, on-call, short-notice team
poised to respond to terrorist attacks worldwide.
I want to read to you an excerpt of an email sent by you to Kathleen Austin-Ferguson on Tuesday, September 11th, 2012, at 9:58
p.m. Could you help me understand, who is Kathleen Austin-Ferguson?
Mr. THOMPSON. She is Under Secretary Kennedy’s deputy.
Mr. CHAFFETZ. You wrote, ‘‘I am told that Pat Kennedy participated in a very senior conference call with the White House and
discouraged the F.E.S.T option. To remind, F.E.S.T. has dedicated
aircraft able to respond in 4 hours, is Department of State-led, and
provides the below skills. When FBI was contacted, they responded
that this situation would be better addressed via a F.E.S.T. response. Thus, there are others who are thinking the same way.
Ready to discuss further as needed. Mark.’’
Two questions——
Chairman ISSA. Can the gentleman suspend for a moment?
Earlier, there was one document that had not been placed in the
record because it hadn’t been provided through official channels.
And I would ask that we get that. I think it came from Mr. Gowdy.
And then, Mr. Chaffetz, if you could make your document available so we could make copies.
And then for any other Members on either side of the dais, if you
plan to use a document that is not currently committee record—
and I realize, since we have gotten very little, there is very little
committee records—please do us the favor of having copies so they
can be distributed at or prior to the beginning of the questioning.
I am sorry to interrupt.
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ing what we know today. So I want to thank all three of you gentlemen for your service to the American people and to our government. And I want to say to you that the tough treatment you have
gotten as a result not only on that day in September but since then
is a horrible tragedy.
I want to go back to Mr. Gowdy’s line of questions here. Mr.
Hicks was there a protocol within the consulate in the event of a
protest?
Mr. HICKS. Yes, there was.
Mr. MCHENRY. Was there any evidence when you were there in
Libya on that day that this was a protest?
Mr. HICKS. No, there was none. And I am confident that Ambassador Stevens would have reported a protest immediately if one appeared on his door. The protocol of course was for us to evacuate
immediately from the consulate and move to the annex.
Mr. MCHENRY. Okay. Was there anything in connection to a
YouTube video, was there any awareness that the events occurred
because of a YouTube video?
Mr. HICKS. The YouTube video was a non-event in Libya.
Mr. MCHENRY. Okay. And did you know about that within a couple of days or the day of?
Mr. HICKS. Yes.
Mr. MCHENRY. Okay. And so did you report to anyone in Washington within the first couple of days that there was anything in
connection—a protest in connection to a YouTube video?
Mr. HICKS. No. The only report that our mission made through
every channel was that there had been an attack on a consulate.
Mr. MCHENRY. Not a protest?
Mr. HICKS. No protest.
Mr. MCHENRY. You can leave your microphone off. I’m going to
come back to you a few times.
Mr. Gowdy mentioned this earlier, but on September 16th Ambassador Susan Rice went on the Sunday shows, recited a whole
group of talking points. Were you a part of those talking points.
Mr. HICKS. No, I had no role in that preparation.
Mr. MCHENRY. Okay. So one month later we had an Under Secretary Kennedy. Let’s play his statement:
‘‘Always made clear from the very beginning that we are giving
out the best information we have at the time we are giving it out.
That information has evolved over time. For example, if any administration official, including any career official, had been on television on Sunday, September 16, they would have said the same
thing that Ambassador Rice said. She had information at that
point from the intelligence community, and that is the same information I had and I would have made exactly the same point. Clearly we know more today, but we knew what we knew when we knew
it.’’
By September 16th, did you know what you know what you
know, which is apparently what Susan Rice said? Let me rephrase
that actually. Let me actually make that a question, if you will.
Ambassador Rice recited a set of facts. A month later they defended—the State Department defends that. You are a career State
Department official. Would you have said the things that Ambassador Rice said?
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plane carrying the words ‘‘United States of America’’ touches down
in some far-off capital, I feel again the honor it is to represent the
world’s indispensible nation. And I am confident that with your
help, we will keep the United States safe, strong, and exceptional.
So I want to thank this committee for your partnership and your
support of diplomats and development experts. You know the importance of the work they do, day in and day out. You know that
America’s values and vital national security interests are at stake.
And I appreciate what Ranking Member Corker just said. It is
absolutely critical that this committee and the State Department,
with your new Secretary and former chairman, work together to
really understand and address the resources, support, and changes
that are needed to face what are increasingly complex threats.
I know you share my sense of responsibility and urgency. And
while we may not agree on everything, let us stay focused on what
really matters—protecting our people and the country we love. And
thank you for the support you personally have given to me over the
last 4 years.
I now would be happy to take your questions.
[The prepared statement of Secretary Clinton follows:]
PREPARED STATEMENT

OF

SECRETARY

OF

STATE HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON

FOREI-43947 with DISTILLER

Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member, Members of the Committee, thank you for this
opportunity.
The terrorist attacks in Benghazi on September 11, 2012, that claimed the lives
of four brave Americans—Chris Stevens, Sean Smith, Tyrone Woods, and Glen
Doherty—are part of a broader strategic challenge to the United States and our
partners in north Africa. Today, I want to offer some context for this challenge and
share what we’ve learned, how we are protecting our people, and where we can
work together to honor our fallen colleagues and continue to champion America’s
interests and values.
Any clear-eyed examination of this matter must begin with this sobering fact:
Since 1988, there have been 19 Accountability Review Boards investigating attacks
on American diplomats and their facilities. Benghazi joins a long list of tragedies,
for our Department and for other agencies: hostages taken in Tehran in 1979, our
Embassy and Marine barracks bombed in Beirut in 1983, Khobar Towers in Saudi
Arabia in 1996, our Embassies in East Africa in 1998, consulate staff murdered in
Jeddah in 2004, the Khost attack in 2009, and too many others.
Of course, the list of attacks foiled, crises averted, and lives saved is even longer.
We should never forget that our security professionals get it right 99 percent of the
time, against difficult odds all over the world. That’s why, like my predecessors, I
trust them with my life.
Let’s also remember that administrations of both parties, in partnership with
Congress, have made concerted and good faith efforts to learn from the tragedies
that have occurred, to implement recommendations from the Review Boards, to seek
necessary resources, and to better protect our people from constantly evolving
threats. That’s what the men and women who serve our country deserve. And it’s
what we are doing again now, with your help. As Secretary, I have had no higher
priority, and no greater responsibility.
As I have said many times since September 11, I take responsibility. Nobody is
more committed to getting this right. I am determined to leave the State Department and our country safer, stronger, and more secure.
Taking responsibility meant moving quickly in those first uncertain hours and
days to respond to the immediate crisis and further protect our people and posts
in high-threat areas across the region and the world. It meant launching an independent investigation to determine exactly what happened in Benghazi and to recommend steps for improvement. And it meant intensifying our efforts to combat terrorism and support emerging democracies in north Africa and beyond.
Let me share some of the lessons we have learned, the steps we have taken, and
the work we continue to do.
First, let’s start on the night of September 11 itself and those difficult early days.
I directed our response from the State Department and stayed in close contact with
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officials from across our Government and the Libyan Government. So I saw firsthand what Ambassador Thomas Pickering and former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, Admiral Mike Mullen, called ‘‘timely’’ and ‘‘exceptional’’ coordination. No
delays in decisionmaking. No denials of support from Washington or from the military. And I want to echo the Review Board’s praise for the valor and courage of our
people on the ground—especially the security professionals in Benghazi and Tripoli.
The Board said our response saved American lives in real time—and it did.
The very next morning, I told the American people that ‘‘heavily armed militants
assaulted our compound’’ and vowed to bring them to justice. And I stood with
President Obama as he spoke of ‘‘an act of terror.’’
You may recall that in that same period, we also saw violent attacks on our Embassies in Cairo, Sanaa, Tunis, and Khartoum, as well as large protests outside
many other posts where thousands of our diplomats serve.
So I immediately ordered a review of our security posture around the world, with
particular scrutiny for High Threat Posts. We asked the Department of Defense to
join Interagency Security Assessment Teams and to dispatch hundreds of additional
Marine Security Guards. I named the first Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for
High Threat Posts, so missions in dangerous places get the attention they need. And
we reached out to Congress to help address physical vulnerabilities, including risks
from fire, and to hire additional Diplomatic Security personnel.
Second, even as we took these steps, I also appointed the Accountability Review
Board led by Ambassador Pickering and Admiral Mullen so that we could more fully
understand what went wrong and how to fix it.
I have accepted every one of their recommendations—and I asked the Deputy Secretary for Management and Resources to lead a task force to ensure that all 29 of
them are implemented quickly and completely . . . as well as to pursue additional
steps above and beyond those in the Board’s report.
Because of the effort we began in the days after the attacks, work is already well
underway. And, as I pledged in my letter to you last month, implementation has
now begun on all 29 recommendations. Our task force started by translating the recommendations into 64 specific action items. All of these action items were assigned
to specific bureaus and offices, with clear timelines for completion. Fully 85 percent
are on track to be completed by the end of March, with a number completed already.
We are taking a top-to-bottom look, and rethinking how we make decisions on
where, when, and how our people operate in high threat areas, and how we respond
to threats and crises.
As part of our effort to go above and beyond the Review Board’s recommendations,
we are initiating an annual High Threat Post Review chaired by the Secretary of
State, and ongoing reviews by the Deputy Secretaries, to ensure pivotal questions
about security reach the highest levels. And we will regularize protocols for sharing
information with Congress.
All of these actions are designed to increase the safety of our diplomats and development experts and reduce the chances of another Benghazi happening again.
Now, in addition to the immediate action we took and the Review Board process,
we have been moving forward on a third front: addressing the broader strategic
challenge in north Africa and the wider region.
Because Benghazi didn’t happen in a vacuum. The Arab revolutions have scrambled power dynamics and shattered security forces across the region. And instability
in Mali has created an expanding safe haven for terrorists who look to extend their
influence and plot further attacks of the kind we saw just last week in Algeria.
And let me offer my deepest condolences to the families of the Americans and all
the people from many nations who were killed and injured in the recent hostage
crisis. We remain in close touch with the Government of Algeria and stand ready
to provide assistance if needed. We are seeking to gain a fuller understanding of
what took place so that we can work together to prevent terrorist attacks like this
in the future.
Concerns about terrorism and instability in north Africa are not new. Indeed they
have been a top priority for our entire national security team. But after Benghazi,
we accelerated a diplomatic campaign to increase pressure on Al Qaeda in the
Islamic Maghreb and other terrorist groups across the region.
In the first hours and days, I conferred with the President of Libya and the Foreign Ministers of Tunisia and Morocco. Two weeks later, I met with regional leaders
at the United Nations General Assembly and held a special meeting focused on Mali
and the Sahel. In October, I flew to Algeria to discuss the fight against AQIM. In
November, I sent Deputy Secretary Bill Burns to follow up in Algiers. And then in
December, he cochaired the Global Counterterrorism Forum in Abu Dhabi and a
meeting in Tunis of leaders working to build new democracies and reform security
services.
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I want to follow up on one area of northern Africa. You point out
the risk factors that we currently have in northern Africa. Algeria
is a reminder of the global security concerns. We do not know, as
Senator Risch pointed out, the individuals who may have been
involved in Libya may have been in Algeria. We do not know that.
But we do know there are reports from the United Nations and
others that weapons have gotten from Libya into Algeria, which
points out our need, as we look at transitions occurring in that
region, Syria, Assad is not going to be there we think much longer.
There are a lot of weapons in Syria.
Do we have a strategy to make sure as we go through transition
in countries that their weapons are—we are mindful that these
weapons could end up harming U.S. interests. And it needs to be
part of our strategy to make sure as we support alternative governments and the rebels, that there is a strong priority in protecting
the source of these weapons not ending up harming Americans or
harming our interests.
Secretary CLINTON. Well, Senator, you are absolutely right. One
of the reasons that we and other government agencies were present
in Benghazi is exactly that. We had a concerted effort to try to
track down and find and recover as many man pads and other very
dangerous weapons as possible.
Libya was awash in weapons before the revolution. Obviously
there were additional weapons introduced. But the vast, vast majority came out of Gaddafi warehouses and were, as they were saying, liberated and then went on the black market, were seized by
militias, seized by other groups, and have made their way out of
Libya into other countries in the region, and have made their way
to Syria, we believe.
It is a redline for this administration with respect to Syria concerning the use of chemical weapons. Syria, as you probably know,
in addition to having the fourth-largest army before this revolution,
has a very significant supply of chemical and biological weapons.
Given the instability in Syria right now, what we are trying to
do is to coordinate closely with a number of like-minded nations,
neighbors, and partners to be able to work to try to prevent those
from falling into the wrong hands—jihadist hands, Hezbollah
hands—but also to try to work with the internal opposition for
them to understand the dangers that are posed.
So this Pandora’s box, if you will, of weapons coming out of these
countries in the Middle East and North Africa is the source of one
of our biggest threats. There is no doubt that the Algerian terrorists had weapons from Libya. There is no doubt that the Malian
remnants of AQIM have weapons from Libya. So we just have to
do a much better job.
The final thing I would say about this is, you know, AFRICOM
was stood up about 10 years ago. I think a lot of people at the time
wondered why would we have another command in the world and
why in Africa. I now think we need to pay much more attention
to AFRICOM, to its capacity inside Africa. It is based in Stuttgart,
Germany, for all kinds of complicated logistical and political reasons. Carter Ham has been a very dedicated leader of AFRICOM
during his time there.
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42
facilities that are either unable to collocate or legislatively authorized not to be collocated. Any facilities in this second group that lack a waiver will be required to
submit requests for collocation waivers.

FOREI-43947 with DISTILLER

Senator UDALL. Thank you, Madam Secretary.
Senator MENENDEZ. Senator Paul.
Senator PAUL. Thank you for appearing, Secretary Clinton, and
I am glad to see your health is improving.
One of the things that disappointed me most about the original
9/11 was no one was fired. We spent trillions of dollars, but there
were a lot of human errors. These are judgment errors, and the
people who make judgment errors need to be replaced, fired, and
no longer in a position of making these judgment calls.
So we have a review board. The review board finds 64 different
things we can change. A lot of them are common sense and should
be done, but the question is, it is a failure of leadership that they
were not done in advance and four lives were lost because of this.
I am glad that you are accepting responsibility. I think that ultimately with your leaving, you accept the culpability for the worst
tragedy since 9/11, and I really mean that. Had I been President
at the time and I found that you did not read the cables from
Benghazi, you did not read the cables from Ambassador Stevens,
I would have relieved you of your post. I think it is inexcusable.
The thing is, is that, you know, we can understand that you are
not reading every cable. I can understand that maybe you are not
aware of the cable from the Ambassador in Vienna that asked for
$100,000 for an electrical charging station. I can understand that
maybe you are not aware that your Department spent $100,000 on
three comedians who went to India on a promotional tour called
‘‘Make Chai Not War.’’
But I think you might be able to understand and might be aware
of the $80 million spent on a consulate in Mazar-e-Sharif that will
never be built. I think it is inexcusable that you did not know
about this and that you did not read these cables.
I would think by anybody’s estimation, Libya has to have been
one of the hottest of hot spots around the world. Not to know of
the request for security really I think cost these people their lives.
Their lives could have been saved had someone been more available, had someone been aware of these things, more on top of the
job.
And the thing is, is I do not suspect you of bad motives. The
review board said, well, these people were not willfully negligent.
I do not think you were willful. I do not suspect your motives of
wanting to serve your country.
But it was a failure of leadership not to be involved. It was a failure of leadership not to know these things.
And so, I think it is good that you are accepting responsibility
because no one else is. And this is—there is a certain amount of
culpability to the worst tragedy since 9/11, and I am glad you are
accepting this.
Now my question is, Is the United States involved with any procuring of weapons, transfer of weapons, buying, selling, anyhow
transferring weapons to Turkey out of Libya?
Secretary CLINTON. To Turkey? I will have to take that question
for the record. Nobody has ever raised that with me. I don’t——
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Senator PAUL. It has been in news reports that ships have been
leaving from Libya and that they may have weapons. And what I
would like to know is the annex that was close by, were they
involved with procuring, buying, selling, obtaining weapons, and
were any of these weapons being transferred to other countries?
Any countries, Turkey included?
Secretary CLINTON. Well, Senator, you will have to direct that
question to the agency that ran the annex. I will see what information is available and——
Senator PAUL. You are saying you do not know?
Secretary CLINTON. I do not know. I do not have any information
on that. And you know, with respect to personnel, Senator, you
know, first, that is why we have independent people who review
the situation as we did with the Pickering and Mullen ARB, and
all four individuals identified in the ARB have been removed from
their jobs. Second, they have been placed on administrative leave
while we step through the personnel process to determine the next
steps.
[The written information supplied by the State Department
follows:]
The United States is not involved with any transfer of weapons from Libya to
Turkey.

FOREI-43947 with DISTILLER

Secretary CLINTON. Third, both Ambassador Pickering and Admiral Mullen specifically highlighted the reason why this is complicated because under Federal statute and regulations, unsatisfactory leadership is not grounds for finding a breach of duty. The
ARB did not find these four individuals breached their duty. So I
have submitted legislation to this committee, to the Congress, to fix
this problem so future ARBs will not face this situation.
Senator PAUL. But here is the problem. The review board has all
these recommendations, but there is one thing they failed to
address and I think you have failed to address, and it sets us up
for another tragedy like this. They should have never been sent in
there without a military guard.
This should have been an embassy like in Baghdad in a war
zone, and it should have been under military guard, significant
military guard, Defense Department command. I do not think the
State Department is capable of being in a war zone and protecting
these people. I still do not think that.
I think another tragedy could happen. I think another tragedy
could happen in another war zone around the world. I think someone needs to make an executive decision, someone needs to take
leadership, and with that leadership should be you should not send
them in with no Marines. You should not send them in with
Marines who are to guard records, not people. You should not send
them in with the same kind of Ambassador or Embassy staff that
you have in Paris.
I think that is inexcusable.
Secretary CLINTON. Well, Senator, the reason I am here today is
to answer questions the best I can. I am the Secretary of State, and
the ARB made very clear that the level of responsibility for the failures that they outlined was set at the Assistant Secretary level and
below.
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At approximately 1:15 a.m. Benghazi time, a seven-man reinforcement team
of additional U.S. security personnel from Tripoli landed at the Benghazi airport
and began to negotiate with the local Libyan militias for transportation and a
security convoy. 31 Upon learning Ambassador Stevens was still missing and that
the situation at the Annex had calmed, the team focused on locating the
Ambassador and trying to obtain information on the security situation at the
Benghazi Medical Center where he was said to be?2 An individual at the hospital
made calls from the Ambassador's cell phone to numbers stored in the phone,
including to some numbers in Tripoli and to one of the RSOs. After an exchange
of calls between the individual in possession of Stevens's phone and some of the
Americans, the Americans became concerned that the caller could be luring U.S.
personnel into an ambush at the hospital and concluded it was too risky to go to the
hospital.
After more than three hours of negotiations and communications with
Libyan officials who expressed concern about the security situation at the hospital,
the Libyan government arranged for the Libyan Shield Militia to provide
transportation and an armed escort from the airport.v' After learning that
Ambassador Stevens was almost certainly dead and that the security situation at
the hospital was uncertain, the team opted to go to the Annex to support the other
U.S. persormel.i" The security team from Tripoli departed the airport for the
Annex at approximately 4:30 a.m. Benghazi time."
3. Attack on the CIA Annex at Approximately 5:15 a.m.
At approximately 5:00 a.m. Benghazi time, the security team from Tripoli
arrived at the Annex just moments before the third attack that night. At
approximately 5:15 a.m. Benghazi time, mortar rounds began to hit the Annex.
Two security officers, Tyrone Woods and Glen Doherty, were killed when they
took direct mortar fire as they engaged the enemy from the roof of the Annex."
The mortar fire also seriously injured one other security officer and one DS special

NCTC and FBI, The 11-12 September Attacks on US Facilities in Benghazi. November 13,2012, p. 6.
E-mail from CIA OCA staff to Staff Director, HPSCI, et al., "Background Points used on 1 Nov," November 2,
2012, p. 1.
33 SSCI Transcript, Benghazi Follow Up with Staff, May 22, 2013, p. 34.
34 E-mail from CIA OCA staff to Staff Director, HPSCI, et al., "Background Points used on 1 Nov," November 2,
2012, p. 1.
3S SSCI Transcript, Benghazi Follow Up with Staff, May 22,2013, p. 34.
36 NCTC and FBI, The j 1-12 September Attacks on US Facilities in Benghazi. November 13, 2012, p. 6.
31
32
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agent, necessitating the evacuation of the Annex.I' That attack lasted only 11
minutes, then dissipated.Y<Ihe mortar fire was particularly accurate,
demonstrating a lethal capability and sophistication that changed the dynamic on
the ground that night. According to testimony by the Chief of Base, it was only
after this third wave of attacks, when the mortars hit, that he decided it was
necessary to evacuate the personnel from the Annex."
Less than an hour later, a heavily-armed Libyan militia unit arrived to help
evacuate the Annex of all U.S. personnel to the airport. The Ambassador's body,
which had been secured by a local Libyan coordinating with the State Department,
was also transported from the Benghazi Medical Center to the airport. By
approximately 10:00 a.m. Benghazi time, all U.S. personnel and the bodies of the
four dead Americans departed from Benghazi to Tripoli. 40

tv.

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Warnings Before the Attacks and Failures to Provide Security
FINDING #1: In the months before the attacks on September 11,2012, theIC
provided ample strategic warning that the security sittiatiol) in ea~t~tQ, Libya
was deterloratfng and that tJ~S. facilities and personnel were at riskiin
~Q~ng!lazi~ __ . . _
__ __ _
i

The IC produced hundreds of analytic reports in the months preceding the
September 11-12,2012, attacks, providing strategic warning that militias and
terrorist and affiliated groups had the capability and intent to strike U.S. and
Western facilities and personnel in Libya. For example:
•

On June 12,2012, the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) produced a report
entitled, "Libya: Terrorists Now Targeting U.S. and Western Interests." The
report noted recent attacks against the U.S. Mission compound in Benghazi,

-

37 SSCI Transcript, Member and StaffInterview offormer ChiefofBase, December 20, 2012, p. 42.

E-mail from CIA OCA staff to Staff Director, HPSCI, et aI., "Background Points used on 1 Nov," November 2,
2012, p. 1.
39 SSCI Transcript, Member and StaffInterview offormer ChiefofBase, December 20, 2012, p. 42, in which the
Chief of Base said: "Until the mortar attack, we were pretty comfortable that we could stave off any type of ground
assault on the Annex."
40 NCTC and FBI, The 11-12 September Attacks on US Facilities in Benghazi, November 13,2012, p. 7.

38
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the growing ties between al-Qa'ida (AQ) regional nodes and Libya-based
terrorists, and §la:t~d: "W~ expect more anti-U.S. terrorist attacks in eastern
Libya
, due to the terrorists' greater presence
there ....Thfs willinclude terrorists conducting more ambush and lED
irn _r9yi~~g ex J9siv~ device] attacks as well as more threats against
,,41

•

On June 18,2012, the Pentagon's Joint Staff produced a slide in its daily
intelligence report entitled, "(U) Terrorism: Conditions Ripe for More
Attacks, Terrorist Safe Haven in Libya." In the slide, the Joint Staff
a.ssessed: '
support will increase Libyan terrorist capability in
the permissive post-revolution security environment. Attacks will also
increase in number and lethality as terrorists connect with AQ associates in
Libya. Areas of eastern Libya will likely become a safe haven by the end of

2012

•

On July 6,2012, CIA produced a report entitled, "Libya: AI-Qa'ida
Establishing Sanctuary." In the report, CIA stated: "AI-Qa'ida-affiliated
groups and associates are exploiting the permissive security environment in
Libya to enhance their capabilities and expand their operational reach. This
year, Muhammad Jamal's Egypt-based network, al-Qa'ida in the Arabian
Peninsula (AQAP), and al-Qa'ida in the Lands of the Islamic Maghreb
(AQIM) have conducted training, built communication networks, and

DIA, "Libya: Terrorists Now Targeting U.S. and Western Interests," Defense Intelligence Report, June 12,2012.
Staff, "Terrorism: Conditions Ripe for More Attacks, Terrorist Safe Haven in Libya," J-2 Intelligence
Update, June 18,2012.
43 Qumu was released from Guantanamo Sa
44 PIA, "
" Defense Intelligence
Digest, July 2, 2012.
41

42 Joint
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facilitated extremist travel across North Africa from their safe haven in parts
of eastern Libya.,,45
• On August 19,2012, the Pentagon's Joint Staff produced a slide in its daily
intelligence report entitled, "(U) Libya: Terrorists to Increase Strength
During Next Six Months." In the slide, the Joint Staff stated: "There are no
near-term prospects for a reversal in the trend towards a terrorist safe haven
in Libya, and areas of eastern Libya will likely become a broader safe haven
by the end of 20 12. The conditions in Libya will allow terrorists to increase
attacks against Western and Libyan interests in the country, as well as
attempt attacks in the region and possibly Europe in the next six months.?"
• On September 5,2012, AFRICOM produced a Theater Analysis Report
entitled, "(U) Libya: Extremism in Lib a Past, Present, and Future." The
are actively
report contained a map showing how"
exploiting the open operating environment in Libya." (the map is located in
Appendix IV of this report). The report also noted: "Disarray in Libya's
security services, and a likely focus by authorities on pursuit of Qadhafi
loyalists is likely allowing jihadists in Libya freedom to recruit, train, and
facilitate the movement of fighters and weapons. The threat to Western and
U.S. interests and individuals remains high, particularly in northeastLibya.,,47
• On Se tember 7, 2012, DIA produced a. re
, that stated: '

Ql"t~ntitled,'~

FINDING#2: The State Department should have increased its security .
posture more significantly in Benghazi based on the deteriorating security
sltu~tion on the ground and Ie threat rep-orting on thep-riot attQck$ against
CIA, "Libya: AI-Qa'ida Establishing Sanctuary," WIRe, July 6, 2012.
Joint Staff, "Libya: Terrorists to Increase Strength During Next Six Months," J-2 Intelligence Update, August 19,
2012.
47 United States Africa Command, "Libya: Extremism in Libya Past, Present, and Future," United States Africa
Command Theater Anal sisRe ort, Se tember 5,2012.
48 D IA, '
," Defense Intelligence Digest, September 7,2012.
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• On July 9,2012, Stevens sent a cable to State Department headquarters
requesting a minimum of 13 "Temporary Duty" (TDY) U.S. security
personnel for Libya, which he said could be made up of DS agents, DoD
Site Security Team (SST) personnel, orsome combination of the twO. 61
These TDY security personnel were needed to meet the requested
security posture in Tripoli and Benghazi. The State Department never
fulfilled this request and, according to Eric Nordstrom, State Department
headquarters never responded to the request with a cable. 62
8

In an August 16, 2012, cable to State headquarters, Stevens raised
additional concerns about the deteriorating security situation in Benghazi
following an Emergency Action Committee (EAC) meeting held on
August 15,2012, in Benghazi. The EAC is an interagency group
convened periodically in U.S. embassies and other facilities in response
to emergencies or security matters. In this case, the head State
Department officer in Benghazi, called the Principal Officer, convened
the meeting "to evaluate Post's tripwires in light of the deteriorating
security situation in Benghazi." 63 The cable summarizing this EAC
included the following points:

(1) The Principal Officer "remarked that the security situation in
Benghazi was 'trending negatively'" and "that this daily pattern of
violence would be the 'new normal' for the foreseeable future,
particularly given the minimal capabilities of organizations such as
the Supreme Security Council and local police."
(2) A CIA officer "briefed the EAC on the location of approximately ten
Islamist militias and AQ training camps within Benghazi."
(3) The Principal Officer and a CIA officer "expressed concerns with the
lack of host nation security to support the U.S. Mission [facility]."

61
62
63

State 12 TRIPOLI 690, July 9, 2012.
sseI Transcript, Member and StaffInterview ofEric Nordstrom, June 27,2013, pp. 32 and 60.
State 12 TRIPOLI 55, August 16,2012.
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(4)~ssed con~~~s with.Post's r~lat.ionship with the

_
[local militia], particularly III hght of some of the
actions taken by the brigade's subsidiary members."
(5) The Regional Security Officer "expressed concerns with the ability to
defend Post in the event of a coordinated attack due to limited
manpower, security measures, weapons capabilities, host nation
support, and the overall size of the compound."

Despite the clearly deteriorating security situation in Benghazi and requests
for additional security resources, few significant improvements were made by the
State Department to the security posture of the Temporary Mission Facility.
Although the Mission facility met the minimum personnel requirements for
Diplomatic Security agents as accepted by the U.S. Embassy in Tripoli at the time
of the August 15 EAC meeting (specifically, the three Diplomatic Security agents
were assigned to guard the Mission compound), the Committee found no evidence
that significant actions were taken by the State Department between August IS,
2012, and September 11, 2012, to increase security at the Mission facility in
response to the concerns raised in that meeting.f
According to the report of the ARB, "there appeared to be very real
confusion over who, ultimately, was responsible and empowered to make decisions
based on both policy and security concerns" at the State Department's Bureau of
Diplomatic Security, Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs, the U.S. Embassy in Tripoli,
and the Mission facility in Benghazi. 66 The Independent Panel on Best Practices,
. which the ARB recommended State establish to identify best practices from other
State 12 TRIPOLI 55, August 16,2012.
The Committee recognizes that there were communications between State Department employees in Libya
regarding security during this time period, including an August 22,2012, document entitled, "Security Requests for
U.S. Mission Benghazi" that was sent from OS agents in Benghazi to the RSO in Tripoli that included specific
requests for (l) physical security, (2) equipment, and (3) manpower. There is no indication those requests were
passed on to State Department Headquarters in the form of a cable.
66 Unclassified Report of the ARB, December 18,2012, p. 30.
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reduced security footprint was of significant concern to U.S. Ambassador to Libya Gene Cretz,
who had requested the continued deployment of both MSD teams, or at least additional DS
agents to replace them, and the full five DS agents for the Benghazi Mission that the December
2011 Kennedy memorandum documented would be stationed in Benghazi. His successor,
Ambassador Christopher Stevens – who replaced him in May 2012 – shared Ambassador Cretz’s
concerns.
Critical Cables
During 2012, in numerous communications with the State Department, officials
from the U.S. Mission in Libya stress both the inadequacy of security as well as
the need for additional personnel. Two critical cables warrant specific mention:
March 28, 2012, Ambassador Cretz sends a cable to Secretary Clinton
requesting additional security assets.
April 19, 2012, the response cable from the Department of State to Embassy
Tripoli, bearing Secretary Clinton’s signature, acknowledges Ambassador Cretz’s
request for additional security but instead articulates a plan to scale back security
assets for the U.S. Mission in Libya, including the Benghazi Mission.
In addition, the April 2012 cable from Secretary Clinton recommended that the State
Department’s Bureau of Diplomatic Security and the U.S. Mission in Libya conduct a “joint reassessment of the number of DS agents requested for Benghazi.”14 This prompted one frustrated
Embassy Tripoli employee to remark to her colleagues that it “looks like no movement on the
full complement of [five DS] personnel for Benghazi, but rather a reassessment to bring the
numbers lower.”15
In May 2012, Ambassador Stevens replaced Ambassador Cretz and continued to make
requests for additional security. In an email in early June, he told a State Department official
that with national elections occurring in Libya in July and August, the U.S. Mission in Libya
“would feel much safer if we could keep two MSD teams with us through this period [to
support] our staff and [personal detail] for me and the [Deputy Chief of Mission] and any
VIP visitors.”16 The State Department official replied that due to other commitments and
limited resources, “unfortunately, MSD cannot support the request.”17

14

12 STATE 38939, April 19, 2012, Signature: CLINTON.
Email from Jennifer A. Larson to Eric Nordstrom, Ambassador Gene Cretz, et al., April 21, 2012, 1:57 p.m.,
Subject: Re: Tripoli – Request for DS DTY and FTE Support.
16
Email chain between Ambassador Chris Stevens and John Moretti, June 7, 2012, 3:34 a m., Subject:
MSD/Tripoli.
17
Id.
15
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Appendix II: Consolidated Timeline of Events
March-October 2011
The Libyan revolution was supported by the United States most directly in the form of NATO air
operations, which lasted from March through October of 2011.
Tuesday, December 27, 2011
A State Department memorandum circulated at the end of 2011 recommended that U.S.
personnel remain in Benghazi. It explained that many Libyans were “strongly” in favor of a U.S.
outpost in Benghazi, in part because they believed a U.S. presence in eastern Libya would ensure
that the new Tripoli-based government fairly considered eastern interests.
Wednesday, March 28, 2012
Ambassador Cretz sent a cable to Secretary Clinton requesting additional security assets.
Specifically, he asked for the continued deployment of both Mobile Security Detachment (MSD)
teams, or at least additional DS agents to replace them, as well as the full five DS agents which
the December 2011 memorandum claimed would be stationed in Benghazi.
Friday, April 6, 2012
The Temporary Mission Facility (TMF) in Benghazi came under attack when disgruntled Libyan
contract guards allegedly threw a small improvised explosive device (IED) over the perimeter
wall. No casualties were reported.
Thursday, April 19, 2012
State responded to Ambassador Cretz’s request for additional security assets. The cable response
to Tripoli bears Secretary Clinton’s signature, and specifically acknowledges Ambassador
Cretz’s March 28 request for additional security. Despite the Ambassador’s March request, the
April cable from Clinton stipulates that the plan to drawdown security assets will proceed as
planned. The cable further recommends that State’s Bureau of Diplomatic Security and the U.S
Mission in Libya conduct a “joint re-assessment of the number of DS agents requested for
Benghazi.”
Wednesday, June 6, 2012
The TMF was attacked again by unknown assailants who used an IED powerful enough to blow
a hole in the perimeter wall. Again, no casualties were reported.
Thursday, June 7, 2012
Ambassador Stevens made a personal plea for an increase in security. In a June 2012 email, he
told a Department official that with national elections in July and August, the Mission “would
feel much safer if we could keep two MSD teams with us through this period [to support] our
staff and [personal detail] for me and the [Deputy Chief of Mission] and any VIP visitors.” The
36
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Department official replied that due to other commitments and limited resources, “unfortunately,
MSD cannot support the request.”
Monday, July 9, 2012
A July 2012 cable from Ambassador Stevens stressed that security conditions in Libya had not
met the requisite benchmarks established by the Department and the U.S. Mission in Libya to
initiate a security drawdown, and requested that security personnel, including the MSD teams, be
permitted to stay. After being apprised of this pending request, Deputy Assistant Secretary
Charlene Lamb exclaimed: “NO I do not [I repeat] not want them to ask for the MSD team to
stay!” The MSD team was withdrawn, though it is unclear whether the Department ever
formally rejected the Ambassador’s July request.
Monday, June 11, 2012
Britain’s ambassador to Libya was in a convoy of cars attacked in the eastern city of Benghazi.
The convoy was hit by a rocket-propelled grenade (RPG). Two protection officers were injured.
Monday, August 27, 2012
U.S. officials were aware that Libya remained volatile. They were particularly concerned with
the numerous armed militias that operated freely throughout the country. In August 2011, the
State Department warned U.S. citizens against traveling to Libya, explaining that “inter-militia
conflict can erupt at any time or any place.”
The security environment in Benghazi was similarly deteriorating throughout 2012.
From June 2011 to July 2012, then-Regional Security Officer (RSO) for Libya Eric
Nordstrom, the principal security adviser to the U.S. Ambassador to Libya, compiled a
list of over 200 security incidents in Libya, 50 of which took place in Benghazi. These
included violent acts directed against diplomats and diplomatic facilities, international
organizations, and third-country nationals, as well as large-scale militia clashes.
In spite of these mounting security concerns, for most of 2012 the Benghazi Mission was
forced to rely on fewer than the approved number of DS agents. Specifically, while the
State Department memorandum signed by Under Secretary Kennedy claimed that five
agents would be provided, this was only the case for 23 days in 2012. Reports indicate
the Benghazi Mission was typically staffed with only three agents, and sometimes as few
as one or two.
Monday, September 10, 2012
Ambassador Stevens travelled to Benghazi on September 10, 2012, both to fill staffing gaps
between principal officers in Benghazi, and to allow the Ambassador to reconnect with local
contacts. There were also plans for him to attend the establishment of a new American Corner at
a local Benghazi school.
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Key Findings and Recommendations
Finding 1. In the months leading up to the attack on the Temporary Mission Facility in
Benghazi, there was a large amount of evidence gathered by the U.S. Intelligence
Community (IC) and from open sources that Benghazi was increasingly dangerous and
unstable, and that a significant attack against American personnel there was becoming
much more likely. While this intelligence was effectively shared within the Intelligence
Community (IC) and with key officials at the Department of State, it did not lead to a
commensurate increase in security at Benghazi nor to a decision to close the American
mission there, either of which would have been more than justified by the intelligence
presented.
Security decisions concerning U.S. facilities and personnel overseas are informed by several
different types of information, including classified threat reporting from the IC; cables and spot
reports from U.S. diplomatic posts, which describe local incidents and threats; and publicly
available information. Prior to the attack, the IC and the Department of State were aware of the
overall threat landscape in Libya and the challenges facing the new Libyan government in
addressing those threats. This understanding evolved over time, consistent with broader changes
in the nature of the threat, and also based on reported incidents and attacks in Benghazi and other
parts of Libya in 2012.
The Committee has reviewed dozens of classified intelligence reports on the evolution of threats
in Libya which were issued between February 2011 and September 11, 2012. We are precluded
in this report from discussing the information in detail, but overall, these intelligence reports (as
the ARB similarly noted) provide a clear and vivid picture of a rapidly deteriorating threat
environment in eastern Libya—one that we believe should have been sufficient to inform policymakers of the growing danger to U.S. facilities and personnel in that part of the country and the
urgency of them doing something about it. This information was effectively shared by the IC
with key officials at the Department of State. For example, both the Deputy Assistant Secretary
of State for International Programs in the Bureau of Diplomatic Security, Charlene Lamb, who
was responsible for the security at more than 275 diplomatic facilities, and former Regional
Security Officer (RSO) for Libya Eric Nordstrom, who was the principal security adviser to the
U.S. Ambassador in Libya from September 21, 2011 to July 26, 2012, told the Committee that
they had full access to all threat information from the IC about eastern Libya during the months
before the attack of September 11, 2012. 2 Yet the Department failed to take adequate action to
protect its personnel there.
This classified intelligence reporting was complemented by open-source reporting on attacks and
other incidents targeting western interests in Libya during the months prior to the September 11,
2012 attack. The RSO in Libya compiled a list of 234 security incidents in Libya between June
2011 and July 2012, 50 of which took place in Benghazi. 3 The document describes an array of
incidents, including large-scale militia clashes, protests involving several hundred people, and
the temporary detention of non-governmental organization (NGO) workers and of U.S.
diplomatic personnel in Benghazi. Under Secretary for Management Patrick Kennedy noted in a
2
3

Charlene Lamb and Eric Nordstrom, interviews with Committee staff, December 2012.
U.S. Embassy Tripoli, Libya, Regional Security Office, “Security Incidents since June 2011.”
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We anticipate that the ongoing investigation into these attacks by the FBI will provide important
new details about exactly which violent Islamist extremists carried out the attack, the extent to
which it was planned, and their precise motivations. But as everyone now acknowledges, there is
no doubt that Benghazi was indeed a deliberate and organized terrorist attack on our nation. If
the fact that Benghazi was indeed a terrorist attack had been made clear from the outset by all
Administration and Executive Branch spokespeople, there would have been much less confusion
and division in the public response to what happened there on September 11, 2012.
Much of the public discussion about the Benghazi attack has focused on whether a protest took
place in Benghazi prior to the attack. While the IC worked feverishly in the days after the attack
to identify the perpetrators of the attack, they did not place a high priority on determining with
certainty whether a protest had in fact occurred. The IC’s preliminary conclusion was that there
had been a protest outside of the mission prior to the attack, making this assessment based on
open source news reports and on other information available to intelligence agencies. The IC
later revised its assessment and the Accountability Review Board has since “concluded that no
protest took place before the Special Mission and Annex attacks.” 113
The unnecessary confusion in public statements about what happened that night with regards to
an alleged protest should have ended much earlier than it did. Key evidence suggesting the
absence of a protest was not widely shared as early as it could have been, creating or contributing
to confusion over whether this was a peaceful protest that evolved into something more violent
or a terrorist attack by an opportunistic enemy looking for the most advantageous moments to
strike.
As early as September 15th, the Annex team that had been in Benghazi during the attack
reported there had been no protest. 114 This information was apparently not shared broadly, and to
the extent that it was shared, it apparently did not outweigh the evidence decribed above that
there was a protest. The next day, the President of Libya’s General National Congress, Mohamed
Yousef el-Magariaf, also stated on the CBS News show Face the Nation that the attack was
planned and involved Al Qaeda elements.
On September 15th and 16th, officials from the FBI conducted face-to-face interviews in
Germany of the U.S. personnel who had been on the compound in Benghazi during the attack.
The U.S. personnel who were interviewed saw no indications that there had been a protest prior
to the attack. Information from those interviews was shared on a secure video teleconference on
the afternoon of the 16th with FBI and other IC officials in Washington; it is unclear whether the
question of whether a protest took place was discussed during this video conference. 115
Information from those interviews was written into FBI FD-302 interrogation reports and sent
back to the FBI headquarters. Nearly a week later, on or around September 22nd, key
information from those interrogation reports was disseminated by the FBI in Intelligence
Information Reports (IIRs) to other agencies within the IC. 116 By that date, however, the IC had
113

Accountability Review Board, Department of State, December 19, 2012, 4.
Acting Director Michael Morell, briefing Senator Collins, November 28, 2012.
115
Committee member briefing, November 29, 2012.
116
Ibid.
114
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already received conclusive proof via other means that there had been no protest prior to the
attack, in the form of video evidence from the facility’s CCTV cameras.
We also found documentation that one DS agent apparently concluded there had been no protest
as early as September 18th. 117 On that date, a State Department DS agent who had seen national
press reporting about the attacks asked an agent at the DS Command Center in an email, “Was
there any rioting in Benghazi reported prior to the attack?” The reply from the Command Center
agent: “Zip, nothing, nada.”
Recommendation: When terrorists attack our country, either at home or abroad, Administration
officials should speak clearly and consistently about what has happened. While specific details
and a full accounting cannot be provided until the government has completed its investigation,
the fact that a terrorist attack occurred must be communicated with clarity.
Finding 10. As discussed earlier, the talking points about the September 11th attack in
Benghazi which were issued by the Intelligence Community on September 14th in response
to a request by the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, were the subject of
much of the confusion and division in the discussion of the attack. That confusion and
division were intensified by the fact that the talking points were issued before the IC had a
high degree of confidence about what happened in Benghazi and in the midst of a national
political campaign.
Recommendation: While the Intelligence Community’s primary mission is to inform the
appropriate officials of the executive and legislative branches of our government about events
that affect our security, it is not the responsibility of the IC to draft talking points for public
consumption – especially in the heat of a political campaign – and we therefore recommend that
the IC decline to do so in the future.
Conclusion
The deaths of Ambassador Stevens and three other Americans at the hands of terrorists is a tragic
reminder that the fight our country is engaged in with Islamist extremists and terrorists is not
over. U.S. and Western diplomats, and other personnel operating in the Middle East and other
countries where these terrorists use violence to further their extremist agenda and thwart
democratic reforms are increasingly at risk.
We hope this report will help contribute to the ongoing discussion that our nation must have
about how best to protect the brave men and women who serve our country abroad and how to
win this war that will continue for years to come. We owe it to our public servants abroad to
protect them as they work to protect us. The government of the U.S. failed tragically to fulfill
that responsibility in Benghazi on September 11, 2012. We hope the findings and
recommendations we have made in this Special Report will help ensure that such a failure never
happens again.
117

REDACTED, e-mail message on September 18, 2012.
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Gregory Hicks: Benghazi and the Smearing of Chris Stevens
Shifting blame to our dead ambassador is wrong on the facts. I know—I was there.
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Print

726 Comments

By GREGORY N. HICKS
Jan. 22, 2014 7:18 p.m. ET

Last week the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence issued its report on the Sept.
11, 2012, terrorist attacks in Benghazi, Libya. The report concluded that the attack,
which resulted in the murder of four Americans, was "preventable." Some have been
suggesting that the blame for this tragedy lies at least partly with Ambassador Chris
Stevens, who was killed in the attack. This is untrue: The blame lies entirely with
Washington.
The report states that retired Gen. Carter Ham, then-commander of the U.S. Africa
Command (Africom) headquartered in Stuttgart, Germany, twice offered to "sustain"
the special forces security team in Tripoli and that Chris twice "declined." Since Chris
cannot speak, I want to explain the reasons and timing for his responses to Gen. Ham.
As the deputy chief of mission, I was kept informed by Chris or was present
throughout the process.
On Aug. 1, 2012, the day after I arrived in Tripoli, Chris invited me to a video
conference with Africom to discuss changing the mission of the U.S. Special Forces
from protecting the U.S. Embassy and its personnel to training Libyan forces. This
change in mission would result in the transfer of authority over the unit in Tripoli from
Chris to Gen. Ham. In other words, the special forces would report to the Defense
Department, not State.
Chris wanted the decision postponed but could not say so directly. Chris had
requested on July 9 by cable that Washington provide a minimum of 13 American
security professionals for Libya over and above the diplomatic security complement of
eight assigned to Tripoli and Benghazi. On July 11, the Defense Department,
apparently in response to Chris's request, offered to extend the special forces mission
to protect the U.S. Embassy.
However, on July 13, State Department Undersecretary Patrick Kennedy refused the
Defense Department offer and thus Chris's July 9 request. His rationale was that
Libyan guards would be hired to take over this responsibility. Because of Mr.
Kennedy's refusal, Chris had to use diplomatic language at the video conference, such
as expressing "reservations" about the transfer of authority.
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At a memorial service for U.S. Ambassador Chris
Stevens in San Francisco, Oct. 16, 2012. Reuters

special forces team of its diplomatic
immunity. Moreover, the U.S. had no
status of forces agreement with Libya. He
explained to Rear Adm. Charles J. Leidig
that if a member of the special forces
team used weapons to protect U.S.
facilities, personnel or themselves, he
would be subject to Libyan law. The law
would be administered by judges
appointed to the bench by Moammar
Gadhafi or, worse, tribal judges.

Chris described an incident in Pakistan in 2011 when an American security contractor
killed Pakistani citizens in self-defense, precipitating a crisis in U.S.-Pakistani
relations. He also pointed out that four International Criminal Court staff, who had
traveled to Libya in June 2012 to interview Gadhafi's oldest son, Saif al-Islam alQadhafi, were illegally detained by tribal authorities under suspicion of spying. This
was another risk U.S. military personnel might face.
During that video conference, Chris stressed that the only way to mitigate the risk was
to ensure that U.S. military personnel serving in Libya would have diplomatic immunity,
which should be done prior to any change of authority.
Chris understood the importance of the special forces team to the security of our
embassy personnel. He believed that by explaining his concerns, the Defense
Department would postpone the decision so he could have time to work with the
Libyan government and get diplomatic immunity for the special forces.
According to the National Defense Authorization Act, the Defense Department needed
Chris's concurrence to change the special forces mission. But soon after the Aug. 1
meeting, and as a complete surprise to us at the embassy, Defense Secretary Leon
Panetta signed the order without Chris's concurrence.
The SenateIntelligence Committee's report accurately notes that on Aug. 6, after the
transfer of authority, two special forces team members in a diplomatic vehicle were
forced off the road in Tripoli and attacked. Only because of their courage, skills and
training did they escape unharmed. But the incident highlighted the risks associated
with having military personnel in Libya unprotected by diplomatic immunity or a status
of forces agreement. As a result of this incident, Chris was forced to agree with Gen.
Ham's withdrawal of most of the special forces team from Tripoli until the Libyan
government formally approved their new training mission and granted them diplomatic
immunity.
Because Mr. Kennedy had refused to extend the special forces security mission, State
Department protocol required Chris to decline Gen. Ham's two offers to do so, which
were made after Aug. 6. I have found the reporting of these so-called offers strange,
since my recollection of events is that after the Aug. 6 incident, Gen. Ham wanted to
withdraw the entire special forces team from Tripoli until they had Libyan government
approval of their new mission and the diplomatic immunity necessary to perform their
mission safely. However, Chris convinced Gen. Ham to leave six members of the team
in Tripoli.
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When I arrived in Tripoli on July 31, we had over 30 security personnel, from the State
Department and the U.S. military, assigned to protect the diplomatic mission to Libya.
All were under the ambassador's authority. On Sept. 11, we had only nine diplomatic
security agents under Chris's authority to protect our diplomatic personnel in Tripoli
and Benghazi.
I was interviewed by the Select Committee and its staff, who were professional and
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thorough. I explained this sequence of events. For some reason, my explanation did
not make it into the Senate report.
To sum up: Chris Stevens was not responsible for the reduction in security personnel.
His requests for additional security were denied or ignored. Officials at the State and
Defense Departments in Washington made the decisions that resulted in reduced
security. Sen. Lindsey Graham stated on the Senate floor last week that Chris "was in
Benghazi because that is where he was supposed to be doing what America wanted
him to do: Try to hold Libya together." He added, "Quit blaming the dead guy."
Mr. Hicks served as Deputy Chief of Mission at the U.S. Embassy in Tripoli from July
31 to Dec. 7, 2012.
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HEARING TO RECEIVE TESTIMONY ON DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S RESPONSE TO
THE ATTACK ON U.S. FACILITIES IN
BENGHAZI, LIBYA, AND THE FINDINGS OF
ITS INTERNAL REVIEW FOLLOWING THE
ATTACK
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 2013

U.S. SENATE,
ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, DC.
The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:05 a.m. in room
SDG–50, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Senator Carl Levin
(chairman) presiding.
Committee members present: Senators Levin, Reed, Nelson,
McCaskill, Udall, Hagan, Manchin, Shaheen, Gillibrand,
Blumenthal, Donnelly, Hirono, Kaine, King, Inhofe, McCain,
Chambliss, Wicker, Ayotte, Graham, Vitter, Blunt, Lee, and Cruz.
Committee staff members present: Richard D. DeBobes, staff director; Leah C. Brewer, nominations and hearings clerk; and Barry
C. Walker, security officer.
Majority staff members present: Joseph M. Bryan, professional
staff member; Jonathan D. Clark, counsel; Richard W. Fieldhouse,
professional staff member; Michael J. Kuiken, professional staff
member; Peter K. Levine, general counsel; Jason W. Maroney,
counsel; Thomas K. McConnell, professional staff member; William
G.P. Monahan, counsel; Michael J. Noblet, professional staff member; John H. Quirk V, professional staff member; and Russell L.
Shaffer, counsel.
Minority staff members present: Adam J. Barker, professional
staff member; Christian D. Brose, professional staff member;
Thomas W. Goffus, professional staff member; Anthony J. Lazarski,
professional staff member; Daniel A. Lerner, professional staff
member; and Lucian L. Niemeyer, professional staff member.
Staff assistants present: Jennifer R. Knowles, Kathleen A.
Kulenkampff, Brian F. Sebold, and Lauren M. Gillis.
Committee members’ assistants present: Carolyn Chuhta, assistant to Senator Reed; Jeffrey Fatora, assistant to Senator Bill Nelson; Jason Rauch, assistant to Senator McCaskill; Brian Nagle, assistant to Senator Hagan; Mara Boggs, assistant to Senator
Manchin; Chad Kreikemeier, assistant to Senator Shaheen; Elana
Broitman, assistant to Senator Gillibrand; Ethan Saxon, assistant
to Senator Blumenthal; Marta McLellan Ross, assistant to Senator
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45
had that knowledge—and I recognize that is a hypothetical, but if
we had that knowledge—what military options would there have
been to prevent that loss of life and to stop that attack at the
annex?
Secretary PANETTA. Senator, as you said, it’s tough to respond to
a hypothetical. As long as we’re talking about hypotheticals, the
best that would have happened here is that we would have had a
heads-up and we would have had troops on the ground to protect
that facility. That’s the best scenario and that’s what works the
best.
Once an attack takes place, the biggest problem you have is getting accurate information about exactly what is taking place in
order to then develop what response you need to do it. You can’t
just willy-nilly send F–16s there and blow the hell out of a place
without knowing what’s taking place. You can’t send AC–130s
there and blow the hell out of a target without knowing what’s taking place. You’ve got to be able to have good information about
what is taking place in order to be able to effectively respond.
Senator CRUZ. So in your judgment, if I understand you correctly, the most effective means would have been to have boots on
the ground?
Secretary PANETTA. That’s correct.
Senator CRUZ. If—and again this is a hypothetical—at 9:42 p.m.
you had received a direct order to have boots on the ground to defend our men and women there, what is the absolute fastest that
could have been carried out?
General DEMPSEY. Well, based on the posture, our posture at the
time, it would have been N plus 6 plus transit time with the closest
ground force available. So you’re looking at something best case between 13 and 15 hours.
Senator CRUZ. So if I understand your testimony correctly, in
your military judgment there was no way conceivably to get troops
on the ground sooner than 13 to 15 hours?
General DEMPSEY. That’s correct.
Senator CRUZ. How about assets like an AC–130. If you had received an order at the outset to deploy an aircraft like an AC–130,
what would have been the absolute fastest it could have arrived at
Benghazi?
General DEMPSEY. I don’t even know exactly where they were,
but I know there were no AC–130s anywhere near North Africa
that night.
Senator CRUZ. I’d like to also spend a few moments on the decisionmaking as this crisis unfolded. I take it neither of you received
the hypothetical order at any point to get boots on the ground immediately?
Secretary PANETTA. No, that’s right.
Senator CRUZ. Now, both of you mentioned that at 5 p.m. D.C.
time you met with President Obama for a regularly scheduled
meeting, during which you discussed the attack at Benghazi that
had happened about an hour and 20 minutes earlier. You said the
total meeting lasted roughly 30 minutes. How much of the meeting
would you estimate covered Benghazi?
Secretary PANETTA. We teed up that issue when we walked into
the Oval Office, so I would say that the first 15 or 20 minutes was
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46
spent on the concern about that, as well as Cairo and what might
happen there.
Senator CRUZ. After that 15 or 20 minutes discussion of
Benghazi, do I understand your testimony correct that neither of
you had any subsequent conversations with the President the rest
of that day and that evening?
Secretary PANETTA. We continued to talk. I think we teed up
some other issues that we were dealing with at the time to inform
the President, and then once that concluded we both went back to
the Pentagon and immediately I ordered the deployment of these
forces into place.
Senator CRUZ. In between 9:42 p.m. Benghazi time when the
first attack started and 5:15 a.m. when Mr. Doherty and Mr.
Woods lost their lives, what conversations did either of you have
with Secretary Clinton?
Secretary PANETTA. We did not have any conversations with Secretary Clinton.
Senator CRUZ. General Dempsey, the same is true for you?
General DEMPSEY. Yes.
Senator CRUZ. One final question because my time has expired.
Senator Lee asked you about securing the compound and noted
that it took some 23 days to do so, and I think to the astonishment
of many viewers, we had CNN News crews discovering what appeared to be sensitive documents, rather than U.S. forces or law
enforcement.
I just want to make sure I understood your answer correctly, in
that you said that you were not requested to secure the compound
and had you been requested to secure the compound in your judgment the U.S. military could have done so and it could have done
so effectively?
Secretary PANETTA. Yes.
Senator CRUZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you, Senator Cruz.
Senator Hagan.
Senator HAGAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Secretary Panetta, as I’m sure everybody said, this is your last
time before this committee. We certainly want to take an opportunity to thank you for your extraordinary service as Secretary and
all the other accolades and services that you have provided to the
people of the United States. So I too want to echo my sincere
thanks.
General Dempsey, thank you too for your continued service as we
go forward.
The September 11 attack drew attention to the use of local militia by the Department of State for protection in Benghazi. On the
night of the attack, security consisted of three armed militia members as well as four locally hired unarmed guards and five armed
Diplomatic Security agents. I understand that the three militia
personnel were members of the February 17th Martyrs Brigade,
which is a local militia that participated in the anti-Qadafi uprising.
Documents recovered from the post indicated that, while the
local militias trained with U.S. officials for this role, militia mem-
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WASHINGTON, Sept. 12, 2012 – Defense Secretary Leon E. Panetta condemned yesterday’s attack on the U.S.
Consulate in Benghazi in the “strongest possible terms,” a senior government official said today.
“The secretary also extends his deepest sympathies to the families of the victims and to the entire State
Department family,” the official said.
Panetta joined President Barack Obama and Secretary Hillary Rodham Clinton in condemning the attacks that
killed U.S. Ambassador to Libya J. Christopher Stevens, Foreign Service information management officer Sean
Smith and two others whose names are being withheld until State Department officials notify their families. Three
other Americans were wounded in the attack.
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“The Department of Defense is ready to respond with additional military measures as directed by the president,”
the official added.
Army Gen. Carter F. Ham, commander of the U.S. Africa Command based in Stuttgart, Germany, briefed Panetta
last night on the situation in Benghazi, the official said. The secretary has since received regular updates.
“DOD is working closely with the White House and the State Department to provide all necessary resources to
support the security of U.S. personnel in Libya,” the official said.
“This support includes a Marine Corps fleet antiterrorism security team based out of Europe,” he said, adding
that the team’s mission is to secure the U.S. Embassy in Tripoli and protect U.S. citizens.
DOD is also providing support to evacuate American personnel and casualties out of Libya, the official added.
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“Those individuals and the remains of our fallen colleagues will arrive, if they haven’t already done so, at
Ramstein [Air Base] and Landstuhl [Regional Medical Center] in Germany,” the official said.
This morning, the official said, Army Gen. Martin E. Dempsey, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, placed a call
to Pastor Terry Jones about a film by a U.S. producer that is insulting to the Prophet Mohammed.
Jones, pastor of the fundamentalist Christian Dove World Outreach Center in Gainesville, Fla., is known for his
2010 plan to burn Qur'ans, the scripture of the Islamic religion, on the 10th anniversary of the Sept. 11 attacks.
According to news reports, he also supports the recent film.
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The film also was reported to have caused protests by angry crowds yesterday at the U.S. Embassy in Cairo.
“I can confirm that the chairman of the Joint Chiefs, Gen. Martin Dempsey, spoke by phone this morning with
Pastor Jones,” the official said.
“This was a brief call in which Gen. Dempsey expressed his concerns over the nature of the film, the tensions it
could inflame and the violence it could cause, and he asked Mr. Jones to consider withdrawing his support for
the film,” he said.
Jones did listen to the chairman’s concerns but was noncommittal, the official said.
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The White House
Office of the Press Secretary
For Immediate Release

September 12, 2012

Remarks by the President on the Deaths of U.S. Embassy
Staff in Libya
Rose Garden
10:43 A.M. EDT
THE PRESIDENT: Good morning. Every day, all across the world, American diplomats and civilians work tirelessly
to advance the interests and values of our nation. Often, they are away from their families. Sometimes, they brave
great danger.

LATEST BLOG POSTS
May 30, 2014 10:55 AM EDT

Yesterday, four of these extraordinary Americans were killed in an attack on our diplomatic post in Benghazi.
Among those killed was our Ambassador, Chris Stevens, as well as Foreign Service Officer Sean Smith. We are
still notifying the families of the others who were killed. And today, the American people stand united in holding the
families of the four Americans in our thoughts and in our prayers.
The United States condemns in the strongest terms this outrageous and shocking attack. We're working with the
government of Libya to secure our diplomats. I've also directed my administration to increase our security at
diplomatic posts around the world. And make no mistake, we will work with the Libyan government to bring to
justice the killers who attacked our people.
Since our founding, the United States has been a nation that respects all faiths. We reject all efforts to denigrate
the religious beliefs of others. But there is absolutely no justification to this type of senseless violence. None. The
world must stand together to unequivocally reject these brutal acts.
Already, many Libyans have joined us in doing so, and this attack will not break the bonds between the United
States and Libya. Libyan security personnel fought back against the attackers alongside Americans. Libyans
helped some of our diplomats find safety, and they carried Ambassador Stevens’s body to the hospital, where we
tragically learned that he had died.
It's especially tragic that Chris Stevens died in Benghazi because it is a city that he helped to save. At the height of
the Libyan revolution, Chris led our diplomatic post in Benghazi. With characteristic skill, courage, and resolve, he
built partnerships with Libyan revolutionaries, and helped them as they planned to build a new Libya. When the
Qaddafi regime came to an end, Chris was there to serve as our ambassador to the new Libya, and he worked
tirelessly to support this young democracy, and I think both Secretary Clinton and I relied deeply on his knowledge
of the situation on the ground there. He was a role model to all who worked with him and to the young diplomats
who aspire to walk in his footsteps.
Along with his colleagues, Chris died in a country that is still striving to emerge from the recent experience of war.
Today, the loss of these four Americans is fresh, but our memories of them linger on. I have no doubt that their
legacy will live on through the work that they did far from our shores and in the hearts of those who love them back
home.
Of course, yesterday was already a painful day for our nation as we marked the solemn memory of the 9/11
attacks. We mourned with the families who were lost on that day. I visited the graves of troops who made the
ultimate sacrifice in Iraq and Afghanistan at the hallowed grounds of Arlington Cemetery, and had the opportunity to
say thank you and visit some of our wounded warriors at Walter Reed. And then last night, we learned the news of
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this attack in Benghazi.
As Americans, let us never, ever forget that our freedom is only sustained because there are people who are willing
to fight for it, to stand up for it, and in some cases, lay down their lives for it. Our country is only as strong as the
character of our people and the service of those both civilian and military who represent us around the globe.
No acts of terror will ever shake the resolve of this great nation, alter that character, or eclipse the light of the values
that we stand for. Today we mourn four more Americans who represent the very best of the United States of
America. We will not waver in our commitment to see that justice is done for this terrible act. And make no
mistake, justice will be done.
But we also know that the lives these Americans led stand in stark contrast to those of their attackers. These four
Americans stood up for freedom and human dignity. They should give every American great pride in the country
that they served, and the hope that our flag represents to people around the globe who also yearn to live in freedom
and with dignity.
We grieve with their families, but let us carry on their memory, and let us continue their work of seeking a stronger
America and a better world for all of our children.
Thank you. May God bless the memory of those we lost and may God bless the United States of America.
END
10:48 A.M. EDT
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Statement on the Attack in Benghazi
Press Statement
Hillary Rodham Clinton
Secretary of State
Washington, DC
September 11, 2012

I condemn in the strongest terms the attack on our mission in Benghazi today. As we work to secure our personnel and facilities, we have confirmed
that one of our State Department officers was killed. We are heartbroken by this terrible loss. Our thoughts and prayers are with his family and those
who have suffered in this attack.
This evening, I called Libyan President Magariaf to coordinate additional support to protect Americans in Libya. President Magariaf expressed his
condemnation and condolences and pledged his government’s full cooperation.
Some have sought to justify this vicious behavior as a response to inflammatory material posted on the Internet. The United States deplores any
intentional effort to denigrate the religious beliefs of others. Our commitment to religious tolerance goes back to the very beginning of our nation.
But let me be clear: There is never any justification for violent acts of this kind.
In light of the events of today, the United States government is working with partner countries around the world to protect our personnel, our
missions, and American citizens worldwide.

PRN: 2012/1421
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The White House
Office of the Press Secretary
For Immediate Release

September 18, 2012

WATCH THE VIDEO

Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jay Carney, 9/18/2012
James S. Brady Press Briefing Room
11:33 A.M. EDT
MR. CARNEY: Well, hello, ladies and gentlemen. Thanks for being here this morning -- still morning. I appreciate,
as ever, you coming to the briefing. I don't have any announcements, so we'll go straight to questions.

September 18, 2012 4:20 PM

Press Briefing

Ben.
Q Thanks, Jay. Has the President seen the video that's caused a lot of people to be talking this morning -- the 47
percent video? And if so, what's his reaction to it?
MR. CARNEY: Let me say this. The campaign has put out a statement and I'm sure others from the campaign will
be asked about and will address it. So I'll limit what I say in response to questions about it. What I'll say is this:
When you're President of the United States you are President of all the people, not just the people who voted for
you. You've heard the President say so many times because he deeply believes it that we're in this together, all of
us. From the time he began his career in public service, from the time that those of us in this room first heard of him
in 2004, his message has been about the fact that what unites us as Americans is far greater than the things that
divide us. And that's fundamental to who this President is, and it's fundamental to what guides him as he makes
decisions.
When he made the decision against the advice of many to take action to save the auto industry, the President did
not ask whether the 1.1 million Americans whose jobs would be saved had voted for him or against him. When he
pressed for 18 small business tax cuts he didn’t ask if small businessmen and women were Democrat or
Republican. When he fought to pass health care reform he didn’t wonder whether the 129 million Americans with
preexisting conditions who would be helped by this reform, who would be given security through the reform, were
likely to be with him or against him in 2012. That's just not how he thinks.
And I think the way you have to approach the job is with a keen understanding that you're out there fighting for
every American. And this President's agenda has always been about building the middle class, strengthening the
middle class, bringing people up into the middle class. And that's what it will be going forward.
Q

Has the President actually watched the video?

MR. CARNEY: I don't -- haven’t asked him.
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Q One other follow on this. One of the comments from Governor Romney in the fundraiser was that 47 percent
who support President Obama believe they are victims. Putting aside just the campaign politics if you need to, does
the White House think that that kind of statement has policy implications that would affect how Governor Romney
would run the country?

May 29, 2014 11:30 AM EDT

MR. CARNEY: Well, again, setting aside what Governor Romney thinks, I can tell you that the President certainly
doesn’t think that men and women on Social Security are irresponsible or victims; that students are irresponsible or
victims. He certainly doesn’t think that middle-class families are paying too little in taxes.
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I can read the whole thing for you if you want.

MR. CARNEY: I think the President, then candidate, addressed this at the time -- this was four years ago -- and I
think the broader point is that his message there and everywhere in 2008, and going back to 2004, and every day
since, has been consistent, which is that we're in this together, all of us, and that his interest is in moving the entire
country forward in ways that benefit senior citizens on Social Security, students who are getting student loans,
combat veterans -- I mean, combat troops as well as veterans -- everybody in this country is I think working towards
the same goal, which is advance moving the country forward.
And the vast majority of people, this President believes, are hardworking, responsible, committed to their families
and committed to their country. And that's the animating principle behind his politics and his policies.
Q

Will the President mention it in his fundraisers tonight, the Romney remarks?

MR. CARNEY: I don't have any previews for you on the President's remarks.
Q I wanted to go back to the conflict between -- the conflicting reports I guess between the administration and
Libyan officials over what happened. On Friday, you seemed to cite that the videos were definitely part of it, but I
get the sense that you're backing away from that a little bit today. Is there something that you've learned since?
MR. CARNEY: No, no. I think what I am making clear and what Ambassador Rice made clear on Sunday is that
reaction to the video was the precipitating factor in protests in violence across the region. And what I'm also saying
is that we have -- we made that assessment based on the evidence that we have, and that includes all the evidence
that we have at this time.
I am not, unlike some others, going to prejudge the outcome of an investigation and categorically assert one way or
the other what the motivations are or what happened exactly until that investigation is complete. And there are a lot
suppositions based on the number of weapons and other things about what really happened in Benghazi and I'd
rather wait, and the President would rather wait, for that investigation to be completed.
Q

So you're not ruling out that --

MR. CARNEY: Of course not. I'm not ruling out -- if more information comes to light, that will obviously be a part of
the investigation and we'll make it available when appropriate. But at this time, as Ambassador Rice said and as I
said, our understanding and our belief based on the information we have is it was the video that caused the unrest
in Cairo, and the video and the unrest in Cairo that helped -- that precipitated some of the unrest in Benghazi and
elsewhere. What other factors were involved is a matter of investigation.
Q

Can you talk a little bit about is this going to prompt any --

MR. CARNEY: I'd refer you to the FBI for that. I don't keep timelines, FBI timelines at the ready.
Q You mentioned aid with Egypt and working with the Hill. Is this going to prompt any revisions or any review, I
guess, of the President's policies toward the Arab Spring?
MR. CARNEY: Look, the President’s policy towards the Arab Spring is that we support the democratic aspirations
of the people of the region. And the upheavals that you’ve seen in the region over the past several years have
been in reaction to oppressive governments that do not respect the basic rights of their citizens. In cases like in
Tunisia and Libya and elsewhere, democratic transitions are underway. They are in early stages, and there is a lot
of volatility in these countries -- Egypt as well, of course.
And our policy is geared towards supporting that transition in a way that enhances the prospects of democracy in
the region and enhances the prospects that the countries in the region will continue to be -- either will continue to be
or will grow to be supportive of the United States and our interests in the region and around the world. And that
policy hasn’t changed.
Q Jay, there’s going to be a lot of attention on the Supreme Court next week because they'll consider taking up
several pending marriage cases related to both the Defense of Marriage Act and California’s Proposition 8. The
Justice Department has already made its views known on the DOMA cases, but given the President’s previously
supported -- previously stated opposition to Prop 8 and support for marriage equality, does the administration want
the Supreme Court to take up the Prop 8 case, making some national ruling on same-sex marriage? Or as
claimants in the case have requested, would you prefer that the Court allow the lower court ruling to stand and
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MS. NULAND: Yeah. Usually. Usually. Yeah.
Please.
QUESTION: Toria, in Friday’s briefing, Friday evening, you essentially stated that all questions concerning any aspect of the Benghazi attack – the
circumstances surrounding it, the outcome of it, et cetera – would henceforth be directed by you to the FBI since it’s their investigation.
And yet, on five Sunday shows yesterday, Ambassador Rice, who works for the same agency as you, was giving the latest U.S. assessment of how
this event unfolded, specifically by saying we don’t believe it was premeditated or preplanned, and by saying that those with heavy arms and so
forth showed up, in essence, as she put it, to hijack an ongoing demonstration.
So my first question for you is: Given that Ambassador Rice is out there talking publicly about it and not referring Bob Schieffer and Chris Wallace
and the rest to the FBI, may we consider that we can again begin asking you questions at this podium about the circumstances of the attack? If it’s
fair for the Ambassador to discuss it, it should be fair in this room, correct?
MS. NULAND: Well, let me start by reminding you that Ambassador Rice outranks me, as does my own boss, so she is often at liberty to say more
than I am. And I guess that’s going to continue to be the case.
What I will say, though, is that Ambassador Rice, in her comments on every network over the weekend, was very clear, very precise, about what our
initial assessment of what happened is. And this was not just her assessment. It was also an assessment that you’ve heard in comments coming
from the intelligence community, in comments coming from the White House. I don’t have anything to give you beyond that.
She also made clear, as I had on Friday, that there is an ongoing FBI investigation. So frankly, I’m not sure that it’s useful to go beyond that. I’m not
capable of going beyond that, and we’ll have to just see what the FBI investigation brings us.
QUESTION: You would acknowledge, however, that the account of the events, the preliminary account of the events that Ambassador Rice offered,
diverges starkly from the account offered by the Libyan President, correct?
MS. NULAND: Well, we’ve heard a number of different things from Libya. I would simply say that what – the comments that Ambassador Rice made
accurately reflect our government’s initial assessment.
QUESTION: And one last question, if I might, because Ambassador Rice spoke to this. She suggested that there had been an ongoing demonstration
outside the Consulate or in the proximity of the Consulate in Benghazi that was, in essence, hijacked by more militant elements who came armed to
the affair. I just want to nail this down with you. You are – you stand by this notion that there was, in fact, an ongoing demonstration?
MS. NULAND: I’d simply say that I don’t have any information beyond what Ambassador Rice shared with you and that her assessment does reflect
our initial assessment as a government.
Please.
QUESTION: The Libyan Interior Minister said today that he dismissed two security officers in relation to the attack on the Consulate in Benghazi. Is
this something that you are expecting? Do you think this is a step in the right direction? And do you think that the Libyans should have taken more
fully a responsibility for protecting the Embassy in Benghazi? And how close are you in terms of cooperation with the investigation? I mean, what
level, I mean?
MS. NULAND: Well, we talked about this a little bit last week, and I’m going to stand by what I said, which is obviously the Libyans are leading an
investigation. We have our own FBI investigation. We also have close FBI and Libyan cooperation as we both pursue these. But I’m not going to get
into the back and forth of who’s arrested, what we think, what we know about any of this. And the investigation is obviously going to lead us to the
appropriate conclusions about precisely what happened and how it happened.
QUESTION: Can you confirm at least that there’s two security officers have been dismissed because of that?
MS. NULAND: I’m going to refer you to the Libyans, because this appears to be – you’re – appear to be giving me backaction that they may have
taken.
QUESTION: Do you have confidence in the Libyans’ ability to do a prompt and thorough investigation?
MS. NULAND: I would say that we are already working well with the Libyans, as we have throughout this very difficult period. And – but with regard
to the precise aspects of how we’re cooperating on the investigation, I’m going to send you to the investigating agency.
QUESTION: You’ve had – there’s been other investigations that the Libyans were supposed to have done that they’ve struggled, I guess, to finish,
one being the circumstances of Qadhafi’s death, I think, in October. And I think it’s 11 months and you guys have no information, if that’s correct.
MS. NULAND: I frankly don’t know what the status of the Libyan investigation on that is. But with regard to --
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(CBS News) Below is a transcript of "Face the Nation" on September 16, 2012,
hosted by CBS News' Bob Schieffer. Guests include: Libyan President Mohamed
Magariaf, U.N. Ambassador Susan Rice, Senator John McCain, R-Ariz., and a
roundtable of Israeli Ambassador Martin Indyk, New York Times Columnist Tom
Friedman, and Richard Haass, President of the Council on Foreign Relations.
BOB SCHIEFFER: Today on FACE THE NATION on the anniversary of 9/11, an
attack in Libya takes the life of our ambassador there and three other Americans.
And a new attack in Afghanistan today leaves four U.S. service members dead.
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As the anti-American protests over a U.S.-made anti-Muslim film spread across
the Arab world from Africa to Afghanistan to Australia. Here at home, big
questions remain about the safety of U.S. personnel overseas. And how all this will
affect Campaign 2012. We will cover it all from all sides with the President of
Libya's General National Congress Mohamed Yousef Magariaf; U.N. ambassador
Susan Rice; and Republican Senator John McCain.
For analyses, we'll look to former U.S. ambassador to Israel, Martin Indyk; the
president of the Council on Foreign Relations, Richard Haass; and New York
Times columnist Tom Friedman.
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Plus, we'll talk to the chief Washington correspondent of The Times, David
Sanger; TIME magazine deputy international editor Bobby Ghosh; and CBS News
political director, John Dickerson.

Tweets from a list by Face The Nation

This is FACE THE NATION.
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ANNOUNCER: From CBS News in Washington, FACE THE NATION with Bob
Schieffer.
BOB SCHIEFFER: Good morning again and here is the latest news from
overnight. Four American military people have been killed in an attack in
Southern Afghanistan. This happened when at least one Afghan police officer
opened fire on them at a checkpoint. The State Department has ordered all
nonessential U.S. embassy personnel to leave Tunisia and Sudan, and protests
against Americans continue in at least twenty countries.
But we're going to start this morning with Libya and the latest on Tuesday's attack.
We spoke a little earlier this morning with the president of Libya's National
Congress, Mohamed Magariaf. How many people have now been arrested, Mister
President?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF (President, Libya's General National
Congress): Oh, few scores, I think the number reached about fifty.
BOB SCHIEFFER: About fifty people have been arrested. And who are these
people?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF (voice overlapping): Yeah.
BOB SCHIEFFER: You have said that they were connected to al Qaeda. Are they
all foreigners?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: Yes, few of them are.
BOB SCHIEFFER: And who are the others?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: The others are affiliates and maybe
sympathizers.
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BOB SCHIEFFER: Where do you think the foreigners are from, Mister President?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: They entered Libya from different
directions and some of them definitely from Mali and Algeria.
BOB SCHIEFFER: You have said that this does not-- this attack did not reflect
anti-American feelings by the vast majority of people in your country. Tell us
about that.
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MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: Yes, these ugly deeds, criminal deeds
against direct-- were directed against them, Late Ambassador Chris Stevens and
his colleagues do not resemble any way, in any sense, the aspirations, the feelings
of Libyans towards the United States and its citizens.
BOB SCHIEFFER: Was this a long-planned attack, as far as you know? Or what-what do you know about that?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: The way these perpetrators acted and
moved, I think we-- and they're choosing the specific date for this so-called
demonstration, I think we have no-- this leaves us with no doubt that this has
preplanned, determined-- predetermined.
BOB SCHIEFFER: And you believe that this was the work of al Qaeda and you
believe that it was led by foreigners. Is that-- is that what you are telling us?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: It was planned-- definitely, it was planned
by foreigners, by people who-- who entered the country a few months ago, and
they were planning this criminal act since their-- since their arrival.
BOB SCHIEFFER: Mister President, is it safe for Americans there now?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: The security situation is-- is difficult, not
only for Americans, even for Libyans themselves. We don't know what-- what are
the real intentions of these perpetrators. How they will react? So-- but there is no
specific particular concern for danger for Americans or any other foreigners. But
situation is not easy-BOB SCHIEFFER: Mister President.
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: --to keep stability. Yes.
BOB SCHIEFFER: Will it be safe for the FBI investigators from the United States
to come in, are you advising them to stay away for a while?
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: Maybe it is better for them to say for a-for a little while? For a little while, but until we-- we-- we-- we do what we-- we
have to do ourselves. But, again, we'll be in need for-- for their presence to help in
further investigation. And, I mean any hasty action will-- I think is not welcomed.
BOB SCHIEFFER: I want to thank you very much for joining us this morning.
Thank you, Sir.
MOHAMED YOUSEF EL-MAGARIAF: Thank you so much.
BOB SCHIEFFER: And joining us now, Susan Rice, the U.N. ambassador, our
U.N. ambassador. Madam Ambassador, he says this is something that has been in
the planning stages for months. I understand you have been saying that you think
it was spontaneous? Are we not on the same page here?
SUSAN RICE (Ambassador to the United Nations): Bob, let me tell you what we
understand to be the assessment at present. First of all, very importantly, as you
discussed with the President, there is an investigation that the United States
government will launch led by the FBI, that has begun and-BOB SCHIEFFER (overlapping): But they are not there.
SUSAN RICE: They are not on the ground yet, but they have already begun
looking at all sorts of evidence of-- of various sorts already available to them and
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to us. And they will get on the ground and continue the investigation. So we'll want
to see the results of that investigation to draw any definitive conclusions. But
based on the best information we have to date, what our assessment is as of the
present is in fact what began spontaneously in Benghazi as a reaction to what had
transpired some hours earlier in Cairo where, of course, as you know, there was a
violent protest outside of our embassy--
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No protest before Benghazi attack, wounded Libyan
guard says
By Nancy A. Youssef and Suliman Ali Zway
McClatchy NewspapersSeptember 13, 2012
Facebook Twitter Google Plus Reddit E-mail Print
Related Links:
LinkThe Atlantic Wire: Google map of worldwide Islamic protests
LinkBenghazi doctor: Stevens showed no signs of life when he arrived in emergency room
LinkIslamists targeted U.S. diplomats with gunfire, RPGs in planned assault, witness says
LinkU.S. Ambassador Christopher Stevens, 3 other Americans die in Libya consulate attack
BENGHAZI, Libya — A Libyan security guard who said he was at the U.S. consulate here when it was attacked
Tuesday night has provided new evidence that the assault on the compound that left four Americans dead,
including the U.S. ambassador to Libya, was a planned attack by armed Islamists and not the outgrowth of a
protest over an online video that mocks Islam and its founder, the Prophet Muhammad.
The guard, interviewed Thursday in the hospital where he is being treated for five shrapnel wounds in one leg
and two bullet wounds in the other, said that the consulate area was quiet – “there wasn’t a single ant outside,”
he said – until about 9:35 p.m., when as many as 125 armed men descended on the compound from all
directions.
The men lobbed grenades into the compound, wounding the guard and knocking him to the ground, then
stormed through the facility’s main gate, shouting “God is great” and moving to one of the many villas that make
up the consulate compound. He said there had been no warning that an attack was imminent.
“Wouldn’t you expect if there were protesters outside that the Americans would leave?” the guard said.
The guard, located by searching hospitals for people injured Tuesday night, said he was 27 years old but
declined to give his name. He asked that the hospital where he is being treated not be identified for fear that
militants would track him down and kill him. He said he was able to escape by telling one of the attackers that
he was only a gardener at the compound. The attacker took him to the hospital, the guard said.
Libyan authorities told reporters Thursday that they had made four arrests in connection with the consulate
assault, but they cautioned that leaders of the group blamed for the attack, an Islamist organization known as
Ansar al Shariah, denied that they had given the order to attack. But the guard’s tale suggested that whoever
ordered the assault had been able to call upon a large number of people to carry out what appeared to be an
organized attack.
Wanis al Sharif, the deputy interior minister responsible for Libya’s eastern region, which includes Benghazi, told
a group of local reporters that in addition to the four people under arrest, authorities were monitoring others for
possible involvement in the attack.
“There is a group under our control, and there is another we are monitoring,” Sharif said.
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Sharif said that Ansar al Shariah’s leaders had suggested that those carrying the group’s flag during the assault
were rogue members acting on their own.
“They called me and told me you have wronged us,” Sharif said. “They told me that there may be individual
acts.”
Ansar al Shariah – Partisans of Islamic law – which is based in Benghazi, is one of the largest Islamic extremist
groups now operating in Libya, according to an analysis published Wednesday by Aaron Zelin of the Washington
Institute for Near East Policy.
The shadowy organization is led by Muhammad Zahawi and maintains "online connections" to a similarly named
group in Tunisia. A unit, or katiba, based in Derna, an eastern town from which extremists made their way to
fight U.S. forces in Iraq, is commanded by a former Guantanamo prison detainee, Abu Sufayan bin Qumu,
according to Zelin.
Where Sharif’s findings would fit in the U.S. investigation into the death of Ambassador Christopher Stevens and
the other Americans remained unclear. But the guard’s tale suggests that there were many more than four
people involved in the attack.
The attack itself, the guard said, was immediate and bold, initiated by a group of men who approached the
compound and lobbed grenades over the wall. Just behind them were scores of men, shooting wildly and yelling
“God is great.”
The guard, who said he’d been hired seven months ago by a British company to protect the compound, said the
first explosion knocked him to the ground, and he was unable to fire his weapon. Four other contracted guards
and three members of Libya’s 17th of February Brigade, a group formed during the first days of the anti-Gadhafi
uprising and now considered part of Libya’s military, were protecting the outside perimeter of the compound.
After storming through the gate, the guard said, the men rushed into one of the compound’s buildings, meeting
no resistance. The guard did not say whether that was the building where the ambassador was.
Thirty minutes later, the guard said, he realized he was about to lose consciousness and asked one of the
attackers for help, saying he was merely a gardener at the compound. The man agreed to drive him to the
hospital. As they were leaving, the guard said he saw the attackers enter a second villa on the compound.
Stevens and consulate computer expert Sean Smith are believed to have been overcome by smoke in the main
consulate building. Two other State Department employees were shot and killed by the invaders at another
building on the compound where Americans had sought refuge. The two men, both former Navy SEALs who
were working as security contractors, were identified by family members as Glen A. Doherty, 42, a native of
Winchester, Mass., and Tyrone Woods, 41, of Imperial Beach, Calif. At least three other embassy employees
were wounded.
A Libyan emergency room doctor who treated Stevens said Libyan security guards brought him to the hospital
at 1 a.m., his lips black and his body reeking of smoke.
He was oﬃcially pronounced dead at 1:45 a.m. from smoke inhalation and carbon monoxide poisoning, but the
doctor who tried to revive him, Ziad Bouzaid, 31, said Stevens was dead on arrival. Bouzaid said the body bore
no other signs of injury.
The guard’s tale is consistent with a version oﬀered Wednesday by the man who had leased the compound to
the United States.
Standing outside the fire-gutted compound, Mohammad al Bishari said the attack began with assailants carrying
assault rifles, rocket-propelled grenades and the black flag of Ansar al Shariah moving from two directions
against the compound.
http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2012/09/13/168415/no-protest-before-benghazi-attack.html#.UglYWhbFnzI%20
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The FBI has launched its own investigation into what took place, and two American destroyers, the USS Laboon
and the USS McFaul, were expected to take up positions by early next oﬀ the coast near Benghazi in what many
here interpreted as preparations for a possible retaliatory attack. On Wednesday, President Barack Obama
promised justice in the case.
Meanwhile, fallout continued Thursday from anger over an online video that Muslims said denigrated their
religion.
In Sanaa, Yemen, demonstrators protesting the video tried to storm the U.S. Embassy, making it past an initial
security line but failing to make it to any of the main embassy compound buildings. Demonstrators burned tires
and spray-painted “Death of America” on the wall surrounding the compound before they were repulsed by
Yemeni security forces firing tear gas and warning shots.
No embassy staﬀ was injured, but four demonstrators were killed and as many as 30 others injured.
Yemeni President Abed Rabbo Mansour Hadi quickly condemned the attack and vowed to punish those
responsible for it.
Unrest continued as well Thursday in Cairo, where on Tuesday protesters breached the embassy compound’s
wall and tore down and burned the American flag. Protests continued Thursday, even though Egyptian President
Mohammed Morsi, speaking publicly on the attacks for the first time, condemned them.
No one has claimed responsibility for the consulate assault, something that perhaps is unsurprising in this part
of Libya, where Stevens was a popular ambassador representing a nation many here believed saved Benghazi
from a massacre during the rebellion against toppled Libyan leader Moammar Gadhafi. Gadhafi’s tanks were on
the edge of the city, preparing to overrun it, when NATO jets began their bombing campaign March 19, 2011.
Indeed, throughout the day Thursday, Libyans nationwide held rallies in support of the ambassador, carrying
signs in Arabic and at times broken English oﬀering their support.
“Sorry People of America, this not the Pehavior our Islam and Profit,” one read.
A young man in Benghazi carried a sign that read: “Chris Stevens was a friend to all Libyan people”
Zway reported from Benghazi, Libya, and Youssef from Cairo. McClatchy special correspondents Adam Baron
from Sanaa, Yemen, and Mel Frykberg from Cairo contributed.
Email: nyoussef@mcclatchydc.com Twitter: @nancyayoussef
Facebook Twitter Google Plus Reddit E-mail Print

Join The Conversation
McClatchy Washington Bureau is pleased to provide this opportunity to share information, experiences and
observations about what's in the news. Some of the comments may be reprinted elsewhere in the site or in the
newspaper. We encourage lively, open debate on the issues of the day, and ask that you refrain from profanity,
hate speech, personal comments and remarks that are oﬀ point. Thank you for taking the time to oﬀer your
thoughts.
Commenting FAQs | Terms of Service
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President Barack Obama participates in a town hall hosted by Univision and Univision news anchor Maria Elena Salinas, left,
at the University of Miami, Thursday, Sept. 20, 2012, in Coral Gables, Fla. (AP Photo/Carolyn Kaster)
http://bigstory.ap.org/article/obama-extremists-used-video-excuse-attack
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MIAMI (AP) — President Barack Obama said Thursday that extremists used an anti-Islam video as an excuse to assault
U.S. interests overseas, including an attack on the U.S. Consulate in Libya that killed the U.S. ambassador and three other
Americans.
The president's comments came as Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton faced questions from members of the House
and Senate about the Sept. 11 attack on the consulate in Benghazi in a series of closed-door classified briefings on Capitol
Hill.
Republicans have accused the Obama administration of misreading the assault as the outgrowth of widespread
demonstrations in the Middle East over the video. They insisted it was a terrorist attack, a term White House spokesman Jay
Carney used on Thursday. Obama did not use the phrase.
"What we do know is that the natural protests that arose because of the outrage over the video were used as an excuse by
extremists to see if they can also directly harm U.S. interests," the president said at a candidate forum on the Spanishlanguage network Univision.
Asked if that meant al-Qaida, Obama said, "We don't know yet."
"We will focus narrowly and forcefully on groups like al-Qaida, the ones that carried out the 9/11 attacks. Those forces have
not gone away," the president said.
Clinton also announced that, in line with federal law, she will appoint an independent panel to look at circumstances of the
attack in Benghazi that killed Ambassador Chris Stevens and there other employees. The so-called Accountability Review
Board will be chaired by retired diplomat Thomas Pickering, she said.
Democrats and Republicans emerging from the briefings provided some details about what the administration is still piecing
together — who was responsible, how much of it was planned and what was the security.
Joining Clinton at the back-to-back briefings were Director of National Intelligence James Clapper and Deputy Defense
Secretary Ashton Carter.
Rep. Adam Smith of Washington state, the top Democrat on the House Armed Services Committee, said it was "clearly a
terrorist attack," but mortars weren't used until six, seven hours into the fight.
"So it seemed like an armed gang that seized an opportunity," Smith said.
Both Smith and Rep. C.A. Dutch Ruppersburger of Maryland, the top Democrat on the House Intelligence Committee, said
there was no evidence to suggest that the local Libyans at the consulate colluded with the attackers.
Published reports suggested that Sufyan bin Qumu, a former detainee at the U.S. military prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba,
who was transferred to Libya in 2007, was involved. Lawmakers asked about Qumu at the briefing.
"But not directly related to the attack, but as someone who's in that region," Smith said. "They're attempting to establish
whether or not he was connected to the people who made the attack. He's certainly a person of interest."
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Investigators have found no evidence or intelligence to suggest Qumu was at the conflict, leading it or organizing it,
according to a U.S. official, speaking anonymously because he was not authorized to discuss the investigation publicly.
Senate Republicans expressed frustration with the information provided at the sessions and disputed the administration's
assessment.
"There's increasing amount of evidence that this was a coordinated attack by terrorists," said Sen. Marco Rubio, R-Fla., a
member of the Foreign Relations Committee. "The movie wasn't the catalyst for this, the catalyst was radical Islamic
extremists that wanted to attack the United States and saw an opportunity to do it in Benghazi."
One of the harshest critics of the administration, Sen. John McCain of Arizona, scoffed at the administration's argument that
the video set off the assault.
"I'm stunned that they thought this was some kind of spontaneous demonstration," McCain told reporters.
In testimony Wednesday, Matthew Olsen, director of the National Counterterrorism Center, called the incident a "terrorist
attack."
Carney echoed that point on Thursday.
"It is, I think, self-evident that what happened in Benghazi was a terrorist attack. Our embassy was attacked violently, and the
result was four deaths of American officials," he said.
___
Associated Press writers Kimberly Dozier and Donna Cassata in Washington contributed to this report.

READ MORE
SS United States is being prepared for a new life
Associated
Associated Press
Press

Obama: Al-Qaida can still attack US interests
Associated
Associated Press
Press

US State Department says 19 embassies in Mideast, Africa will be closed through Saturday
Associated
Associated Press
Press

Al-Qaida chief's message led to embassy closures
Associated
Associated Press
Press

Global travel warning: US cites al-Qaida threat
Associated
Associated Press
Press

Al-Qaida leader urges rival Syria groups to unite
http://bigstory.ap.org/article/obama-extremists-used-video-excuse-attack

Page 3 of 6

000074

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 73 of 170

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 74 of 170

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 75 of 170

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 76 of 170

Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jay Carney, 9/19/12 | The White House

5/30/14, 11:29 AM

Get Email Updates

Contact Us

Search WhiteHouse.gov

Home • Briefing Room • Press Briefings

The White House
Office of the Press Secretary
For Immediate Release

September 19, 2012

WATCH THE VIDEO

Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jay Carney, 9/19/12
James S. Brady Press Briefing Room
11:32 A.M. EDT
MR. CARNEY: Hello, everyone. Good afternoon -- or good morning. Thanks for being here. Before I get started,
as some of you have seen reported, I can tell you that later this afternoon the President will meet with Aung San
Suu Kyi at the White House. The President looks forward to her visit as it provides another opportunity to reaffirm
our longstanding support for her struggle, and the struggle of many others towards democratic, just, and
transparent governance in Burma.

September 19, 2012 2:28 PM

Press Briefing

This is her first trip to the United States in more than 20 years. The President very much looks forward to that visit.
That's all I have at the top.
Q

What time?

MR. CARNEY: Late afternoon around 5:00 p.m.
Q

Will there be a photo spray?

MR. CARNEY: We’re still -- press coverage TBD, but we’re working on it.
Jim.
Q Thanks, Jay. Two foreign policy issues. Reports that Iran is using Iraqi airspace to deliver weapons to Syria,
the issue came up today in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. What steps is the President prepared to take
to prevent Iraq from allowing Iran into its airspace? Any conditions on financial aid or anything like that?
MR. CARNEY: Well, let me just say broadly that we have made clear to countries around the world that we all need
to work together to prevent Assad from acquiring weapons that he can use to continue to perpetrate violence
against his own people, and that's a message that we carry in conversations with leaders everywhere.

LATEST BLOG POSTS
May 30, 2014 10:55 AM EDT

West Wing Week: 5/30/14 or, "I Love
These Kids!"
May 29, 2014 6:18 PM EDT

I don't have anything specific for you with regards to Iraq, and I’m not aware of the meeting on the Hill that you
referenced. But that is something we’re concerned about generally. We’ve worked very hard with our international
partners to cut off access to weapons and financing for Assad, and we continue to do that.
Q On China, Secretary Panetta returned from his trip there, and we quoted that Chinese leaders are expressing
concern over our U.S. military shift to the Pacific. Does the White House have any concerns that that, together with
the attention that China has been getting in the presidential campaign, is increasing any tensions with the Chinese?

President Obama Hosts the Healthy Kids
and Safe Sports Concussion Summit
President Obama hosts the the Healthy Kids and
Safe Sports Concussion Summit at the White
House to raise awareness and increase efforts to
curb concussions and traumatic brain injuries.
May 29, 2014 11:30 AM EDT

MR. CARNEY: What I said yesterday holds true today, which is that we have a very complex, broad relationship
with China that is extremely important. And when we meet with the Chinese at the level of the President and below,
we engage with them on all of the issues that are part of our relationship, and that includes areas of disagreement
as well as areas of cooperation and agreement. We obviously have an important trade relationship and economic
relationship, as well as military-to-military relationship.
We are, as the President made clear on his trip to Asia last fall, a Pacific power. We have a presence there that's

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/09/19/press-briefing-press-secretary-jay-carney-91912
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Thank you, Jay. Aside from the FBI investigation, doesn’t the White House have its own intelligence that would

allow you to say with some degree of certainty that the attack in Benghazi was either a coordinated attack or a
spontaneous reaction to the movie?
MR. CARNEY: The White House doesn’t have its own intelligence, Dan. The White House has -Q

The White House doesn’t have its own intelligence on this? I mean --

MR. CARNEY: Outside of the intelligence community of the United States government?
Q

No, outside of the FBI investigation? You don’t have --

MR. CARNEY: Are you suggesting that we have a clandestine intelligence operation here in the White House?
Q

No. You are able to find out a lot of information on your own, independently. And what I’m saying, in addition to

what the FBI is doing, does the White House not have information that it has gathered that will allow -MR. CARNEY: I think the FBI is leading an investigation that will encompass all of the information available to the
White House and to the intelligence community and to the broader diplomatic community. What I can tell you is
that, as I said last week, as our Ambassador to the United Nations said on Sunday and as I said the other day,
based on what we know now and knew at the time, we have no evidence of a preplanned or premeditated attack.
This, however, remains under investigation, and I made that clear last week, and Ambassador Rice made that clear
on Sunday. And if more facts come to light that change our assessment of what transpired in Benghazi and why
and how, we will welcome those facts and make you aware of them.
But again, based on the information that we had at the time and have to this day, we do not have evidence that it
was premeditated. It is a simple fact that there are, in post-revolution, post-war Libya, armed groups, there are bad
actors hostile to the government, hostile to the West, hostile to the United States. And as has been the case in
other countries in the region, it is certainly conceivable that these groups take advantage of and exploit situations
that develop, when they develop, to protest against or attack either Westerners, Americans, Western sites or
American sites.
And again, this is something that’s under investigation. We have provided you our assessment based on the
information we’ve had as it’s become available. As more information becomes available, we will make clear what
the investigation has revealed.
Q And another question on Afghanistan. Given some of the developments that we’ve seen there recently, does
the President still believe that Afghan forces are capable of handling their own security and will be able to do so in
time for the 2014 deadline?
MR. CARNEY: The President believes that after a decade of war, we can and should pursue a strategy that
transitions security authority over to Afghan forces and allows us to end the war in Afghanistan and bring home our
men and women in uniform. That process is underway.
We have gotten to this point because the President, having inherited a policy in Afghanistan that was widely viewed
as adrift, without a focused mission, under-resourced, he very deliberately, working with his national security team,
honed in on what the proper objectives should be in Afghanistan; made clear that our number-one objective in that
region was to disrupt, dismantle, and ultimately defeat al Qaeda, and to ensure, in support of that goal, that
Afghanistan could not become a safe haven again for al Qaeda or other extremists who have as their objective
attacking the United States or U.S. allies.
And the execution of that strategy continues. It led initially to a surge in U.S. forces, which halted the Taliban’s
momentum; which allowed us to take the fight to al Qaeda in the region in a way that we had not been able to
before; that led to the decimation of al Qaeda’s leadership, including the elimination of Osama bin Laden; and has
now allowed us to draw down the surge forces and to continue the transition to Afghan security forces’ responsibility
for security of that country.
That process continues, as I said the other day. We are very concerned about the green-on-blue attacks that have
been taking place in Afghanistan, the increase in those attacks. And our commanders are taking measures to
ensure that there is more security for our troops in Afghanistan. But the process of partnering with and training
Afghan security forces continues, and the process of transitioning to Afghan security lead continues. And the
President has made clear that the pace -- that the drawdown of U.S. forces will continue. The pace of that will
depend on evaluations by and assessments by commanders on the ground. But it will continue, and he remains
committed to ending the war in Afghanistan in keeping with the NATO objectives by 2014.
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I

Wednesday, September 12,201212:46 PM
Nuland, Victoria J;I
t Burns, William J; Sherman, Wendy R: 1:---:--::-------,
l===='..':S:::.L!...:;S==;SpeciaIAsslstants; Sullivan, Jacob J; Kennedy, Patrick F; Mills, Cheryl D;

To:

NEA.-8laff-Assislants-DL; j

Cc:

SUbJect:

Clas5lfication:
SMARTCategory:

UNCLASSIFIED
Working

From AA!S Jones:
I spoke to Libyan Ambassador Aujaliat about 9:45am andtold him that we would like him to help ensure that our
wounded in the hospital in Tripoli are not disturbed bythe Investigation that libyan officials are apparentlybeginning to
conduct. I saidwe appreciate the libyan desire to conduct an Investigation, but I vehemently stressed the Importance of
allowing our wounded to recover in peace without the slightest disturbance. I thanked himfor the excellent care that
I
Itold usthe woundedare re,celving from Libyan doctors.
I also emphasized the importance of Libyan leaders continuingto make strongstatements, Aujali noted that his
President and Prime Minister had apologized publiclyto the American people andthe families of the victims.-When he
said hisgovernmentsuspected that former Qaddafl regime elements carried out the attacks, I told him that the group
that conducted the attacks- Ansar AI Sharla - is affiliated with Islamic extremists,

Aujali said the people of Libya are shocked by the attacks and deeplysaddened by the loss of Chris Stevens: "He isthe
man of Libya." He said he fervently hopes that thls attack will not affect the relationsbetween our two countries. The
Libyans sincerely appreciate what the United States has done and Isdoing In Libya.
I informed him that it wastoo dangerous for our personnel to remain In Benghazi and let him know that we have pulled
everyone out

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Jones, Beth E
sent: Wednesday, September 12, 2012 9:51 A/>1
To: Nuland, VIctoria J; I
I Burns, William Ji Sherman Wendy R!
(S);
S_5p;:claIAsslstants; Sullivan, Jacob J; Kennedy, Patrick Fi r"lUs, Cheryl D;lL..--:~r===,.,L--------,
Cc: I
iNEA-Staff-Asslsmnts-DL; I
!
Maxwell, Raymond D; I
DAS-DL; I

I

IGordon, Philip H; I

I

~,----J; NEA-UBYADESK; NEA-

Subject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones
Good news: I
Ijust caIJed to report that our woundedin the hospltalIn Tripoli are doing much better. LIbyan
doctors have apparentiy served them very well so far.

,
~

1
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also saidthe libya~iPM. Prosecutor General and Attorney General arrived at the hospital this morning (DC time),
AccordIng to[=:Jsoutc;e in the hospital - the Embassy nurse - the libyan officials planto begin carrying out an
investigation about the attackin Benghazi last night.CJ said he is headed to the hospitalimmediatelyto shield the
wounded from anyattempts to interview them,
In the meantime,those selected for evacuation are gathering for the ride to the airport

From: Jones, 6eth E
Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 5:58 PlvI
To: Nuland, Victoria J,!
i'
) Burns, WIlliam J; Sherman, Wendy R; I
1(5);
S_SpecialAss!stants; SUllivan, Jacob J; Kennedy, Patrick F: Mills, Cheryl D
ec: 1
@state,gov}i NEA-Staff·Asslstants-DL; I
I
~ Maxwell, Raymond Dj I
LDibble, Elizabeth L,~;rl===~
NEA-LIBYADESK; NEA-OAS-DLj I
I Gordon, Phlilp H; 1
I
Subject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones
....Jljust providedthe following update about the three Embassy bulldings in Tripoli:

L..-_ _

All 33 COM (State} personnel in Tripoli are accounted for and currently they areall at the Residential
Compound,
TheI
[has approximately 33 people as weil, and they are all there,
Noone iscurrently at the Embassy itself.
I passed on VIS Kennedy's recommendation that the personnel all movetogether to one compound in TripoliiCJ said
that suggestion rna de good sense and that he would discuss with the COS asto whichcompound isthe most secure.
Other points:

• c:::::J said he hasclosed the Embassy tomorrow, and no one wiil travel from the residential compound into town
except, as necessary, for him, the RSO andthe DATI,

• C:::J andthe RSO held a Town Hallmeeting in the last half hour to reassure the Embassy staffi they remain calm
and areresponding well.

CJ has requested police protection for the Residential Com pound and thei

I at the moment,
the police are protecting the Embassy, He ischecking now on what the extra protection situation iswith the
Residential Compound and the]
I Dis in touch with the militias with which it works to ensure
extra protection,

In Benghazi:
• [=::Dis working with the COS to make sure he Is aware of reports that another mob has gathered in BenghaZi
headed for thel
I Theywlll ensure extra protection there, too.

From: I

I

sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2012. S:55f'-'-'PM'-'---_~
To:1
••
! Nuland, Victoria J;I

-r-t

I Burns, WilHam Jj Sherman, Wendy R; ~I- - - - - J
1(5); S_5pecialAsslstantsj 5ulUvan, Jacob J; Kennedy, Patrick F; ~1i1!s, Cheryl D
cd
NEA-Staff-Assistants-DL; 'C~~------------'I
Maxwell, Raymond OJ j
I Dibble, Elizabeth Lj I
~I NEA-UBYADESK; NEADAS-DL;I
I Gordon, Philip Hi j
I
Subject: RE: Libya update from BethJones

I
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I just spoke again toL;;;::;:=:=;Jwho himselfspoke again to the officesof the Libyan President and Prime Minister,
asking t~~f.Tl·.to provide firefightlng equipmentto the Benghazi compound. He sa id the PD shop at Embass)' Tripoll has
found pcisti.ngs on Facebook indicatingthat the "Tripoli Council" plans to carry out an attack on Embassy Tripoli. He said
he was promised increased police protection but It had not yet materialized.
Dsaid his team reports that the extremist groupAnsar AI Sharia has takencredit for the attack in Benghazi. He heard
reports that the February 17 Brigade iscurrently engaged in a running battle with Ansar AI Sharia; he asked the offices of
the President andPMto pursue Ansaral Sharla. .

On workingto locate Ambassador Stevens, the RSO team and milItia are still on compound, which is SO acres-c=J
expressed the hope that Ambassador Stevens is In hiding somewhere on the compound. The PO's residence is still on
fire.

From:1

I

sent: Tuesday, SepterYJber 11. 21112 5:32 PM

To: Nuland, VIctoria Jj
,~
.I Burns, William Jj Sherman, Wendy R;LI
-.-..JI(S);
S_SpecialAsslstantsi Sullivan, Jacob Jj t(enned:, Patrick Fi Hills, Che.}'1 D
CelL. ,
.
,
.. , l~EA'Staff-As51stants~DL;LI-",-----.-:c--~-~-_..J!
t~axwe\l, Raymond DLl
I Dibble, Elizabeth Li 'L'~_ _~~EA-LIBYADESK;NEA-

i

DAS-DL; I _

)

7:

I; Gordon,

I

Phll1p Hil

SUbject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones

1-

The fighting has stopped, DCM
lJustconfirmed to me. He also confirmed one fatality~
a TOY'er
from The Hague - hasdied. His body has been recovered. The five ARSOs areaccounted for, but they're still trying to
find the Ambassador. The Principal Officer's residence Isstili on fire with toxic smoke.
I. have spoken to A/s Gordon and liz Dibble is contacting the Charge at The Hague,1

: to inform them.

"------'

From: Nuland, Victoria J
Serlt: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 5:25 PM

I

I Burns, William Ji Sherman, Wendy Ri
-----'! (5)j
S_SpeclalAssistant5i Sullivan, Jacob J; Kennedy, PatriCK F
Cc:
INEA·Staff-ASslstant5-DLi
Maxwell, Raymond Di I
I Dibble, Elizabeth L;-----------~
Subject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones

To:1

c=

We just

I

asked NEA for hold lines for press,

We

Ii

are getting besieged.

ThIs email IS UNCLASSIFIED.

From:I

I

sent: Tuesday, september 11, 2012 5:15 PM

To: I
I Burns, William Ji Sherman, Wendy RjLI
-'1(5); S_SpeclaIAsslstants; Sullivan,
Jacob J; Nuland, Victoria J; Kennedy, Patrick F
eel l'---r~__-:-::----r='~~~~~~=~~,dl'-!'NEA=--·S~taff·,/lss'stants-DL;
IL_ _~_ _~_ _~_-----.J
Mc>:well, RaymorJd Di I
t Dibble, Elizabeth L
SUbject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones
+Cheryl MlIIs

:3
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1

sent~

Tuesday, September 11,20125:13 PI."
To: R ' ". . .
Burns, William Ji Sherman, Wendy R;I~~~~~_--,I(S); S_SpecialAsslstants; Sullivan,
Jacob Jj Nuland, Victoria Ji Kennedy, Patrick F

ee: I

! NEA-St:lff-Assistants-DL; J,-_~

---,

Maxw:::-::e"II,"R;-::a:-::ym::"o::-:n=-=d;-;D:::-:;-;j====,======="--'..-=-:"=:;1 Dibble, Elizabeth L
SUbject: RE: Libya update from Beth Jones

Justspoke again with I
" who confirmed the partyIncludes Ambassador Stevens plus three, not plus four. 0
has been in contact twicewith the libyan President'S office and twice with the libyan PM's office; their offices assured
him they are fully engaged and consider themselves personal friends of Ambassador Stevens. 0 has been
coordinating with thec:::::Jwho has learned from the QRF about the status of the compound - currently they are
clearing the compound and working to access the party.
I also urged Libyan Ambassador to the U.S. Aujali to engage on this ImmE!diately at the highest level.

From:l

I

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 4:49 Pf-1
To: Burns, William Ji Shennan, Wendy R;'I ~--~~-"'I (5); S_SpeclaIAsslstal'\ts; SUllivan, Jacob J; Nuland,
Victoria)

INEA-Staff-Asslstants-DLi,:-1

Ce: I

Maxwell, Raymond D;I

---!

;Dibble, Elizabeth L

Subject: Ubya update from Beth Jones

All:
Beth Jones just spoke with DeM Tripoli I
I. who advised a libyan militia (we now know this is the 17'h Feb
brigade, as requested byEmb office} is responding to the attackon the diplomatic mission InBenghazi. The QRF isIn the
compound, engaging the attackers, taking firs, and working its way through the compound to get to the villa, where
Ambassador Stevens is in safe haven forextraction. TheARSO isalso there In the compound. 0 spoke with Amb
Stevens by phone 20 minutes before my call (which wasabout ten minutes ago, qwlll talkto the Prime Minister's
Chief af Staff, and then speakwith the Foreign Minister. Ihave spoken to]
[whe Is also in touch with Its QRF
contacts to askfor engagement. Embassy is sending medical assistance to Benghazi to be on stand-by.
More updates to follow.
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S/2014/106

United Nations

Security Council

Distr.: General
19 February 2014
Original: English

Note by the President of the Security Council
In paragraph 14 (d) of resolution 2095 (2013), the Security Council requested
the Panel of Experts established pursuant to resolution 1973 (2011) to provide a
final report to the Council with its findings and recommendations.
Accordingly, the President hereby circulates the report dated 15 February 2014
received from the Panel of Experts (see annex).
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Summary
The final report of the Panel of Experts established pursuant to Security Council
resolution 1973 (2011), and most recently extended pursuant to Security Council
resolution 2095 (2013), presents an analysis of the implementation of the measures
imposed by resolution 1970 (2011), including the arms embargo, asset freeze and
travel ban, and the modifications contained in subsequent resolutions — 1973
(2011), 2009 (2011), 2016 (2011), 2040 (2012) and 2095 (2013) respectively — for
the period since its appointment on 3 April 2013 until the date of the present report.
The report also outlines the Panel’s findings and presents recommendations to the
Security Council, the Committee established pursuant to resolution 1970 (2011) and
Member States, including Libya, to improve the implementation of the relevant
measures. The Panel also seeks to highlight instances of non-compliance based on
substantiated data and information obtained.
The Panel’s assessment is based on information received from Member States,
relevant United Nations bodies, regional organizations and other interested parties
during the period under review. The Panel also conducted several assessment trips to
Libya, other parts of Africa, Europe and the Middle East during the period, during
which it undertook arms inspections, when possible, and met with key stakeholders,
including the United Nations Support Mission in Libya. During that time, the Panel
visited a total of 15 countries and travelled to Libya nine times.
The consultations held with individuals, regional organizations and relevant
United Nations bodies, together with the information received from various Member
States, afforded the Panel the opportunity to obtain extensive information in
pursuance of its mandate, including the evolution of the political and security context
in Libya and its impact on the region.
Implementation of the arms embargo
The proliferation of weapons to and from Libya remains a major challenge for
the stability of the country and the region. Despite some positive developments in
rebuilding the Libyan security sector, most weapons are still under the control of
non-State armed actors and border control systems remain ineffective.
Over the past three years, Libya has become a primary source of illicit
weapons. In the course of this mandate, the Panel has continued to investigate leads
relating to transfers of such weapons to 14 countries, including several cases that
were identified in its previous report. Cases under investigation reflect a highly
diversified range of trafficking dynamics, including State-sponsored transfers by air
and transfers to terrorist and criminal entities in neighbouring countries by land and
sea. This indicates how trafficking from Libya is fuelling conflict and insecurity —
including terrorism — on several continents, with different weapons requirements,
networks, end users, financing methods and means of transportation. This is unlikely
to change in the near future.
In accordance with paragraph 13 of resolution 2009 (2011), several Member
States have notified the Committee of transfers of military materiel to the Libyan
authorities. While the creation of Libya’s Military Procurement Department has been
a significant development that has allowed for a more accountable procurement
process, the Panel is concerned by a number of outstanding issues. Questions remain
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increased effort by Egypt to track and seize weapons. Some of the weapons from
Libya that transited into other areas, including the Sinai Peninsula and the Gaza
Strip, included man-portable air defence systems and anti-tank guided missiles.
Weapons are smuggled by land and sea into the Sinai Peninsula. Representatives of
the Government of Israel claimed that SA-7 man-portable air defence systems had
been launched against an Israeli military helicopter from the Sinai Peninsula.
Previously, the Israeli military publicly claimed that an SA-7 man-portable air
defence system had been fired at one of their aircraft over the Gaza Strip.
163. The 25 January 2014 destruction of an Egyptian military helicopter in the
Sinai Peninsula by non-State groups using man-portable air defence systems 16 raises
additional concerns about possible weapons proliferation. Recent media coverage of
voluntary weapons collections organized locally by communities in both the Sinai
Peninsula and the western part of the country 17 and their surrender to the authorities
offer further insight into the extent of illicit arms ownership and circulation
throughout the country, as well as the significance of Libya as a source of the
materiel.
Transfers to the Syrian Arab Republic
164. Libya has been a source of arms for the opposition forces in the Syrian Arab
Republic, owing to popular sympathies for the Syrian opposition, large available
stockpiles of weapons, the lack of law enforcement and a new generation of
domestic arms dealers who appeared during the Libyan uprising. Transfers of arms
and ammunition from Libya were among the first batches of weapons and
ammunition to reach the Syrian opposition. The Panel’s previous report concluded
that the Syrian Arab Republic had become a preeminent destination for Libyan
weapons and combatants (S/2013/99, para. 158).
165. Military materiel continues to flow from Libya to the Syrian Arab Republic
with various modes of financing, transport and actors involved. To investigate the
flows, the Panel interviewed numerous knowledgeable sources in Libya, including
several Libyan and foreign official sources and Libyan combatants returning from
the Syrian Arab Republic. The Panel visited Turkey in November 2013, including
Istanbul, Ankara, Gaziantep and the border town of Kilis. The Panel met with
representatives of the Government of Turkey, foreign government representatives,
members of the Syrian opposition and independent policy analysts. The Panel
conducted research in Lebanon and met officials, journalists and other sources.
166. The Panel requested access to the Syrian Arab Republic to discuss arms
proliferation from Libya with the authorities and to receive access to materiel that
had reportedly been seized from the opposition. The Syrian Arab Republic provided
information on weapons and individuals involved in transfers, but has not responded
to the visit request. The Panel gathered and analysed information about flight
patterns and shipping routes and contacted various Member States.
167. Turkish authorities, Syrian opposition figures and international sources all
cited concerns about transfers of weapons to radical armed groups and noted that the
__________________
16

17

42/97

See www.nytimes.com/2014/01/27/world/middleeast/militants-down-egyptian-helicopterkilling-5-soldiers.html?_r=0.
See http://english.ahram.org.eg/NewsContent/1/0/89279/Egypt/Egypt-army-chief-ElSisicommends-Matrouh-Bedouins-.aspx.
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Press Gaggle by Press Secretary Jay Carney -- Golden, CO,
9/13/12
Lions Park/Golden Community Center
Golden, Colorado
10:30 A.M. MDT
MR. CARNEY: Okay, thanks for doing this, this morning, from a spectacular gymnasium. I just wanted to note at
the top that the President spoke with the leaders of Libya and Egypt last night. As you know, we put out statements
on those productive phone calls that the President had. And beyond that, I think I’ll just take -- we can take your
questions.
Q Can you respond to the latest outbreak in Yemen? Are you guys concerned about that? And does that add
some more pressure to -- where are you on that?
MR. CARNEY: Well, we are doing everything we can to protect the safety and security of our personnel in Yemen.
And since the protests began, the Yemeni government has sent additional security forces to our embassy, and
Yemen’s President Hadi and other senior officials committed to maintain order and protect our personnel and
diplomatic facilities.
President Hadi has publicly condemned violence against diplomatic personnel and facilities. The Yemeni
government has also made clear that they will not tolerate violence against American personnel and will hold
perpetrators accountable for any such actions. Just so you know, all U.S. embassy personnel are safe and
accounted for.
I think it’s important to note with regards to that protest that there are protests taking place in different countries
across the world that are responding to the movie that has circulated on the Internet. As Secretary Clinton said
today, the United States government had nothing to do with this movie. We reject its message and its contents. We
find it disgusting and reprehensible. America has a history of religious tolerance and respect for religious beliefs
that goes back to our nation’s founding. We are stronger because we are the home to people of all religions,
including millions of Muslims, and we reject the denigration of religion.
We also believe that there is no justification at all for responding to this movie with violence. Muslims in the United
States and around the world have spoken out against violence, which has no place in religion and is no way to
honor religion. Islam respects the fundamental dignity of human beings, and it violates that dignity to wage attacks
on innocents. It is especially wrong for violence to be directed against diplomatic missions. These, after all, are
places whose very purpose is peaceful to promote better understanding across countries and cultures.
Governments everywhere have a responsibility to protect these places.

LATEST BLOG POSTS
May 30, 2014 10:55 AM EDT

West Wing Week: 5/30/14 or, "I Love
These Kids!"
May 29, 2014 6:18 PM EDT

President Obama Hosts the Healthy Kids
and Safe Sports Concussion Summit
President Obama hosts the the Healthy Kids and
Safe Sports Concussion Summit at the White
House to raise awareness and increase efforts to
curb concussions and traumatic brain injuries.
May 29, 2014 11:30 AM EDT

New Report: The All-of-the-Above Energy
Strategy as a Path to Sustainable Economic
Growth
The United States is producing more oil and
natural gas; generating more electricity from
renewables such as wind and solar; and
consuming less petroleum while holding electricity
consumption constant. These developments have
had substantial economic and energy security
benefits, and they are helping to reduce carbon
emissions in the energy sector and thereby tackle
the challenge posed by climate change.
VIEW ALL RELATED BLOG POSTS

Now, we understand that it is hard for some people around the world to understand why the United States does not
prevent movies like this from seeing the light of day. But as you know, our country --
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MR. CARNEY: No, no, I’m sorry, this is me. This is all me. I’m reiterating -- yes, I mean, I’m paraphrasing some of
what Clinton said.
Q

Reiterating what Clinton said --

MR. CARNEY: No, when I said as Secretary Clinton said -- these are not -Q

-- reprehensible?

MR. CARNEY: Yes, I’m paraphrasing her. The United States had nothing to do with this movie. We rejected -- this
is building off of what Secretary Clinton said, but this is not a verbatim quote of her statements.
Q

Can you pick it up from “we understand it’s hard for some” --

MR. CARNEY: Sure. It is hard for some people around the world to understand why the United States does not
prevent movies like this from seeing the light of day. For one, that is impossible in today’s world, as you know. But,
furthermore, and more importantly, our country has a long tradition of free expression, which is protected by law.
Our government does not and cannot stop individual citizens from expressing their views. Those of us who care
about religious tolerance and who respect religious beliefs must not allow a tiny minority of people to provoke
conflict between different religions, cultures, and countries. All leaders must draw a stark line against violence.
Q

Jay, can I ask about Egypt? Is the President considering withholding any aid or putting new strings attached to

the aid that’s already in place?
MR. CARNEY: No. I think it’s important to note, as the readout of the President’s call noted, that the -- first of all,
that we appreciate the public statements that President Morsi has made condemning acts of violence and
emphasizing that Egypt will honor its obligation to ensure the safety of American personnel. The President last
night made clear to his counterpart that the United States rejects efforts to denigrate Islam, but underscored that
there is never any justification for violence against innocents and acts that endanger American personnel and
facilities.
We have an important strategic partnership with Egypt, and that partnership continues. We are focused on
assisting Egypt as it -- and the new government there -- as it makes its way in the post-Mubarak era for that
country. And we are, as we are around the region, interested in assisting these countries to promote democracy,
respect for human rights, and economic development. And that’s certainly the case with Egypt.
Q

So no thoughts to amending any of that aid?

MR. CARNEY: No.
Q

Are you satisfied with the efforts the Egyptian government has taken to protect the U.S. facilities there?

MR. CARNEY: Well, I can tell you that the United States embassy in Cairo is secure and all U.S. government
personnel are safe and accounted for. There are protests, small protests, in Cairo continuing, and obviously, we are
monitoring that situation closely. And I would note that, again, the protests we’re seeing around the region are in
reaction to this movie. They are not directly in reaction to any policy of the United States or the government of the
United States or the people of the United States.
Any violence associated with the offense taken by the movie, of course, is unjustified, as we’ve made clear. But we
are monitoring the situation and the security of our embassies and our facilities and our personnel around the
world. It is important to note that as these protests are taking place in different countries around the world,
responding to the movie, that Friday, tomorrow, has historically been a day when there are protests in the Muslim
world. And we are watching very closely for developments that could lead to more protests. We anticipate that they
may continue.
Q Jay, the President yesterday said that Egypt isn’t an ally. Is that a new position, or based on some new
evaluation? Can you expand on -MR. CARNEY: No. The President, in diplomatic and legal terms, was speaking correctly, that we do not have an
alliance treaty with Egypt. “Ally” is a legal term of art. As I said, we don’t have a mutual defense treaty with Egypt
like we do, for example, with our NATO allies. But as the President has said, Egypt is a longstanding and close
partner of the United States, and we have built on that foundation by supporting Egypt’s transition to democracy and
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working with the new government.
Just last night, as you know, the President spoke with President Morsi to review the strategic partnership between
the United States and Egypt, while making clear our mutual obligations, including the protection of diplomats and
diplomatic facilities.
Q

Jay, Republicans are picking up on a column by a Washington Post writer looking at public records that says

the President has missed a lot of national security briefings and has not attended one since September 5th. What's
your response to that? Is he missing briefings that he should be attending, and what's your response to that?
MR. CARNEY: This line of criticism is based entirely on a fallacy. The President receives the presidential daily
briefing every day of the week.
Q

I'm sorry, say it again?

MR. CARNEY: He receives a presidential daily briefing, a PDB, every day of the week. He has briefings in person
with his national security team most days when he is at the White House. He has extensive conversations with,
meetings with and updates from his senior national security team, separate and apart from those specific meetings
and from the PDB that's prepared every day for him. And when he is on the road -- as you know, he travels, as is
the custom, with senior national security staff and is kept abreast of all the information that is provided in the PDB
on a regular basis, and is in regular contact with his senior national security staff in Washington when he's on the
road.
I find it -- I think that the President's record, when it comes to acting on -- interpreting correctly and acting on
intelligence in the interest of the security of the United States is one that we are happy to have examined and it is
one that he takes -- it is a responsibility that he takes enormously seriously.
Q

Can I go back to the protests you expect to continue tomorrow in Cairo? Is the U.S. --

MR. CARNEY: Well, I don’t know specifically in Cairo. It's just been the tradition -- it has been commonplace
through this period for protests to occur in the region, in particular on Fridays.
Q Is the U.S. -- are there any specific precautions that the U.S. is making to prepare for that? How is the
President monitoring that? And are we coordinating with President Morsi?
MR. CARNEY: We are, yes, coordinating with governments in the region and making sure that there's a clear
understanding about the responsibility of host governments to protect diplomatic facilities and personnel. The
President, very early after the incidents occurred in Benghazi and Cairo, directed that security -- precautions be
taken to enhance security at embassies and facilities around the world. And that is continuing to take place.
And he is being -- he is very much on top of this. I meant to and neglected to last night read out a briefing he
received from his Deputy National Security Advisor Denis McDonough that was focused specifically on
developments in the region with regards to the protest, but especially on the progress of efforts underway to
enhance security at our facilities.
He will also have a briefing later today with senior members of his national security team from here in Colorado after
this event.
Q

So was that a phone briefing with Denis?

MR. CARNEY: Yes, it was when we were in the air.
Q Were you able to -- there were reports of one of the third victims, a gentleman from Massachusetts, being
identified today. Can you confirm that? And has the fourth victim been identified?
MR. CARNEY: I would refer you to the State Department. I believe that they are handling notifications as well as
would be handling any public release of information about the other two victims.
Q

Can I change the subject for a minute?

MR. CARNEY: Sure.
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The sequester -- you guys have to -- a report that says exactly what you'll do. When will you do that? Is that

going to happen tomorrow?
MR. CARNEY: Yes, you can expect that report to be released tomorrow.
Q

Then, House Speaker says, we've done our bit; it's up to you guys, you're dragging your feet. Any response to

that?
MR. CARNEY: I haven't seen that comment. I find it surprising, since the Budget Control Act -- which majorities of
Republicans and Democrats in both houses of Congress supported -- contained within it the direction to Congress
to take action to find, through compromise, additional savings of $1.2 trillion, and if they could not achieve that, then
this sequester was the forcing mechanism -- rather, the sequester was the forcing mechanism to make it -- to
compel Congress to do its job.
So the Speaker of the House announcing that he has done his job, when in fact Congress has failed to do its job
and that is why the sequester still looms out there, is a rather remarkable statement.
There is a simple obstacle to resolving this, and that is the adamant refusal of Republicans in Congress to accept
the simple proposition that we need to have a balanced approach to solving our fiscal challenges. They would
rather see deep and harmful cuts in our defense spending, deep and harmful cuts in our non-defense discretionary
spending, in education, in border security, in assistance to veterans, in research and development. They would
rather see all of that than ask millionaires and billionaires to pay a little bit more to, as the President believes, return
to the marginal tax rates that were in place for wealthier Americans under President Clinton when this country
created more than 23 million jobs and there were many millionaires coined to boot.
So Congress needs to act, and it can act. One thing it could do to deal with the fiscal cliff -- which is a related
matter -- tomorrow, if they're actually working tomorrow, which is always a question, but if they were in session, they
could -- the House could immediately pass what the Senate passed, which is an extension of the tax cuts for 98
percent of the American people -- 98 percent of the American people.
The remarkable thing about the refusal to do that is that everyone in Washington agrees virtually that those tax cuts
should be extended -- Republicans, Democrats, independents, everyone, the President. So let's get that done.
And that would address a significant portion of the fiscal cliff. It would create certainty and security for middle-class
Americans and businesses. And it would be absolutely the right thing to do. But because of that adamant refusal
to simply accept balance, the Republicans have yet to take that simple measure.
Q Jay, I know this is a topic that we've been on before, but Romney is talking about China again today, and he
said the President has had the chance year after year to label China a currency manipulator and he hasn't done so.
MR. CARNEY: Look, I think that this President's record when it comes to making sure that American businesses
and American workers are competing on a level playing field, specifically with regards to China, is one we're proud
of. This President, this administration has taken significantly more actions at the World Trade Organization. And,
thus far, every action that we've taken has proved successful -- this President's commitment to both free and fair
trade.
And his focus is on ensuring that our businesses and workers are able to compete on a level playing field, because
if they do, if they are, he is very confident that we -- the American people and American businesses -- will compete
and win in the global economy.
MS. PSAKI: And I can just add one thing on Romney's record on that. In his own book, he questioned the
President's -- the actions of the administration and the President to put in place tariffs on Chinese tires, an action
that we know and have seen over the last couple of years has been very effective. And so that raises questions
about his own judgment on some of these issues.
Q

He questioned the wisdom of the tariffs?

MS. PSAKI: Yes. I can get you the piece from the book, too.
Q

So that raises questions --

MS. PSAKI: About his own judgment on what's effective.
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Can I just go back to Morsi real quick? It seems clear from the readout of the call that the President is

frustrated, or trying to put pressure anyway.
MR. CARNEY: Not at all.
Q

No?

MR. CARNEY: Well, he was very clear. I wouldn't say he was frustrated. I was with him when he made the call. It
was a long and substantive call. As the readout makes clear, the President reiterated the importance that and the
obligation that Egypt, as other countries, has to protect diplomatic personnel and diplomatic facilities. And he
appreciated President Morsi's expression of condolences as well as his assertion that he will abide by that
commitment.
Q

Was there something more specifically that the White House would like to see him do or say?

MR. CARNEY: I believe President Morsi this morning -- well, this morning our time, I'm not sure what time in Egypt
-- did make some public statements. That was what I was referring to when I talked about appreciating the public
statements that President Morsi has made condemning acts of violence and emphasizing that Egypt will honor its
obligation to ensure the safety of American personnel. Those were statements he made this morning.
Q

Jay, can I ask you about housing? The President barely mentioned it in his convention speech last week.

Yesterday, we were in Las Vegas, a city that's been really hammered by the foreclosure crisis. He made a couple of
references to housing, so he expanded on it a little bit. But it's clear it's something that the administration has fallen
short on its goals. I mean, I think you guys said you wanted to help 9 million homeowners, and I think about 2
million or so have been helped so far. Why isn't he talking about this more?
MS. PSAKI: Well, I'll start by just saying that Nevada is also the place where Mitt Romney presented his
comprehensive plan on housing to let the housing market hit bottom. And in contrast to that, the President has
taken a number of steps, including the HAMP program, including the HARP program that have benefited -- I believe
have benefited the people of Nevada by -- they've received hundreds of millions of dollars in the state as one of the
hardest-hit states across the country.
The President is the first to say that this is an issue where there's more that needs to be done. He has continued to
take steps over the course of his presidency to take more steps to improve programs when improvements can be
made. And he remains committed to doing that.
At the same time, his view and the view of many economists is the best thing we can do to help the housing market
is also to help the economy continue to recover and move that at a faster pace. And there's a number of steps he's
proposed to do that as well.
But I will say he spoke about it in Nevada yesterday, as you mentioned, briefly. He spoke about it when he was in
Nevada in May. He speaks about it when he's in states where this is an issue that the people of the state are
dealing with and confronting, and is happy to put his record and the efforts he's made to improve the housing
market up against Mitt Romney's any day of the week.
And, at the end of the day, what we're looking at here is who is going to be more committed to taking the steps
needed to continue to help the housing market moving forward. And when you put the President's record, when
you put the President's effort up against the Romney/Ryan view of just letting the market hit bottom, that seems like
there's a clear choice for the American people and especially the people who have been hit hard by this over the
last few years.
Q Why didn't he mention it in the speech last week? I mean, that was sort of his big chance to speak to the
American people. And, obviously, housing has been a huge part of the problem over the past four years.
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Look, he speaks about it frequently on the campaign trail. His speech last week was designed
to offer to the American people the choice moving forward, bringing that into focus. It didn't mean he spoke about
every issue that he was passionate about, every issue that impacts people across this country. And every time he's
out on the campaign trail, that's another opportunity for him to do that. And that's one of the reasons you heard him
speak to this issue yesterday.
MR. CARNEY: I think it's important to note, too, that the housing market that this President inherited was in
collapse and the housing finance system in utter disrepair. And this has been an enormous challenge, as you note.
And the variety of efforts the President has taken to address that challenge have assisted millions and millions of
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/09/13/press-gaggle-press-secretary-jay-carney-golden-co-91312
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homeowners. And one that I'd like to point out is through the GSEs and through the FHA, the efforts to allow
homeowners to take advantage of historically-low mortgage rates, which he was able to do administratively, which
has helped millions of families.
He has called on Congress to pass a universal refinancing initiative, which would allow all homeowners -responsible homeowners who qualify, even if their mortgages are underwater -- to take advantage of these
remarkably low rates, to stabilize their mortgage situation. It would do enormous help to millions of American
families and to the overall housing market. And that's another measure that Republicans have refused to pass,
which harms no one but the American people.
Q

On a somewhat related topic, the Federal Reserve said today that it's going to spend $40 billion a month to buy

mortgage-backed securities to help the economy. Any thoughts on that?
MR. CARNEY: I don't comment on the Fed or Fed actions.
Q

And the lady? (Laughter.)

MS. PSAKI: I wouldn't touch that with a 10-foot pole.
Q

Has the White House heard from Vice President Xi of China --

MR. CARNEY: I'll have to take that. I'm not sure.
MS. PSAKI: I can add one thing about the remarks. I know I flagged for you guys this morning it will have a similar
tone and content to yesterday. He'll start out with a topper on the events in Libya, reiterating his commitment to
protecting all Americans who are serving abroad, acknowledging how difficult it is for everyone to see disturbing
images on TV as they have over the last 24 hours, reminding the American people that together we can meet these
challenges. So you should expect to hear that from him when he speaks shortly.
Q

Thank you.

MR. CARNEY: Thank you all very much.
END
10:55 A.M. MDT
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MR. CARNEY: All right, good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. Thanks for being here.
Before I get started, I think you saw our updated guidance. As you now know, the President and the First Lady will
be attending the transfer of remains ceremony at Andrews -- Joint Base Andrews at 2:15 p.m. That is for the four
U.S. personnel who were killed in Libya. And then he will return here to the White House. And there will be press
coverage, pool coverage.
Q

September 14, 2012 9:45 PM

Press Briefing

Secretary Clinton will be joining the President?

MR. CARNEY: I believe that’s the case. I would refer you to the State Department.
Q

Any remarks out there?

MR. CARNEY: Yes, the President will have remarks.
And with that, I’ll take your questions.
Q

Jay, thanks very much. On the Libya attacks, was there any intelligence in advance that some kind of attack

could take place, especially because so many embassies were taking precautions because of 9/11? Was there any
advance warning at all?
LATEST BLOG POSTS

MR. CARNEY: I have seen that report, and the story is absolutely wrong. We were not aware of any actionable
intelligence indicating that an attack on the U.S. mission in Benghazi was planned or imminent. That report is false.
Q On the sequestration, I know you all are delivering the report today. Is there any reason that you didn’t deliver it
last week as the law required?
MR. CARNEY: I think I took this question last week and explained that it’s obviously a complex piece of business
and that we would have it by the end of this week, and we are releasing it later today.
Q Jay, as you know, the unrest in the Middle East is spreading to other embassies -- U.S. embassies. The
President’s critics are saying this is an indictment of his handling of the Arab Spring, that this has given rise to
further inflamed sentiment among Islamists. What’s his response to that?
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MR. CARNEY: Let me say a couple of things. First of all, we are obviously closely monitoring developments in the
region today. You saw that following the incidents in response to this video, the President directed the
administration to take a number of steps to prepare for continued unrest. And I noted yesterday in my gaggle that
Fridays have tended to be days when protests are larger in the Muslim world, and we were anticipating that.
When it comes to criticism, I would note that many observers, commentators, foreign policy experts, as well as
elected officials -- both Democrats and Republicans -- have pointed out that the criticism in particular from Governor
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/09/14/press-briefing-press-secretary-jay-carney-9142012
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Romney and his team, in what seems to be an attempt to score a political point, has been both factually wrong and

consumption constant. These developments have

poorly timed.

had substantial economic and energy security
benefits, and they are helping to reduce carbon

Now is a time when Americans should be coming together. The President is attending a ceremony this afternoon

emissions in the energy sector and thereby tackle
the challenge posed by climate change.

for the return of remains of four U.S. personnel who were killed in Libya as a result of this unrest. And his focus is
on ensuring that U.S. personnel and our facilities are protected. That is why he directed his administration to
ensure that security would be enhanced around the world at our diplomatic facilities.

VIEW ALL RELATED BLOG POSTS

He has, as you know, because we’ve read out these phone calls, had numerous conversations with leaders in the
region including the Presidents of Egypt and Libya. He sent a message, a personal message to the leader of
Turkey, Prime Minister Erdogan, asking for his assistance to speak out against the violence. And I think you saw
that the Prime Minister did that. And the President is very appreciative of these statements and the actions these
leaders have taken personally.
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President Morsi again today as well as yesterday has spoken out against any violence and committed himself to

Twitter

Vimeo

Flickr

iTunes

Google+

LinkedIn

protecting U.S. diplomatic facilities and personnel in Egypt.
We also need to understand that this is a fairly volatile situation and it is in response not to United States policy, not
to obviously the administration, not to the American people. It is in response to a video, a film that we have judged
to be reprehensible and disgusting. That in no way justifies any violent reaction to it, but this is not a case of
protests directed at the United States writ large or at U.S. policy. This is in response to a video that is offensive to
Muslims.
Again, this is not in any way justifying violence, and we’ve spoken very clearly out against that and condemned it.
And the President is making sure in his conversations with leaders around the region that they are committed, as
hosts to diplomatic facilities, to protect both personnel and buildings and other facilities that are part of the U.S.
representation in those countries.
Q Let me just follow up on the sequestration as well. Members of Congress are pointing to the fact that the report
that you’re due to release today could spotlight the loss of numerous jobs, many of them in defense, criticizing the
administration for allowing that to potentially happening and potentially weakening U.S. national security as a
result. What’s your response to that?
MR. CARNEY: I think it’s important to step back and look at what the sequester is. The sequester was put into
place as part of the Budget Control Act in order to compel Congress to do its job. The sequester was designed to
be bad policy, to be onerous, to be objectionable to both Democrats and Republicans. And it is important to
remember that Democrats and Republicans voted in majorities in both houses of Congress in support of this. And
some Republican leaders who are now decrying the sequester were very vocal in their support of it as part of this
package, the Budget Control Act, last year.
The whole point of it was to compel Congress to take action to further reduce our deficit, to find $1.2 trillion in
additional cuts -- cuts that should come in a balanced, thoughtful way through policy decisions and not in a kind of
across-the-board draconian manner that is written into the sequester.
What has been an obstacle to the achievement of reasonable cuts that would account for the $1.2 trillion called for
in the Budget Control Act has been the adamant refusal of Republicans to accept the fundamental principle that we
ought to deal with our fiscal challenges in a balanced way. Republicans have, unfortunately, made clear that they
would rather see cuts in defense that could harm our national security, cuts in education and innovation, research
and development, in border security, cuts in vital programs and investments that we make as a nation, rather than
ask millionaires and billionaires to pay a single dollar more in taxes.
That's not a responsible approach. It is not a common-sense approach. It is not a balanced approach. One thing
that the House could do in its few days here in Washington before it goes off again on recess is follow the Senate's
lead and pass a tax cut -- an extension of a tax cut or tax cuts -- for the middle class, 98 percent of the American
people. These are tax cuts that everybody in Washington agrees on -- Democrats, Republicans, independents.
The President agrees with them. Republicans say they want those tax cuts extended. Why won't they pass them?
Because they insist that millionaires and billionaires need a tax cut, too.
The President believes we can't afford that. And we can argue about that, we can argue about whether or not the
top 2 percent of taxpayers in America deserve another tax cut as part of the election, and then that can be decided
by the election.
But why not, for the sake of the middle class, for the sake of economic stability, for the sake of dealing with a large
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portion of the fiscal cliff, pass the tax cut for 98 percent of the American people today? That would be a very
welcome sign I think to the American people that Congress is taking its responsibility seriously and Congress is
addressing these challenges in a thoughtful and bipartisan and balanced way.
Jake.
Q

My colleague from the Associated Press asked you a direct question, was there any intelligence suggesting

that there would be an attack on the U.S. consulates. You said that a story -- referred to a story being false and
said there was no actionable intelligence. But you didn't answer his question. Was there any intelligence, period -intelligence, period -- suggesting that there was going to be an attack on either the embassy -MR. CARNEY: There was no intelligence that in any way could have been acted on to prevent these attacks. It is - I mean, I think the DNI spokesman was very declarative about this that the report is false. The report suggested
that there was intelligence that was available prior to this that led us to believe that this facility would be attacked,
and that is false.
Q

Why was there not adequate security around Ambassador Stevens?

MR. CARNEY: In terms of the security at the Benghazi facility or post, I would have to refer you to the State
Department for specifics about what security was there. There was a security presence. It was unfortunately not
enough to resist the attacks that we saw and resulted in the tragic loss of life. But there was security.
It is also the case that in reaction to this the President has ordered that we review all of our security arrangements
for embassy facilities and other diplomatic facilities around the world. But in terms of the specific security that was
in place at Benghazi, I’d have to refer you to the State Department.
Q Wouldn’t it seem logical that the anniversary of 9/11 would be a time that you would want to have extra security
around diplomats and military posts?
MR. CARNEY: Well, as you know, we are very vigilant around anniversaries like 9/11. The President is always
briefed and brought up to speed on all the precautions being taken. But let’s be -Q

But saying you’re very vigilant and being very vigilant are different things.

MR. CARNEY: Jake, let’s be clear, these protests were in reaction to a video that had spread to the region -Q

At Benghazi? What happened at Benghazi --

MR. CARNEY: We certainly don't know. We don't know otherwise. We have no information to suggest that it was
a preplanned attack. The unrest we’ve seen around the region has been in reaction to a video that Muslims, many
Muslims find offensive. And while the violence is reprehensible and unjustified, it is not a reaction to the 9/11
anniversary that we know of, or to U.S. policy.
Q But the group around the Benghazi post was well armed. It was a well-coordinated attack. Do you think it was
a spontaneous protest against a movie?
MR. CARNEY: Look, this is obviously under investigation, and I don’t have –
Q But your operating assumption is that that was in response to the video, in Benghazi? I just want to clear that
up. That’s the framework? That’s the operating assumption?
MR. CARNEY: Look, it’s not an assumption -Q Because there are administration officials who don’t -- who dispute that, who say that it looks like this was
something other than a protest.
MR. CARNEY: I think there has been news reports on this, Jake, even in the press, which some of it has been
speculative. What I’m telling you is this is under investigation. The unrest around the region has been in response
to this video. We do not, at this moment, have information to suggest or to tell you that would indicate that any of
this unrest was preplanned.
What is true about Libya is that -- well, a couple of things. One, is it’s one of the more pro-American countries in the
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region. Two, it is a very new government; it is a country that has just come out of a revolution and a lot of turmoil,
and there are certainly a lot of armed groups. So the fact that there are weapons in the region and the new
government is not -- is still building up its capacities in terms of security and its ability to ensure the security of
facilities, is not necessarily reflective of anything except for the remarkable transformation that’s been going on in
the region.
Q Jay, my last question. It was said that what happened on 9/11 was a failure of imagination, failure of American
policymakers and counterterrorism officials to anticipate the kind of attack that could have taken place. This would
seem to be the exact opposite. Was this a failure by the Obama administration? Did the President and his
administration mess up in any way?
MR. CARNEY: Jake, again, what we have seen is unrest around the region in response to a video that Muslims
find offensive, many Muslims find offensive. We have seen incidents like this in the past, in reaction to other actions
-- cartoons and other actions that have been taken, that have been -- have led to protests and violence in the
region. And we have managed those situations, and we are working to ensure that our diplomatic personnel and
our diplomatic facilities are secure as we deal with the response to this video, which we believe is offensive and
disgusting.
Q

So that’s a no? Entirely the fault of the filmmaker?

MR. CARNEY: Again, I don’t think -- I think you have to understand what is happening currently in the region and
what it is a response to. This is not -- this has been in -Q

I don’t think I need to understand that. I think the people who protect the embassies need to understand it.

MR. CARNEY: The cause of the unrest was a video, and that continues today, as you know, as we anticipated.
And it may continue for some time. We are working with governments around the region to remind them of their
responsibilities to provide security to diplomatic personnel and facilities, and we are ensuring that more resources
are put in place to protect our embassies and consulates and our personnel in these parts of the world where unrest
is occurring.
Q

Thank you.

Q You’ve mentioned a number of times now that this was in response to a video or a film. Would you not agree,
though, that it’s moved beyond that? That some are stirring violence by focusing on U.S. policy, or targeting the
U.S. in general? That it’s no longer just about the film?
MR. CARNEY: Well, the reason why there is unrest is because of the film; this is in response to the film. I don’t
doubt -Q

Well, that’s what sparked it. You think that’s what sparked it.

MR. CARNEY: We do think that’s what sparked it.
Q

Right. But it’s moved beyond that, hasn’t it?

MR. CARNEY: Well, I don’t -- we obviously are not polling protesters to find out what their motivations are. There
is no question that there’s anti-American sentiment in various countries around the Middle East; that’s not a
discovery I think we’ve made today. What is the case is that the protesters in these countries are not representative
of the broader sentiment in those countries, at least in the sense that -- sentiment that would say that the reaction,
the proper reaction to a film that is offensive is violence. As I said yesterday, that’s not in keeping with Islam, and
it’s certainly something that we do not accept. And we have made clear to leaders in the region that they need to
make clear that it is not an acceptable reaction to a film, however offensive it might be.
Again, this is not a film that the United States government had anything to do with. We reject its message and its
contents. We find it both disgusting and reprehensible. America has a history of religious tolerance and respect for
religious beliefs, and that history goes back to our nation’s founding. But there is absolutely -- as I’ve said,
absolutely no justification at all for responding to this movie with violence, and we are making -- we are working,
rather, to make sure that Muslims around the globe hear that message.
Q It’s my understanding that at least four people have been arrested in the death of the Americans. Does the
President think that whoever is arrested for this violence should be tried here in the U.S.?
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MR. CARNEY: This is an ongoing investigation. We’re obviously working with our -- with the Libyan government on
this matter. The President has made clear that he wants the assailants, the attackers to be brought to justice. But I
am not going to prejudge outcomes or courses of action as this investigation is underway.
Q And then another question on the phone call that the President had with Benjamin Netanyahu. Is it correct that
the President refused to lay down a red line in terms of what Iran shouldn’t cross with its nuclear program?
MR. CARNEY: This has been an ongoing discussion in the press that’s not specific to the phone call -- the one of
many that the President has had with Prime Minister Netanyahu. The President’s red line has been clear. The
President has made clear that he is committed to preventing Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. We are
completely in sync with Israel on that matter. There is no daylight between the United States and Israel when it
comes to the absolute commitment to preventing Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon.
We are pursuing a policy that includes incredibly intense punitive sanctions, unprecedented in history against Iran,
of sanctions that are in place as a result of diplomatic work that has created an international consensus that did not
exist prior to President Obama taking office and that has resulted, again, in unprecedented pressure and isolation
for the regime in Tehran.
There is still time and space for that course to be pursued, because the best way to ensure that Iran does not have
a nuclear weapon, does not acquire a nuclear weapon is to force and compel Iran to make the decision that it
needs to forego its nuclear weapons ambitions, get right with the world, abide by its international obligations under
the United Nations, and rejoin the community of nations by doing so.
It is also the case that this President has made absolutely clear that he does not remove any option from the table
in terms of fulfilling his commitment to prevent Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. And we’ve also made clear
that the window of opportunity here in terms of pursuing the diplomatic course will not remain open indefinitely.
What is a fact is that we have eyes onto the Iranian nuclear program and we would be aware of any so-called
breakout move by the Iranians towards building a nuclear weapon. That has not occurred, but that window of
opportunity will close at some point. And Iran needs to take seriously its responsibilities and to forego and forsake
its nuclear weapons ambitions.
Nancy.
Q

I want to go back to Jake’s question for a minute because it seems like the point he’s asking is not what the

cause of the unrest was, but whether there are lessons to be learned by this administration or by the State
Department, or by the military about safeguarding diplomatic personnel or restricting their movements, especially in
a country as volatile as Libya.
MR. CARNEY: Well, this is under active investigation and it’s certainly a reasonable question. And it stands to
reason that there may be lessons learned, as there always are when you have investigations into incidents like
this.
My point was simply that we are responding to and coping with and dealing with, with countries around the globe,
unrest brought about by this offensive video, and taking action to ensure that security is enhanced and augmented
at diplomatic facilities around the globe.
Q On Egypt, can you clear up whether the country is an ally or not? The State Department says it is; the
President says it’s not an ally, but it’s not an enemy.
MR. CARNEY: I think you may have heard me, anyway, address this yesterday. Let me be clear: Egypt is a critical,
strategic partner of the United States. As you know, the President had an important conversation with President
Morsi very early yesterday morning, very late at night in Colorado, about the need to protect our embassy and our
personnel in Cairo, and the need to denounce the violence.
President Morsi expressed his condolences for the tragic loss of American life in Libya, and emphasized that Egypt
would honor its obligation to ensure the safety of American personnel. The President is very appreciative of the
statement President Morsi made and for the actions he has taken to date to secure our embassy.
Let me make clear that the President’s interview with Telemundo was not in any way an effort to change our
relationship with Egypt. We have had a longstanding partnership with Egypt and have supported their transition to
democracy, and we are now working to build our relationship with what is obviously a new government.
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We were told that the President was blunt and perturbed in that conversation with President Morsi. What was

he concerned specifically about when it comes to the way that President Morsi handled the early hours of this
unrest?
MR. CARNEY: The President was very clear with President Morsi about Egypt’s responsibilities as a host nation to
provide security to diplomatic facilities and diplomatic personnel. And it was a very productive conversation, as I
said yesterday, and it was substantive and long. I wouldn’t necessarily use the adjectives you did to describe how
the President felt about the call. In fact, it was a very focused and productive conversation.
Q And on the sequester, can you describe for us a little bit about how the administration -- what the process was
that the administration used to compile this report? Who was involved in making the decisions about what should
get cut? And how did they decide what should get cut?
MR. CARNEY: Well, I would refer you to a briefing we’re going to provide later on the sequester. It is, as I said
earlier, a pretty complex piece of business. And the Office of Management and Budget within the Executive Branch
is the principal actor when it comes to assessing these things.
Q

Jay?

MR. CARNEY: Yes.
Q Folks at State have said that there was a review of security at diplomatic installations in light of the upcoming
9/11 anniversary. Was there also a review in light of the possible impact of the trailers from this film?
MR. CARNEY: I would refer you to the State Department. Again, there is always, annually, as well as other
moments -- predictable moments on the calendar, measures taken, precautions taken with regards to security both
at our facilities abroad, but, of course, here in the United States. And we’ve been transparent in briefing you about
when those moments occur and some of the things that are done to help enhance security.
With regard to the specific preparations for 9/11, I would refer you to the State Department for -- as it applies to
diplomatic installations.
Q

Are you suggesting the impact of the film was less predictable?

MR. CARNEY: Well, I’m saying that the fact that the film was about to inspire this reaction -- well, again, I don't
want to -- this is all under investigation, so I don't want to get that far ahead of -- or get ahead at all of the
investigation. I would refer you again to the State Department for whatever precautions were taken for diplomatic
facilities in the run-up to the 9/11 anniversary.
Q There’s also a lot of attention on how the President gets his daily briefing, at least in recent days. And the
indications are that it has been in written form in the past week or so. Is it your sense that a briefing in person is no
more efficient, no more effective than giving the President his PDB in print?
MR. CARNEY: Well, let’s be clear, because it’s selective representation of the facts about the last few days. Just in
the last 24 hours, the President has been briefed numerous times, directly, by National Security Advisor Tom
Donilon, by Deputy National Security Advisor Denis McDonough, by Homeland Security and Counterterrorism
Advisor John Brennan, and others, including a secure call at 2:00 p.m. yesterday and another briefing at 10:00 p.m.
yesterday. And he did, as he does every day, obviously have a presidential daily briefing today, and constant
updates from his team.
I would say that this debate, when you say there’s been some criticism, the quarters from which that criticism come
are pretty clear, and who occupies those quarters is pretty clear. And I would simply say that this President is a
absolutely responsible and voracious consumer of the presidential daily briefing and of the information provided to
him by his national security team. His record of evaluating and acting on intelligence I think speaks for itself. And
I’ll leave it at that.
Q

Is the criticism less valid because of the quarters from where it comes? The question remains whether --

MR. CARNEY: He gets his -- but what is the question? He gets his presidential daily briefing every day. He has -Q The crisis -- the President speaks directly to his national security advisor. Obviously, the suggestion here is
that’s a more efficient way of communicating than getting a written briefing.
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MR. CARNEY: No, he gets both. He does both. He does both all the time -- all the time. And when he is here in
Washington he has briefings in person in the Oval Office with his national security team regularly. And when he is
on the road, he has phone conversations that supplement and augment the briefings he receives on paper that are
specific to the so-called PDB. I hardly think that is different from previous Presidents. And again -- well, I’ll leave it
at that.
Q You, in answering the previous questions, have said there was no actionable intelligence with regard to the
facility in Benghazi, the consulate in Benghazi itself. Can you say the same with regard to the rest of Libya and the
rest of the Middle East?
MR. CARNEY: I would refer you to the DNI and to others. The report was -- I mean, I just -- the report was specific
to Benghazi, and we know for a fact that that report is false.
Q

But, I mean, the Cairo embassy was breached as well. Was there any intelligence that would --

MR. CARNEY: I haven’t asked that question, so I’ll have to take the question.
Q

There was an indication that the President around the U.N. meetings would be meeting with President Morsi on

the periphery as these things go. Is that meeting still on?
MR. CARNEY: Well, you just asserted something that was on that you said there was some discussion about, so
you kind of did two things in that questions.
The President has no bilateral meetings scheduled at this time while he’s in New York.
Q

Formal or informal in any way, shape, or form?

MR. CARNEY: None that I have to announce at this time.
Q And on a larger sense, does the President or does the White House feel that relations with the Muslim world in
general and the Arab countries in particular are better now than when he took office?
MR. CARNEY: We have witnessed historic change in the region in just the last few years. This President’s
approach to what has been called the Arab Spring, to this unrest has been to lay out a set of principles and support
for human rights, and to make clear that we support a process of non-violent, political and economic change and
reform in the region. That looks different in different countries.
There are countries where the transition has occurred or is occurring, like Egypt, Yemen, Libya, and Tunisia. And in
those countries, we are working to help those new governments consolidate their democracies, deal with security
needs, and stabilize their economies. In other places like Syria that are still in the throes of a revolution, we have
vocally opposed the brutality of the regime and are supporting the aspirations of the people.
You’ve heard us document and discuss the non-lethal support we’re providing to the opposition, the over $100
million in humanitarian aid that we’re supplying to the Syrian people, and the diplomatic support that we’ve provided
them.
This is a circumstance of dramatic change that has come because of a fervent desire by people of the region to
have greater rights, greater freedoms, greater control over their lives. And we have actively engaged in the region
to support non-violent democratic transition, to support governments that profess and demonstrate support for civil
rights of all peoples, both genders and minorities. And we are working with these countries to help them progress in
a way that is better for the people of those countries and better for the national security interest of the United
States.
Q All great intentions at this moment, embassies across the region are under siege, so it appears that the
message isn’t getting through.
MR. CARNEY: Well, I appreciate the question, or the statement, rather. But the unrest that we’ve seen is in
reaction to a film with which the United States government had no involvement, which we have denounced is
offensive.
And as I said yesterday, obviously, it can be difficult to understand in some countries why the United States can’t
simply eliminate this kind of expression. But as you know, it is in the absolute core of our being as Americans that
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we allow freedom of expression that is written into our Constitution and is one of our fundamental principles. And
protecting speech, even offensive speech, is a foundational principle of our democracy. But we can nevertheless
denounce and condemn expressions of speech that we find offensive, and we have made that clear around the
world, as well as here in the United States.
Yes, Jared.
Q

I think you just answered my question.

MR. CARNEY: Excellent.
Q

The Muslim Brotherhood in both Egypt and Tunisia has kind of suggested they want the U.S. and the Obama

administration to apologize for this video. Is that something you all have considered doing or have done?
MR. CARNEY: Absolutely not. We have made clear that we find it offensive and reprehensible and disgusting, but
we -- I mean, if in that sense, you mean we have denounced it, we have said we find it offensive and reprehensible,
but we will not -- we cannot and will not squelch freedom of expression in this country. It is a foundational principle
of this nation.
Q Jay, freedom of expression issues aside, do you know of any government agencies who are trying to get to the
bottom of who produced this video? Is there any reason -MR. CARNEY: I don't. I’ve seen a lot of reporters attempting to find out its origin, buy I have not heard of any. But
I just -- you would have to direct that at some other agencies. But not that I’m aware of.
Q

Do you see any reason for any federal agencies to look into it?

MR. CARNEY: I don't. I think based on what I’ve just said, the issue here isn’t -- we all know what the film is and its
contents and understand why it is offensive to Muslims. We also understand that there is no justification for
violence and reaction to that, and have made that message clear around the world.
The President has made statements, the Secretary of State. We have consulted with leaders -- Muslim leaders
around the world and asked them to make clear that violence is not an acceptable response to this film.
Q

Was the President made aware of this film before or after the violence?

MR. CARNEY: Made aware of the film?
Q Right. Because it seems like you’re pinning a lot of this on the film. I’m just curious when the President was
aware of a film that could be potentially incendiary.
MR. CARNEY: I would have to take the question. I’m not aware of -- I certainly wasn’t aware of the film before
there was unrest related to it.
Q Okay. And if I could just follow up on -- you earlier said the cause of the unrest was a video, then you repeated
something similar later on. And I just want to be clear, that's true of Benghazi and Cairo?
MR. CARNEY: I’m saying that that -- the incident in Benghazi, as well as elsewhere, that these are all being
investigated. What I’m saying is that we have no evidence at this time to suggest otherwise that there was a
preplanned or ulterior instigation behind that unrest.
Christi.
Q

Jay, did the White House ask YouTube to take that video down?*

MR. CARNEY: I’m sorry, I’d have to -- I don't believe so, but I’ll have to take that question.
Q

Or anybody in the administration?

MR. CARNEY: We’ll have to take it.
Q

And on the Chicago teacher strike --

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/09/14/press-briefing-press-secretary-jay-carney-9142012

Page 8 of 12

000104

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 103 of 170

Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jay Carney, 9/14/2012 | The White House

5/30/14, 11:24 AM

MR. CARNEY: I believe -- I mean, it wasn’t -- again, I’m just -- based on press reports, it was taken down in the
region, right, not everywhere?
Q

I just wondered if the -- anyone from the administration had intervened or made a request or anything like that.

MR. CARNEY: Let me take that.
Q

On the Chicago teacher strike, has the President weighed in with the parties to those talks in any way?

MR. CARNEY: We have been very clear that we hope and expect both sides to resolve this in a manner that is
positive for the most important affected party here, which are the students, the children of Chicago. That’s the
position we’ve taken. I can’t say that there’s -- I don’t know whether there’s been phone conversations with various
people involved. I can tell you that we believe the party should come together and resolve this in a way that is best
for Chicago’s students.
Q

So he may have called, did you say?

MR. CARNEY: No, I just -- I don’t have any phone calls to report out. What our position has been is to make clear
that we want this resolved in a manner that is best for Chicago’s students.
Q

He’s got ties to labor and management, obviously. Does he feel like it’s his role to get involved in any way?

MR. CARNEY: I think that we -- what’s important here is that the two sides here and all the parties that are
stakeholders come together, work out a resolution that gets -- makes sure that the children of Chicago are back in
school getting an education, and that everybody involved is guided by a desire to do what’s best for the kids,
because that’s what’s most important.
Yes, Jon-Christopher.
Q Jay, it seems like the unrest has now spread through the Sudan as of this morning. Can you shed any light on
any conversations the President has had with his closest allies -- for example, Great Britain’s Prime Minister
Cameron, President Hollande of France, or Chancellor Merkel in Germany?
MR. CARNEY: About the unrest?
Q

Yes, any conversation they may have had very recently.

MR. CARNEY: Well, I don’t have any other foreign leader conversations to read out. We’ve read out a number of
them in the last 24 to 36 hours, but I don’t have any other -Q

They didn’t include those top allies?

MR. CARNEY: I don’t have any calls with any other foreign leaders to read out.
Q

Will he be talking to them over the weekend do you think?

MR. CARNEY: I don’t have a schedule to announce of foreign leaders calls. It’s always possible.
Leslie.
Q Can you go back a little bit on the call that he made to the President of Egypt? Was there anything in particular
that prompted that call? And apparently they’ve erected a new fence -- a wall overnight, a concrete wall. Was that
discussed during the call with the President? Is that something -MR. CARNEY: I don’t think specific measures were discussed. The point of the call -- remember, he made several
-- he has made several calls to leaders in the region -- was to discuss with them the unrest and the measures that
these countries are taking to ensure the security of diplomatic facilities and American personnel. And that was the
crux of the conversation with President Morsi.
Q

Did he express displeasure with the initial reaction from the Egyptian government and ask them to --

MR. CARNEY: We gave a readout of the call. I don’t really have more for that -- more on that for you. I think he
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made clear that we have an important strategic partnership with Egypt. We are working very closely with Egypt and
the government there to assist it in helping it stabilize the situation in the country and helping its economy improve
as it transitions to democracy.
But the President also made clear that Egypt has obligations, as do other countries in the region and countries all
over the world, to ensure that diplomatic representations in those countries are secure. The whole point of
embassies and diplomatic facilities, the purpose behind them is to allow for the peaceful interaction between
nations to build relationships, build partnerships, and to avoid conflict. And that is why it is so important that
embassies, consulates, other facilities, and personnel are protected.
Yes, Alexis.
Q

Jay, you were talking about the U.S. experience with reactions to either accidental or purposeful anti-Muslim --

burning of Qurans, et cetera. So my question is, are U.S. personnel who are abroad, who are seeing this erupt now
over what you’re saying is, as far as we know, just based on a film reportedly by anti-Muslim folks -- is there a
concern in the U.S. government that this would encourage others who have these motivations to continue trying to
inject these thoughts into that part of the world where this reaction could be predicted? And is the United States or
the government making any additional effort to either surveil to protect American personnel or monitor this
information, or to consider this almost like an act of war, to be continuing to inject that kind of thought into that
region?
MR. CARNEY: Alexis, I think we have as a nation been in a posture, especially since 9/11, but even prior to that,
where we have monitored and been aware of anti-American sentiment in that region of the world and elsewhere.
And obviously, we are absolutely vigilant and continue to be, and that is the work of many agencies, in particular the
intelligence community.
Since 9/11, we have seen periods like this where there has been an unrest in reaction to specific incidents,
including Danish cartoons and including other incidents that have taken place that have offended Muslims in
different countries and led to unrest directed at either the West or specifically at the United States. And this is
something that both this administration and the prior administration have had to manage.
In terms of policy, we continue to make clear that in this case, we find the video reprehensible and disgusting. We
continue to try to get the message out as broadly as we can that this video is -- has nothing to do, is not in any way
related to the American government. It does not represent who we are or what we believe.
And we continue to pursue policies in the region that are aimed at helping these countries that are in transition,
through this traumatic transformation that's happening, towards democracy, towards a better future, and towards -we hope and are working for -- a strong, better relationship with the United States.
Goyal.
Q

Two questions. One, as far as this 9/11 anniversary and violence around the Middle East is concerned, last

week there was a peace walk by the interfaith community walking from Cathedral to the Mahatma Gandhi statue in
front of the Indian Embassy. And they all spoke -- Muslims, Hindus, and Christians and Jews -- all faiths from
around the globe, they were there -- hundreds of them. They all spoke for peace and unity, and they were saying
that President Obama has brought peace in the Middle East. And they spoke against violence in the name of
religion. But still, we have this violence around the globe, or in the Middle East or in Libya in the name of -MR. CARNEY: Do you have a question, Goyal?
Q -- in the name of religion. My question is that you think the President needs another message for those people
who are being misguided and misled in the name of religion?
MR. CARNEY: Well, I think we’ve spoken a lot today about the message that the President is carrying, the
message that the Secretary of State is carrying, and you’ll hear more about that. But I mean, that's -- I really can't
go beyond that.
Q And second, if I may, as far as Iran’s nuclear is concerned, do you believe that the President has any
information that the Chinese companies are helping Iran as far as their nuclear ambitions are concerned? And
also, Chinese companies are supplying some weapons to the terrorists?
MR. CARNEY: I don't have any response to that question.
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Dennis.
Q

Thanks. Can you talk a little bit about how the decisions are made about who the President is talking to? I

mean, we saw reports from Tunis and Khartoum just before you came out here. For example, would he not speak
to the President of Sudan versus Yemen, Egypt, India, for example, about events and risks in those locations?
MR. CARNEY: I’m not sure exactly what you’re asking. He has made a number of phone calls, had a number of
conversations with leaders in the region. I’m not precluding other phone calls and other conversations that he might
have. I think he’s reaching out in order to make clear our position and make clear our expectation of these
countries and their governments in terms of their obligations to provide security for diplomatic facilities.
Q

So is Donilon or Brennan advising or suggesting specific --

MR. CARNEY: Well, certainly, those two men are part of his -- are very key members of his national security team,
but I don't think it’s limited to those two.
Q

Jay, can you clarify something?

MR. CARNEY: I could try.
Q

You’ve taken about four or five questions during the course of the briefing. Can you be sure to pump the actual

answers that you come up with to those out -- to the full press list and not just have them disappear somewhere, as
they tend to do sometimes? (Laughter.)
MR. CARNEY: Well, I promise to follow up on those questions I took. If I don't have answers that I can provide, I -Q Well, can you distribute them to the press list the way you would the transcript of the briefing, et cetera?
Because we all share the same questions.
MR. CARNEY: If we have the answers that are responsive to the questions, yes. (Laughter.) I mean, again, it
depends on what the question is and whether I'm able to answer it.
Q Jay, notwithstanding your explanations today for the reasons for the violence in the Middle East, there are
Republicans -- Donald Rumsfeld, John McCain -- who say the attacks on our diplomatic posts in the Middle East
are a result of perceived American weakness. Do you want to respond to that?
MR. CARNEY: I'll just go back to what I said, which is that this is a time when it's in the best interests of the country
to focus on the four personnel, the four Americans that we lost in Libya and who are returning home today, and on
the measures that we need to take as a nation to deal with the unrest in the region and deal with the security of our
diplomatic facilities and personnel abroad.
We are happy to debate -- and there is certainly ample time and appropriate times to debate foreign policy
approaches, this President's record on foreign policy, and contrast it to other approaches and other records.
And there will actually be a formal occasion in which foreign policy will be debated as part of the presidential
campaign debates. And I'm sure there will be much discussion of it prior to and after that debate. We're very proud
of the President's record on foreign policy and are happy to make the case at the appropriate time. Thank you all.
Q Jay, one last question -- while we were sitting here -- Secretary Panetta and the Vice Chair of the Joint Chiefs
briefed the Senate Armed Services Committee. And the senators came out and said their indication was that this,
or the attack on Benghazi was a terrorist attack organized and carried out by terrorists, that it was premeditated, a
calculated act of terror. Levin said -- Senator Levin -- I think it was a planned, premeditated attack. The kind of
equipment that they had used was evidence it was a planned, premeditated attack. Is there anything more you can
-- now that the administration is briefing senators on this, is there anything more you can tell us?
MR. CARNEY: Well, I think we wait to hear from administration officials. Again, it's actively under investigation,
both the Benghazi attack and incidents elsewhere. And my point was that we don't have and did not have concrete
evidence to suggest that this was not in reaction to the film. But we’re obviously investigating the matter, and I’ll
certainly -- I’m sure both the Department of Defense and the White House and other places will have more to say
about that as more information becomes available.
Q

Thank you.

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/09/14/press-briefing-press-secretary-jay-carney-9142012

Page 11 of 12

000107

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 106 of 170

Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jay Carney, 9/14/2012 | The White House

5/30/14, 11:24 AM

MR. CARNEY: Thanks.
Q

Week ahead, Jay?

MR. CARNEY: Do we have a week ahead? I don’t have one yet, so we’ll have to put it out on paper. Thank you.
END
12:38 P.M. EDT
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“Those who cannot remember the past are condemned to repeat it.”
-- George Santayana, Reason in Common Sense (1905)

INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to Title III of the Omnibus Diplomatic and Antiterrorism Act of
1986, 22 U.S.C. § 4831 et seq., (the “Act”), Secretary of State Hillary Rodham
Clinton convened an Accountability Review Board (ARB) for Benghazi to
examine the facts and circumstances surrounding the September 11-12, 2012,
killings of four U.S. government personnel, including the U.S. Ambassador to
Libya, John Christopher Stevens, in Benghazi, Libya. A series of attacks on
September 11-12, 2012 involving arson, small-arms and machine-gun fire, and use
of rocket-propelled grenades (RPGs), grenades and mortars, focused on two U.S.
facilities in Benghazi, as well as U.S. personnel en route between the two facilities.
In addition, the attacks severely wounded two U.S. personnel, injured three Libyan
contract guards and resulted in the destruction and abandonment of both facilities –
the U.S. Special Mission compound (SMC) and Annex.
Four Board members were selected by the Secretary of State and one
member from the intelligence community (IC) was selected by the Director for
National Intelligence. Ambassador Thomas R. Pickering served as Chairman, with
Admiral Michael Mullen as Vice Chairman. Additional members were Catherine
Bertini, Richard Shinnick, and Hugh Turner, who represented the IC.
The criminal investigation of the September 11-12, 2012, Benghazi attacks,
for which the statutory responsibility rests with the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI), was still underway at the time of this report. The Board enjoyed excellent
cooperation with the Department of Justice and FBI throughout preparation of this
report. The key questions surrounding the identity, actions and motivations of the
perpetrators remain to be determined by the ongoing criminal investigation.
As called for by the Act, this report examines: whether the attacks were
security related; whether security systems and procedures were adequate and
implemented properly; the impact of intelligence and information availability;
whether any other facts or circumstances in these cases may be relevant to
appropriate security management of U.S. missions worldwide; and, finally,
whether any U.S. government employee or contractor, as defined by the Act,
breached her or his duty.
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- 15 and never formally notified to the Libyan government. Stevens arrived in Tripoli
on May 26, 2012, to replace Cretz as Ambassador.
Throughout Libya, the security vacuum left by Qaddafi’s departure, the
continued presence of pro-Qaddafi supporters, the prevalence of and easy access to
weapons, the inability of the interim government to reestablish a strong security
apparatus, and the resulting weakness of those security forces that remained led to
a volatile situation in which militias previously united in opposition to Qaddafi
were now jockeying for position in the new Libya. Frequent clashes, including
assassinations, took place between contesting militias. Fundamentalist influence
with Salafi and al Qaeda connections was also growing, including notably in the
eastern region. Public attitudes in Benghazi continued to be positive toward
Americans, and it was generally seen as safer for Americans given U.S support of
the TNC during the war. However, 2012 saw an overall deterioration of the
security environment in Benghazi, as highlighted by a series of security incidents
involving the Special Mission, international organizations, non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), and third-country nationals and diplomats:
March 18, 2012 – Armed robbery occurs at the British School in Benghazi.
March 22, 2012 – Members of a militia searching for a suspect fire their
weapons near the SMC and attempt to enter.
April 2, 2012 – A UK armored diplomatic vehicle is attacked after driving
into a local protest. The vehicle was damaged but occupants uninjured.
April 6, 2012 – A gelatina bomb (traditional homemade explosive device
used for fishing) is thrown over the SMC north wall.
April 10, 2012 – An IED (gelatina or dynamite stick) is thrown at the
motorcade of the UN Special Envoy to Libya in Benghazi.
April 26, 2012 – Special Mission Benghazi principal officer is evacuated
from International Medical University (IMU) after a fistfight escalated to
gunfire between Tripoli-based trade delegation security personnel and IMU
security.
April 27, 2012 – Two South African nationals in Libya as part of U.S.funded weapons abatement, unexploded ordnance removal and demining
project are detained at gunpoint by militia, questioned and released.
May 22, 2012 – Benghazi International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)
building struck by rocket propelled grenades (RPGs).
May 28, 2012 – A previously unknown organization, Omar Abdurrahman
group, claims responsibility for the ICRC attack and issues a threat against
the United States on social media sites.
UNCLASSIFIED
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- 16 June 6, 2012 – IED attack on the SMC. The IED detonates with no injuries
but blows a large hole in the compound’s exterior wall. Omar Abdurrahman
group makes an unsubstantiated claim of responsibility.
June 8, 2012 – Two hand grenades target a parked UK diplomatic vehicle in
Sabha (800 km south of Benghazi).
June 11, 2012 – While in Benghazi, the British Ambassador’s convoy is
attacked with an RPG and possible AK-47s. Two UK security officers are
injured; the UK closes its mission in Benghazi the following day.
June 12, 2012 – An RPG attack is made on the ICRC compound in Misrata
(400 km west of Benghazi).
June 18, 2012 – Protestors storm the Tunisian consulate in Benghazi.
July 29, 2012 – An IED is found on grounds of the Tibesti Hotel.
July 30, 2012 – Sudanese Consul in Benghazi is carjacked and driver beaten.
July 31, 2012 – Seven Iranian-citizen ICRC workers abducted in Benghazi.
August 5, 2012 – ICRC Misrata office is attacked with RPGs. ICRC
withdraws its representatives from Misrata and Benghazi.
August 9, 2012 – A Spanish-American dual national NGO worker is
abducted from the Islamic Cultural Center in Benghazi and released the
same day.
August 20, 2012 – A small bomb is thrown at an Egyptian diplomat’s
vehicle parked outside of the Egyptian consulate in Benghazi.
It is worth noting that the events above took place against a general
backdrop of political violence, assassinations targeting former regime officials,
lawlessness, and an overarching absence of central government authority in eastern
Libya. While the June 6 IED at the SMC and the May ICRC attack were claimed
by the same group, none of the remaining attacks were viewed in Tripoli and
Benghazi as linked or having common perpetrators, which were not viewed as
linked or having common perpetrators. This also tempered reactions in
Washington. Furthermore, the Board believes that the longer a post is exposed to
continuing high levels of violence the more it comes to consider security incidents
which might otherwise provoke a reaction as normal, thus raising the threshold for
an incident to cause a reassessment of risk and mission continuation. This was true
for both people on the ground serving in Libya and in Washington.
While the June IED attack and the RPG attack targeting the UK convoy in
Benghazi prompted the Special Mission to reduce movements off compound and
have a one-week pause between principal officers, the successful nature of Libya’s
UNCLASSIFIED
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Petraeus hearing doesn't clear confusion

STORY HIGHLIGHTS
Rep. Peter King says David
Petraeus' account differs from
an earlier assessment
A U.S. ambassador and three
others were killed in the
Benghazi attack
Lawmakers say Petraeus said
his resignation had nothing to
do with Benghazi

Washington (CNN) -- Former CIA Director David Petraeus testified
on Capitol Hill Friday that the attack on the U.S. Consulate in
Benghazi, Libya, in September was an act of terrorism committed by
al Qaeda-linked militants.
That's according to U.S. Rep. Peter King, R-New York, who spoke to
reporters after a closed hearing in the House, which lasted an hour
and 20 minutes.
King said Petraeus' testimony differed from an earlier assessment
the former CIA director gave lawmakers just days after the
September 11 attack, which left four Americans dead, including U.S.
Ambassador Chris Stevens.
Part of complete coverage on

"He (Petraeus) ... stated that he thought all along he made it clear
that there was significant terrorist involvement, and that is not my
recollection of what he told us on September 14," King said.

CNN Recommends
Indians: End 'degrading' rape exam

"The clear impression we were given (in September) was that the
overwhelming amount of evidence was that it arose out of a
spontaneous demonstration, and was not a terrorist attack," he said.

updated 10:26 AM EST, Wed February 6, 2013

Advocates say the exam
includes unnecessarily
invasive and irrelevant
procedures -- like a so-called
"two finger" test.

U.S. officials initially said the violence erupted spontaneously amid a
large protest about a privately made video produced in the United
http://www.cnn.com/2012/11/16/politics/benghazi-hearings/
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States that mocked the Prophet Mohammed. The
intelligence community later revised its assessment,
saying it believes the attack was a planned terrorist
assault.
King said that the word spontaneous was minimized during
Petraeus' testimony Friday, which was given one week
after he resigned from the CIA. Lawmakers said they didn't
ask him about why he left the agency. Petraeus has
admitted an extramarital affair with his biographer.

Congress sees attack video

Critics of the administration have suggested that his
resignation might be linked to fallout over the attack.

6/9/14, 5:42 PM

Capital goes hungry amid carnage
updated 7:09 PM EST, Tue February 5, 2013

Supplies of food, clothing and
fuel are running short in
Damascus and people are
going hungry as the civil war
drags on.

The face that launched 1,000 myths?
updated 1:01 PM EST, Wed February 6, 2013

Supporters of Richard III want
a reconstruction of his head to
bring a human aspect to a
leader portrayed as a
murderous villain.

Sen. Coats: No signs of demonstrations

What do we know so far about the Petraeus scandal?

Former hostage 'shamed' by torture
The Benghazi attack became a political hot button during a
presidential election year and raised questions regarding
issues such as security at the compound and the Obama
administration's initial description of the events.
Lawmakers' take on Benghazi footage

Ayotte: Serious questions to be answered

King told reporters that he likes Petraeus and that it was
uncomfortable, at times, to interview a man he considers a
friend.
"He was a strong soldier. Very professional, very
knowledgeable, very strong," King said. "He's a solid guy. I
consider him a friend, which made the questioning tough.
You realize the human tragedy here."

After he spoke at the House Intelligence hearing, Petraeus
testified in front of the Senate Intelligence Committee. He was
ushered into both sessions without reporters being able to get a
camera shot of him, and after he testified he left the premises, CNN
learned.
Petraeus was not asked to testify under oath, King said.
King and other lawmakers said Petraeus testified that his resignation
had nothing to do with the consulate attack.
That matches what Petraeus told Kyra Phillips of HLN, CNN's sister
network. He said his resignation was solely a result of his
extramarital affair with his biographer, Paula Broadwell. He added
that he never passed classified information to her.
Prior to Friday's hearings, it was thought that Petraeus would tell
lawmakers that the CIA knew soon after the attack that Ansar al
Sharia was responsible for it, according to an official with knowledge
of the case. The official spoke on condition of anonymity because of
the sensitivity of the subject matter.
Ansar al Sharia is more of a label than an organization, one that's
been adopted by conservative Salafist groups across the Arab world.
Related: What is Ansar al Sharia?
It was not known whether Petraeus spoke specifically about Ansar al
Sharia during Friday's sessions.
After the House committee hearing, Rep. Dutch Ruppersberger, DMaryland, said the confusion over the consulate incident arose from
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there being essentially two threads of violence: one caused by the
protest, which was chaotic, and a second that was orchestrated by
terrorists, which was highly coordinated.

Disney: Star Wars spinoffs there will be
updated 7:37 AM EST, Wed February 6, 2013

That galaxy far, far away is
apparently bigger than first
thought. The "Star Wars"
franchise will get two spinoff
movies, Disney announced.

There were "two different types of situations at play," Ruppersberger
said, explaining that in the hours and days after the attack, it was
naturally difficult to clearly discern what happened.
Intelligence evolves, he said, and new information comes out when
agents obtain it. He played down the idea that there was something
untoward going on.
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Petraeus: I did not pass on classified information
The former CIA chief has said there was a stream of intelligence from
multiple sources, including video at the scene, that indicated Ansar al
Sharia was behind the attack, according to an official with knowledge
of the situation.
Meanwhile, separate intelligence indicated the violence at the
consulate was inspired by protests in Egypt over an ostensibly antiIslam film clip that was privately produced in the United States. The
movie, "Innocence of Muslims," portrayed the Prophet Mohammed
as a womanizing buffoon.
There were 20 intelligence reports that indicated that anger about the
film may be to blame, the official said.
The CIA eventually disproved those reports, but not before Petraeus'
initial briefing to Congress when he discussed who might be behind
the attack and what prompted it. During that briefing, he raised Ansar
al Sharia's possible connection as well as outrage about the film, the
official said.
Earlier, an official said that Petraeus' aim in testifying was to clear up
"a lot of misrepresentations of what he told Congress initially."
Petraeus testified that he developed unclassified talking points in the
days after the attack but he had no direct involvement in developing
the ones used by Susan Rice, the U.S. ambassador to the United
Nations, King said.
"No one knows, yet, exactly who came up with the final version of the
talking points, other than to say the original talking points prepared
by the CIA were different from the ones that were finally put out," said
King, stressing that the original talking points were more specific
about al Qaeda involvement.
Rice has been under fire for suggesting the attack on the consulate
was a spontaneous event spurred by a protest against the antiMuslim film.
The three unclassified talking points that were used by Rice on
September 16 were read aloud to reporters on the Hill Friday.
They are:
-- The currently available information suggests that the
demonstrations in Benghazi were spontaneously inspired by the
protests at the US Embassy in Cairo and evolved into a direct assault
against the U.S. diplomatic post in Benghazi and subsequently its
annex. There are indications that extremists participated in the
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violent demonstrations.

Wall Street Cheat Sheet

Sen. Dianne Feinstein, the California Democrat who leads the
Intelligence Committee, read the points to journalists and vigorously
defended Rice.
Feinstein said lawmakers should be careful not to "pillory" someone
for intelligence failings.

2014 May Be a
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NextAdvisor Daily

-- This assessment may change as additional information is collected
and analyzed and as currently available information continues to be
evaluated.
-- The investigation is ongoing, and the U.S. government is working
with Libyan authorities to bring to justice those responsible for the
deaths of U.S. citizens.
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"We have seen wrong intelligence before and it all surrounded our
going into Iraq, and a lot of people were killed based on bad
intelligence," she said. "And I don't think that is fair game. I think
mistakes get made. You don't pillory the person.
"To select Ambassador Rice because she used an unclassified
talking point, to say that she is unqualified to be secretary of state, I
think, is a mistake," the senior lawmaker said. "And the way it keeps
going it is almost as if the intent is to assassinate her character."
There has been speculation that Rice was among the people being
considered as a replacement for Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, if
she steps down as she has indicated.
But the committee's senior Republican, Saxby Chambliss of Georgia,
said he doesn't think the issue is settled.
He said the concern is not whether the talking points were correct,
but that Rice didn't go far enough.
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"She knew at that point and time that al Qaeda was very likely
responsible in part or in whole for the death of Ambassador Stevens,"
he said, intimating that Rice should have said that.
Read a transcript of Rice's comments on CNN about the attack
CNN's Dana Bash, Barbara Starr, Suzanne Kelley, Ted Barrett and Chelsea J. Carter
contributed to this report.
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TAPPER: Hello again. George Stephanopoulos has the morning off.
We are now in the homestretch, just 51 days until the election, and our powerhouse roundtable is
standing by to get to all the week's politics. But first, the crisis that has the potential to shake up
the presidential race, the murder of four Americans, including the U.S. ambassador, in Benghazi,
Libya, on Tuesday, and the wave of anti-American protests and violence now sweeping the globe.
For more on what happened and why, let's bring in the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, Dr.
Susan Rice. Dr. Rice, thank you for joining us.
RICE: Good to be with you, Jake.
TAPPER: So, first of all, what is the latest you can tell us on who these attackers were at the
embassy or at the consulate in Benghazi? We're hearing that the Libyans have arrested people.
They're saying that some people involved were from outside the country, that there might have
even been Al Qaida ties. What's the latest information?

YOU MIGHT ALSO LIKE...

RICE: Well, Jake, first of all, it's important to know that there's an FBI investigation that has begun
and will take some time to be completed. That will tell us with certainty what transpired.
But our current best assessment, based on the information that we have at present, is that, in fact,
what this began as, it was a spontaneous -- not a premeditated -- response to what had
transpired in Cairo. In Cairo, as you know, a few hours earlier, there was a violent protest that was
undertaken in reaction to this very offensive video that was disseminated.
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We believe that folks in Benghazi, a small number of people came to the embassy to -- or to the
consulate, rather, to replicate the sort of challenge that was posed in Cairo. And then as that
unfolded, it seems to have been hijacked, let us say, by some individual clusters of extremists
who came with heavier weapons, weapons that as you know in -- in the wake of the revolution in
Libya are -- are quite common and accessible. And it then evolved from there.
We'll wait to see exactly what the investigation finally confirms, but that's the best information we
have at present.
TAPPER: Why was there such a security breakdown? Why was there not better security at the
compound in Benghazi? Why were there not U.S. Marines at the embassy in Tripoli?

PHOTO GALLERIES

RICE: Well, first of all, we had a substantial security presence with our personnel...
TAPPER: Not substantial enough, though, right?
RICE: ... with our personnel and the consulate in Benghazi. Tragically, two of the four Americans
who were killed were there providing security. That was their function. And indeed, there were
many other colleagues who were doing the same with them.
It obviously didn't prove sufficient to the -- the nature of the attack and sufficient in that -- in that
moment. And that's why, obviously, we have reinforced our remaining presence in Tripoli and why
Homes For Sale With Lush Gardens
the president has very -- been very clear that in Libya and throughout the region we are going to
Business
call on the governments, first of all, to assume their responsibilities to protect our facilities and our
personnel, and we're reinforcing our facilities and our -- our embassies where possible...
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TAPPER: But why...
RICE: ... and where needed.
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TAPPER: Why would
we not have Marines at the embassy in Tripoli to begin with? It would seem
like this -- this is obviously an unstable country. This is a region where U.S. interests have been
attacked in previous months. Why were there not Marines there to begin with?
RICE: First of all, there are Marines in some places around the world. There are not Marines in
every facility. That depends on the circumstances. That depends on the requirements. Our
presence in Tripoli, as in Benghazi, is relatively new, as you will recall. We've been back postrevolution only for a matter of months.
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But I've visited there myself, both to Tripoli and Benghazi. I was very grateful to have a strong
security presence with me as part of our -- our embassy detachment there. So we certainly are
aware that Libya is a place where there have been increasingly some violent incidents. The
security personnel that the State Department thought were required were in place. And we'll see
when the investigation unfolds whether what was -- what transpired in Benghazi might have
unfolded differently in different circumstances.
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But the president has been very clear. The protection of American personnel and facilities is and
will remain our top priority. That's why we've reinforced our presence in Tripoli and elsewhere.
TAPPER: Look at this map, if you would. There have been protests around the world over the last
several days. And President Obama pledged to repair America's relationships with the Muslim
world. Why does the U.S. seem so impotent? And why is the U.S. even less popular today in some
of these Muslim and Arab countries than it was four years ago?
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RICE: Jake, we're not impotent. We're not even less popular, to challenge that assessment. I don't
know on what basis you make that judgment. But let me -- let me point...
TAPPER: It just seems that the U.S. government is powerless as this -- as this maelstrom erupts.
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RICE: It's actually the opposite. First of all, let's be clear about what transpired here. What
happened this week in Cairo, in Benghazi, in many other parts of the region...
TAPPER: Tunisia, Khartoum...
RICE: ... was a result -- a direct result of a heinous and offensive video that was widely
disseminated, that the U.S. government had nothing to do with, which we have made clear is
http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/week-transcript-us-ambassador-united-nations-susan-rice/story?id=17240933&singlePage=true
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reprehensible and disgusting. We have also been very clear in saying that there is no excuse for
violence, there is -- that we have condemned it in the strongest possible terms.
But let's look at what's happened. It's quite the opposite of being impotent. We have worked with
the governments in Egypt. President Obama picked up the phone and talked to President Morsi
in Egypt. And as soon as he did that, the security provided to our personnel in our embassies
dramatically increased. President Morsi...
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TAPPER: It took two days for President Morsi to say anything about this.
RICE: President Morsi has been out repeatedly and said that he condemns this violence. He's
called off -- and his people have called off any further demonstrations and have made very clear
that this has to stop.

Getty Images

(CROSSTALK)
RICE: Now, and -- and same, frankly, in Tunisia, in Yemen, and, of course, in Libya, where the
government has -- has gone out of its way to try to step up security and express deepest remorse
for what has happened. We are quite popular in Libya, as you might expect, having been a major
partner in their revolution. What transpired outside of our consulate in Benghazi was not an
expression of deep-seated anti-Americanism on the part of the Libyan people. Quite the contrary.
The counter-demonstrations, the outpouring of sympathy and support for Ambassador Stevens
and for the United States, the government of Libya and -- and the people on the street saying
how pained they are by this, is much more a reflection of the sentiment towards the United States
than a small handful of heavily armed mobsters.
TAPPER: That certainly, according to polling, is the case in Libya. Not the case in Egypt. And since
you brought up President Morsi, let me try to get some clarification on something. President
Obama was asked about the relationship with Egypt on Wednesday, and this is what he said.
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(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
OBAMA: I don't think that we would consider them an ally, but we don't consider them an enemy.
They are a new government that is trying to find its way.

MOST COMMENTED

(END VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER: The United States has sent billions of dollars of U.S. taxpayer money to Egypt over the
last few decades. And by definition, as you know, according to the State Department, Egypt is a
major non-NATO ally of the United States. Why would President Obama say Egypt is not an ally?
RICE: Well, first of all, the president has been very clear and -- and everybody understands that
Egypt is a very critical partner of the United States, has long been so. That relationship remains
the same, and the president wasn't signaling any change in -- in the nature...
TAPPER: Was he trying to nudge Morsi?
RICE: The president wasn't signaling any change in the nature of our relationship. Obviously, the
president had a conversation with President Morsi and a very productive one, in which he
underscored that it's, of course, the responsibility of the Egyptian government as host to protect
diplomatic personnel and facilities, including our own, and we saw that President Morsi,
immediately after that, took dramatic steps to improve the security of our facilities in Cairo and
elsewhere, and then went out and repeatedly made a number of very important and powerful
statements condemning the violence and conveying the message that, however hateful such a
video may be, there is absolutely no justification for violence against the United States or other
Western partners.
So what we've seen is that the president has been incredibly calm, incredibly steady, and
incredibly measured in his approach to this set of developments. And his interventions, his
leadership has ensured that in Egypt, in Yemen, in Tunisia, in Libya, and many other parts of the
world, that leaders have come out and made very plain that there's no excuse for this violence.
We heard Prime Minister Erdogan of Turkey say the same, we heard the Grand Mufti in Saudi
Arabia say the same, that there's no excuse for violence, that violence is to be condemned, and
that governments have a responsibility to protect United States personnel and facilities and those
of all foreign diplomats.
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TAPPER: I know you have to go, but very quickly, was the president in that interview trying to
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nudge President Morsi, "Get your act together"?
RICE: No. I think that the president communicated directly with -- with President Morsi and had
the opportunity to -- to understand our expectation that Egypt will do what it can to protect our
facilities. So that -- that was conveyed very directly, and the results were immediate and quite
satisfactory.
TAPPER: Dr. Rice, thank you so much for coming here today and answering our questions.
RICE: Good to be with you.
TAPPER: And we're joined now by my colleagues and friends, Martha Raddatz, Brian Ross, and
Christiane Amanpour.
Christiane, let's begin with you. You covered the Arab Spring. You had those exclusive interviews,
we all remember, with Egyptian President Mubarak, Moammar Gadhafi in Libya, and with
Mohamed Morsi, now the president of Egypt. And, Christiane, I know you've interviewed the
prime ministers of Libya, Egypt, and the spokesman for the Muslim Brotherhood. What are they
telling you about these protests? Who's behind them? And who's behind the attack in Benghazi?
AMANPOUR: Well, what they're saying, first and foremost, is that obviously this has nothing to do
with the governments, they don't support this, they've called them back, they say, and today the
Muslim Brotherhood has said that we've made plenty of arrests and we should know in the next
few days, that they're trying to recalibrate and put their relations with the United States back on
the correct track.
They're very, very concerned that this should not disrupt their relations with the United States,
whether it's the Egyptian prime minister who told me that, the Muslim Brotherhood, the Libyan
prime minister.
And I think it's also important to recognize that this is a seminal moment, Jake, for these Arab
emerging democracies. The people have spoken. By and large, they've gone well. By and large,
this is a success story. But as we've seen, there are elements that are out of control, most
particularly in Libya, where you've got these armed people who are not yet under the government
control, not brought into the, you know, under the rule of law.
But in Egypt, they say that they've got it under control, and they're very concerned that they want
to maintain their relationships and not have this, you know, deter them from their strong
relationship with the U.S.
TAPPER: Brian, let's talk about the homeland for a second. This week, there were three college
campuses where there were bomb scares, apparently all false alarms, but they were false alarms.
But they were called in. Is there a worry that these -- this wave of attacks could spread to the
United States, to the homeland itself?
ROSS: Well, there's concern, but those bomb threats washed out as a real threat. There was an
arrest yesterday in Chicago, an 18-year-old who had wanted to blow up a bar in Chicago as part
of -- sort of a sympathy for what's going on in the world against Muslims. But in general, they see
no organized plan to disrupt or to attack in this country, but there are the independent operators
who could be inspired.
TAPPER: Martha, you've been to these embassies. How is security arranged? How is it decided
who gets Marines, who doesn't? How do they decide, when the protests are coming, what they
can do to calm things and -- and when they will actually make things worse if they get involved?
RADDATZ: Well, I think that's a real fine line. In Yemen particularly, I was watching this week, and
that embassy is very, very hard to breach. You have the host nation usually on the outer
perimeter. They're in charge of security there. But getting inside, you usually have Americans
there backing them up, whether they're contractors or security.
If you saw those mobs coming, I suppose you -- you would say, "Let's go after them," but they
can't really do that in all these cases. I think particularly in Yemen, they did a pretty good job of
just letting them climb the walls, but not get over the walls. You don't want to use deadly force if
you don't have to, because it makes it much worse.
But there are a lot of questions, Jake. You asked a very good question of Susan Rice. Why weren't
there Marines in Tripoli, in particular?
http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/week-transcript-us-ambassador-united-nations-susan-rice/story?id=17240933&singlePage=true
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TAPPER: She didn't answer it.
RADDATZ: I'm pretty sure there are Marines in Paris. Why weren't they in Tripoli? And I think that's
a question the State Department is looking at right now. And Benghazi, I think you had 25 or 30
people in the entire consulate. How many of those really were security? They overran the
perimeter so quickly and were able to get to that main building so fast, that is a huge question.
TAPPER: And, Brian, you heard them talk about the YouTube video. You heard Dr. Rice talk about
the YouTube video. They're hanging a lot on this YouTube video. You've been looking into the guy
behind -- some of the -- the filmmaker, the main filmmaker behind it. What was his motivation?
Why did he, first of all, initially falsely claim to be a Jew, an Israeli Jew? And what was he trying to
do with this video?
ROSS: Clearly he was trying to stir things up with his false claims that he was an Israeli Jew, as he
put it, that the money for this came from Jewish donors. In fact, the money came from his wife's
family in Egypt, and he was attempting just to stir things up, I think, with this very provocative film.
TAPPER: He's a Coptic Christian.
ROSS: Coptic Christian -- the issues in Egypt between Coptic Christians and extremist Muslims.
But he sought to create a hate film. The film was never really produced, just the trailer that was
put on YouTube.
RADDATZ: It's really like a home video...
ROSS: Like a home video.
RADDATZ: ... and one person can cause this...
(CROSSTALK)
ROSS: I was going to say, it's so interesting that the actors that were called to say the words -"Master George" was the main bad guy there. Then they dubbed in those three syllables with
"Mohammad."
AMANPOUR: I mean, it was clearly a film designed to incite. And it's a film designed by an
extremist with extremist views here that plays right into the extremist provocateurs over there.
But one thing I was really worried about, first of all, this cynical and dastardly attempt to stoke
more hatred by pretending he was Jewish, and now it reveals that he's a Christian. You know,
there have been very tense relations with Coptic Christians and Muslims in Egypt, and the one
thing I asked the Muslim Brotherhood, is this going to cause a backlash? They said, absolutely
not. We're standing absolutely firm. We're not going to let this have any impact on our relations,
because that's possibly a very, very, you know, difficult fallout that could happen.
I'm pleased that nothing happened in Afghanistan. I mean, I think what's really important is to
know that, again, this is a seminal moment. These governments have mostly done the right thing,
you know, not just now, but in the lead-up to -- to all of this. They're mostly moderate. They want
good relationships with the rest of the world.
Yes, the people are going to have a voice, because these are democracies now, in foreign policy
going ahead. But as Susan said and as others have said, look, in Libya, more than half the people
support not just U.S. leadership, but the United States and the people of the United States. So I
think that should be the takeaway, I think.
TAPPER: Martha, before we end this roundtable, I do want to look forward. And right now, we
have in the gulf the largest naval exercise ever in the history of the Middle East. What is the
message that the United States military is trying to send here? Is it directly aimed at Iran?
RADDATZ: I think it's a pretty obvious message, and I don't think anyone would actually tell you
that on camera, Jake. But I think it's pretty obvious the message to Iran is: Don't even try to shut
down the Strait of Hormuz. They've got all these mine-sweeping exercises. It is an enormous
exercise. Yes, they -- they normally do exercise, but nothing like this, and they're building up all
sorts of missile-defense-type things in there, as well.
TAPPER: And, Christiane, just looking forward, the United Nations General Assembly meets this
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week and there's a lot of tension right now between Israel and Iran, but also between Israel and
the Obama administration. What do you anticipate will happen this week?
AMANPOUR: Well, we've all been, you know, listening to how they're not going to meet the
leaders of the United States and Israel. But I think what's really interesting -- and I've talked to a
lot of people about this -- you know, Ehud Barak, the Israeli defense minister, is starting to walk
back the idea of an attack on Iran's nuclear facilities. The internal intelligence and defense by and
large inside Israel has been very lukewarm, if not downright negative, on the idea of a unilateral
Israeli attack. I'm being told that -- that that's possibly sort of receding as a possibility, at least any
time now.
But then -- and, of course, the Israeli people do not want to see their country unilaterally attack
Iran. And I think, really, what we have to know is whether there's going to be any real, significant
chance for proper negotiations, this negotiation that's going on right now with Iran and the West
and -- and the United States, whether that can come to some kind of agreement, beyond -- you
know, short of a kind of military intervention.
TAPPER: And, Brian, very quickly, because we're running out of time, what are your sources telling
you about how far the Iranians are when it comes to actually building a nuclear device?
ROSS: Four to six weeks away, if they'd made the decision to do it.
TAPPER: They can't have...
(CROSSTALK)
TAPPER: They are able to acquire...
ROSS: That -- that is some of the intelligence. But they haven't made that decision. That's the key.
AMANPOUR: But, of course, it's so vastly disparate. I mean, others say, you know, it could be a
year after they...
(CROSSTALK)
AMANPOUR: So, you know, this is a guessing game that's gone on for years.
ROSS: Yes. Yeah, right, that's the latest claim.
TAPPER: All right. All right, Christiane, Brian, Martha, thanks so much for joining us. Really
appreciate it. Great insights.
When we come back, our powerhouse roundtable weighs in on all the week's politics.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
KIMMEL: There's a new poll out today. It claims that 58 percent of Americans believe Barack
Obama would beat Mitt Romney in a fistfight. Maybe we could wrap this election up tonight. We
make it a Pay-Per-View -- we could wipe out the national debt in one night if we had them fight.
TAPPER: With polls showing a slight Obama lead, is it time for Republicans to start worrying?
And the iPhone 5, economic stimulus?
O'BRIEN: Today Apple unveiled the iPhone 5, which is 20 percent lighter and 18 percent thinner.
Yeah. In fact, it's just a piece of paper that says, "You saps will buy anything."
(END VIDEO CLIP)
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
(UNKNOWN): There is something I want you all to know. I'm not worried, not in the least. Our
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campaign has a secret weapon, and that secret weapon is speaking right now in Tulsa,
Oklahoma. Let's take a look.
ROMNEY: Hello, I'm Mitt Romney.
(LAUGHTER)
And I understand the hardships facing ordinary Americans. For example, this summer, one of my
horses failed to medal at the Olympics, so I know hardship.
(LAUGHTER)
(END VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER: And we're joined now by George Will, Fox News contributor Liz Cheney, who's also the
co-founder of Keep America Safe, retired General Wesley Clark, ABC's senior political
correspondent Jonathan Karl, and Gwen Ifill, moderator of PBS's "Washington Week" and senior
correspondent for the PBS "NewsHour."
Welcome, one and all. Lots to chew over. George, this week, Romney's senior foreign policy
adviser, Richard Williamson, said of the situation in the last week unfolding throughout the Muslim
world, "There's a pretty compelling story that if you had a President Romney, you'd be in a
different situation." Is there?
WILL: No. The great superstition of American politics concerns presidential power. And during a
presidential year, that reaches an apogee and it becomes national narcissism. Everything that
happens anywhere in the world we caused or we could cure with a tweak of presidential rhetoric.
Jay Carney participated in this when he said the riots in the Middle East are not about U.S. policy,
they're about a video. Actually, they're about neither. If the video hadn't been the pretext, another
one would have been found. There are sectarian tribal civil wars raging across the region that we
neither understand nor can measurably mitigate.
TAPPER: Liz, Mitt Romney was criticized a lot this week, not just by Democrats, but even by some
of his fellow Republicans for responding too quickly and for what was he saying in his response.
You actually are not among those critics. You think he got it right.
CHENEY: I think he did get it right. I think that actually the statement this week that should have
received more criticism and attention was the president's, when the president went into the Rose
Garden 24 hours after the Cairo embassy attack, rightly, of course, condemned the killing of our
ambassador in Libya, failed to even mention the Cairo attack. And, you know, I think that -- that in
a situation in which an embassy has been attacked, the flag's been ripped down, the Al Qaida flag
has been flown, that America's president not to even mention it clearly sends a signal to radicals
across the region.
And, you know, I would disagree with George to the extent that we've now had three-and-a-half
years of Obama policy, and it looks an awful lot like, whether you're talking about the Mexico City
speech in 2009, the Cairo speech in 2009, the extent to which he's been apologizing for
America, he's abandoned some of our key allies, like Israel, Poland, Czechoslovakia, he's
attempted to appease our enemies, the Iranians, for example, the Russians. He's now getting
ready, as we watch these scenes unfold on the air, to slash our defense. And the defense
sequestration includes over $120 billion for embassy security. And so the president himself's got
a terrible record on national security. And it's clearly something that Governor Romney ought
rightly to be pushing.
TAPPER: I suspect, General Clark, that you disagree with what Liz Cheney just said.
CLARK: I do disagree, because I think this is a consistent Republican narrative that Democrats are
soft on defense, but we've a Democratic president who's been strongest on national security.
He's completely taken the foreign policy and national security argument away from the other side.
He reinforced in Afghanistan. He got us responsibly out of Iraq. We took Osama bin Laden. He's
been firm. He's been visionary. He's been tough. He's decisive.
So I know what the Republican narrative wants to be, but when you get below the rhetoric, there
are no facts to support these charges. In fact, we've worked anti-missile defense. Poland's happy.
Other nations in Europe seem to be happy. We've got the strongest relationship with Israel I think
we've ever had. It's very good relations there. So I -- I just don't find much ground in these
http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/week-transcript-us-ambassador-united-nations-susan-rice/story?id=17240933&singlePage=true

Page 7 of 18

000122

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 121 of 170

'This Week' Transcript: U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice - ABC News

6/9/14, 5:35 PM

comments from the Republicans.
TAPPER: And, Jon, let me just go to some polling, because I want you to weigh in on this. If you
look at how the American people feel about who would be better when it comes to foreign policy
and terrorism, trust to handle foreign policy, Obama, 51 percent, Romney, 38 percent, trust to
handle terrorism, Obama, 51 percent, Romney, 40 percent. That was Tuesday, an ABC NewsWashington Post poll, so obviously the events of this last week have not factored into it. Could
the events of the last week change those numbers?
KARL: They sure could. It's a question of where it goes. I mean, I think, Liz, despite what you're
saying, I think even the Romney campaign thinks they mishandled the way they initially played
this. Look at the difference in tone from Mitt Romney between when he came out right after the
attack to where he is now.
CHENEY: Well, the Romney campaign doesn't always get it right.
KARL: Well, there you go. But -- but in terms of the longer-term implications here, this is really a
potential, you know, danger for the president. There will be questions asked. No doubt there will
be hearings up on Capitol Hill about what happened, why there was not more security in
Benghazi. There will be questions about the overall situation in the Middle East. Was this really
about one YouTube video or trailer for a movie that had been out, you know, for months actually
and was finally translated into Arabic and put on an extremist television show in Egypt? Or is
there something more fundamental going on?
This was a president that was going to, you know, transform our relations with -- with the rest of
the world, particularly with the Arab world, and now the Arab world is to a degree inflamed with -with very visible anti-Americanism. That's the kind of thing that could potentially erode the
president's numbers long-term, even though Mitt Romney severely mishandled the situation.
TAPPER: And, Gwen, how much do voters care about foreign policy? How much could this
actually change the course of this election?
IFILL: Not much immediately. But, you know, I find it really interesting, Jake, that a week ago we
were post-convention and we were completely consumed with what we talked about at those
conventions, not foreign policy, not at either convention, unless you count every Democrat talking
about Osama bin Laden. Other than that...
TAPPER: You caught that?
IFILL: ... nobody really -- I picked up on that. I picked up on that. But I find it striking that Liz would
say the Romney campaign doesn't always get it right. That -- that shows a little bit of
disagreement within the Republican Party about how this week went.
But more interestingly to me, getting back to your question, I don't think people were paying
attention to this, even though you can argue very clearly that this is the most important power that
any president would have. So it boils down to a point that Mitt Romney was really trying to make,
after all, the -- the timing issues, which is, who is in a better position to lead?
The tough position, if you are the guy trying to take out the incumbent, is to make the case that
you would be better. Of course the president does better in this poll, because he is the president.
He is currently the commander-in-chief.
But I don't know that Americans, when they go to the polls in the end, are going to say, "Well, I
think I like the way he handled Benghazi." He's going to say, "Does he feel like a leader to me?
Does he feel like someone who could be president?" And that's -- that's -- that's what was tough
for Mitt Romney this week.
TAPPER: Liz?
CHENEY: I want to clarify. I think that the governor handled it exactly right when he went out and
condemned the embassy statement. Jonathan's point that the campaign now feels like it needs to
back is where I would fault them, if that is true.
I cannot imagine a more important set of issues. And I think, frankly, you know, it would be a
tragedy for the nation if President Obama is allowed to effectively claim that he's been a
successful national security president. And it'd be a tragedy for the nation if the Romney
campaign doesn't push this issue very hard.
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I know how deeply Governor Romney cares about the country. So I hope very fervently that they
will continue to push this hard. But there's no question but that we're weaker than we were when
Barack Obama took office, and if he has four more years, we may well be unrecognizable.
CLARK: Actually, I don't think we are weaker. I think the whole point of going into Afghanistan in
2001, which President George W. Bush articulated, was Osama bin Laden, wanted dead or alive.
And it was Barack Obama who really put the pressure on and got him.
IFILL: There it goes again. Once again, Osama bin Laden.
(LAUGHTER)
(CROSSTALK)
CLARK: But I think it's a huge -- it was a huge marker. It was a presidential decision in the -- and
he was very much aware of President Carter's problem with Desert One. And he did against the
advice...
(CROSSTALK)
KARL: Are you at all uncomfortable, though, with how political that -- I mean, that at the -- at the
national political convention, that this military operation is used as a -- as a political talking point
over and over again?
(CROSSTALK)
CLARK: But here's the -- here's the...
(CROSSTALK)
KARL: The vice president talking about putting him on bumper stickers?
CLARK: We've had, since the Vietnam War, the consistent refrain has been Republicans are the
daddy party, Democrats are the mommy party, Republicans are strong, robust, Democrats are soft
and weak and want to negotiate, want to apologize. It's simply not true.
We're stronger. We're safer. Barack Obama has been a very robust, muscular -- has a very robust,
muscular foreign policy. And as George said earlier, what's happened in the Middle East has lots
of factors and lots of causes underneath. It has nothing to do with rhetoric from Washington.
WILL: (inaudible) list of muscular actions by the president, you could add the use of drones, which
has been extremely aggressive, more aggressive both in the number of attacks and the places
where the attacks are made than under George W. Bush.
I really do not think it's fair to fault the president for throwing Israel under the bus, as they say.
Granted, he has a bad relationship with my good friend, Netanyahu. But the relationships
between the U.S. military and the Israeli military, which is 98 percent of the point of this
relationship, are quite good.
But politically, our profession, graphic journalism, with all these pictures of things in flames, tends
to give the country the sense that the world is somehow in chaos. The world's always dangerous
and all that, but the chance of dying on this planet from organized state violence is lower than it
has been since the 1920s.
IFILL: It's the disorganized state violence, I think, or non-state violence that everyone's worried
about when they look at a map and see protests in 20 different places.
WILL: Yes, but it -- but it -- but it beast the heck out of wars.
(CROSSTALK)
CHENEY: But with respect to the state of -- but with respect to the state of Israel, George, look,
you're in a situation now, in the last 48 hours, the president of the United States reportedly has
offered to meet with the Muslim Brotherhood president of Egypt, who at a minimum allowed the
attack on our embassy and has refused to see Benjamin Netanyahu. There's simply no way that

http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/week-transcript-us-ambassador-united-nations-susan-rice/story?id=17240933&singlePage=true

Page 9 of 18

000124

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 123 of 170

'This Week' Transcript: U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice - ABC News

6/9/14, 5:35 PM

you can claim that that relationship is not strained.
WILL: It is unpresidential peevishness. I take that point.
CHENEY: And given -- and given the fact that Israel's facing an existential threat, which is also a
threat to the U.S., with respect to a nuclear-armed Iran -- and, frankly, the one effective program
that we may have had in place that would have been able to slow or stop that nuclear program,
the Stuxnet cyber warfare activity, which according to the New York Times, members of the
president's national security team leaked to them. So this -- this president's record is clearly
abysmal.
(CROSSTALK)
CLARK: Well, look, I want to say (inaudible) this question about refusing to meet with Netanyahu.
I'm not in the administration, so I wasn't a part of this. But I ask it. I don't think there's been any
direct request to meet. And I don't think there's been a refusal. There's daily contact between
Israeli government officials and the United States. Secretary of State Clinton has been out there
meeting people. We know very well the positions on all sides. The uncertainties, the intelligence,
the information is shared. Planning is shared. It's very close. This is a question of the best way to
bring this Iranian program to a halt.
TAPPER: And on that subject, George Stephanopoulos interviewed Mitt Romney this week and
asked about the red lines, where the U.S. will draw the line in the Iranian nuclear program -nuclear weapons -- alleged -- before acting. And here's that exchange.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
STEPHANOPOULOS: The red line going forward is the same.
ROMNEY: Yes. And I recognize that when one says that it's unacceptable to the United States of
America, that that means what it says, you'll take any action necessary to prevent that -- that
development, which is Iran becoming nuclear.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER: George, where does Prime Minister Netanyahu want this red line to be publicly drawn?
We've heard so much about this red line. President Obama has not stated what it is. Mitt Romney
has not stated what it is. What does Bibi want?
WILL: I'm not sure what he wants, because I'm not sure how you draw red lines when you can't
have confidence -- not from incompetence, but just the limits of knowledge -- confidence in our
intelligence system.
Last March, in an interview with Jeffery Goldberg of the Atlantic, President Obama said our
intelligence service will give us a pretty long lead time in understanding where Iran is. Our
intelligence services did not predict India's testing of a nuclear weapon, Pakistan's testing, didn't
anticipate, didn't predict North Korea's, so I think he may have a faith in the ability of our
intelligence services to draw lines and put down markers as to where the Iranian program is that
we simply actually don't have.
TAPPER: And, General Clark, does the president -- I mean, is it in the president's interest to
publicly state what the red line is? Doesn't that mean that he then has to go to war?
CLARK: No, he's not going to state a red line. There probably are several different indicators, and
there's going to be a margin for uncertainty, because everyone understands that intelligence, as
George said, is not precise. It's been sharpened up a lot. It's clearly a subject of focus that we
didn't have on India and Pakistan, so that's not -- you know, it's not a direct comparison.
We're doing better on that intelligence. But he's going to have -- no president can publicly declare
red lines. That surrenders his decision-making authority. He's going to evaluate a number of
factors. He's -- he's been very clear they're not going to get a nuclear weapon. He says it's
unacceptable. He's decisive. Osama bin Laden found that out. And if I were the Iranian leaders, I'd
be very concerned.
IFILL: So do we know what Mitt Romney was saying in that interview with George, when he said
he agreed with the president that there should be a red line? If we don't know what the
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president's red line is, and Mitt Romney and his advisers have said in the past that they actually
agree more with Bibi Netanyahu, was Mitt Romney again backing away, getting softer on this
issue, in agreeing with the president?
(CROSSTALK)
CHENEY: Look, I think -- I think the key on the intelligence here, it wasn't just India that we
missed. It was also, frankly, Syria, the nuclear power plant that was being built in the Syrian
desert, which was in 2007 that the Israelis came to us and said, "Here, we have it." On Iraq, the
Israelis had better intelligence than we did about the development of that nuclear program. I think
George is right on this one. I think that our own intelligence has not been very effective at
identifying and predicting where other nations stand in this. And I think...
IFILL: But, Liz, I'm still trying to figure out how President Romney would be different, if he's
agreeing with the president on this issue?
CHENEY: One -- one issue -- it seems to me the problem the Israelis have here, number one, I
think they understand America intelligence is probably not as good as theirs is in predicting.
Number two, they don't believe this president. They don't take him at his word.
So the president says, you know, I'm not going to allow this, and then the chairman of the Joints
Chief is traveling around saying, gosh, the worst thing that could happen would be an Israeli
strike. I think the -- you know, the Israelis would understand with a President Romney that -- that
he actually means what he says, that we're not going to allow, frankly, even nuclear capability. It's
not just waiting to get a weapon. It's the capacity to have that weapon.
TAPPER: I want to switch topics right now to a hardening we've seen in conventional wisdom
about the state of -- of the -- of the election. We've seen in -- in Friday, these three swing state
polls came back indicating, in Ohio, Obama's up 7 points, Virginia, Obama is up 5 points, Florida,
Obama is up 5 points.
And, George, one of the amazing things is, Mitt Romney is no longer in polling beating Obama on
trust to handle the economy.
WILL: Which is his campaign in one sentence. Those three states have one thing in common:
They all have Republican governors. And all three Republican governors are bragging -- perhaps
rightfully so -- that they have got their economies up and running. If you add Wisconsin, with Scott
Walker, and -- to that list, you have a tension, a kind of disconnect between the interests of the
Republican governors in the swing states and the interests of the Romney campaign.
TAPPER: Jon, what's going on behind the scenes here?
KARL: Well, look, one thing that's happened is, during the Democratic convention, the Romney
campaign essentially went dark. And what you have seen is just an absolute bombardment,
particularly in Ohio and in -- and in Florida, from the Obama campaign hammering Romney on -especially in Ohio on the auto bailout. I mean, there was a Romney adviser who told me that that
famous headline that Romney himself did not write, "Let Detroit Go Bankrupt," could be the
headline that costs the election.
They have gone in and actually outspent dramatically the Romney campaign over the last few
weeks, which is incredible, when you think that the Romney campaign actually has more money.
WILL: It's particularly interesting because the automobile companies went bankrupt. And so
you're -- the argument between Romney and the administration on the auto bailout is one of
nuanced degree and law.
(CROSSTALK)
CLARK: ... because what President Obama has said is there is a way to move this economy
forward, and -- and Governor Romney's plans don't -- they really don't show that way. I mean, he's
talking about tax cuts for the wealthy, closing loopholes, and sort of letting things take their
course. And that's been his philosophy.
KARL: Although -- although -- although you had the Obama campaign entirely talking about
something that happened during the first six months of the Obama administration.
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CLARK: It's true.
(CROSSTALK)
CLARK: But there are other things going on, Jonathan. There's a big manufacturing initiative
going on. And all through the administration, people are working to try to restart and re-energize
American manufacturing. The Pentagon's worked on DOD procurement...
(CROSSTALK)
CHENEY: General, why -- General, why then do we have more Americans unemployed at any time
than since 1980? I mean, I think this administration has, at best, a real misunderstanding between
the difference of -- about the difference between, you know, activity and action.
And I thought what was particularly interesting was that at the Democratic National Convention,
certainly not from the president, you never heard the word "record." They don't want to talk about
it. They can't talk about it because the record has been so bad, as bad as we just were talking
about it's been on national security, it's been worse on the economy.
CLARK: Actually, it hasn't. You know, we've created 6.4 million private-sector jobs. Now, we have
lost state and municipal jobs, because these -- these municipalities and states have to reduce
their...
(CROSSTALK)
TAPPER: Well, it depends when you start counting. But, Gwen, I want to -- we have to take a
break, but before we take...
IFILL: We can talk Ohio.
TAPPER: ... no, before we take the break, go.
IFILL: OK. We can talk about Ohio, which is about the bailout, but you talk about Virginia and
Florida, you're talking about different things, especially in Florida, where we're talking about
Medicare, and those are the ads, and that's the spending, and that's the rhetoric, especially with
the addition of Paul Ryan to the ticket, which has got people paying attention.
In Virginia, in many ways, it's the northern part of Virginia which is more susceptible to what's
happening in Washington and is listening to the debate more closely. And in the southern part of
Virginia, which is more military and seems to be susceptible to the argument that the Obama
administration is making. Because we live in Washington, we're seeing a lot of these ads. And we
cannot underestimate how much of this has to do with the unpopular governors in Ohio and
Florida and how much of it has to do with the effective advertising in all of those states.
TAPPER: OK, we'll be back in 60 seconds with more of our powerhouse roundtable, but, first, a bit
more from "Saturday Night Live's" season premier last night.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
(UNKNOWN): I'm Barack Obama, and I approve this message, but I'm not real proud of it.
(UNKNOWN): After Bain Capital shut down the mill, I was out of work for a year. Next I worked as
a trucker, but then Bain came along, bought the trucking company, and I lost that job, too. Finally, I
got a job at a shoe-shine stand, under an assumed name, working just for tips. But Bain somehow
found out, bought the business, and moved it to China. That's when I knew: This is not a
coincidence.
(UNKNOWN): Each time Raymond McCoy (ph) got a new job, Mitt Romney and Bain Capital would
buy the company, apparently for the sole purpose of laying him off.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
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KIMMEL: Here's another thing that will amaze you. You don't even have to order the iPhone.
Apple has collected so much information about you, it already knows if you want it. It's coming to
your house.
FALLON: A lot of people are complaining that the new iPhone 5 is taller than the last model,
which means they have to buy a new case. In response, Apple issued an official statement saying,
"Exactly."
(END VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER: And we're back now with the roundtable. And as you saw right there, a lot of talk this
week about the economic impact of that new iPhone being released by Apple. Take a look at this.
JPMorgan estimates the iPhone could add $3.2 billion to the nation's GDP in the next quarter
alone. But the Federal Reserve is not counting on Apple. They also announced some steps this
week to boost the economy, embarking on a new round of what's known as quantitative easing,
which is bond buying, $40 billion of mortgage-backed securities each month to help boost the
economy.
George, I'm just taking a guess that you're not a big supporter of this.
WILL: Well, quantitative easing is how the government talks when it's really eager not to be
understood. Quantitative easing -- quantitative easing is the government printing money. Now,
printing presses are so 20th century. They do it digitally. Never mind. It's -- it's expanding the
money supply.
And it's part of not mission creep, but mission gallop on the part of the Fed, which is on its way to
becoming the fourth branch of government, accountable to no one and restrained by nothing, as
far as I can tell, in exercising both monetary and fiscal policy.
The interesting thing is this. It used to have one mandate: protect the currency as a store of value,
prevent inflation. Then we added a second mandate, maximize employment. Now we've
forgotten the first and concentrated solely on the second to produce trickle-down economics.
The whole point of this is to drive people into -- out of bonds and into riskier assets, such as
equities, great effect on the stock market, where the equities are owned by a tiny portion of the
American people, in the hope that the wealth effect, as the stock market goes up, will cause the
wealthy in America to spend and invest, and the results will, guess what, trickle down to the rest
of us.
Now, banks have $1.5 trillion in reserves. Companies have $2 trillion of cash sitting on the
sidelines. Who in America is not buying a house because of a 30-year mortgage at 3.5 percent is
too high? Who is not hiring workers because lending is too expensive now?
TAPPER: OK.
(CROSSTALK)
KARL: You know, it's -- it's an extraordinary move by the Federal Reserve to take eight weeks
before an election. And economists will differ over, you know, whether or not it will actually have
an effect on the economy, but it will have an effect on Capitol Hill. You will see a move to kind of
clip the Fed's wings and say, "Get back to the original purpose of controlling inflation." I think that,
you know, you hear a lot of talk about the Fed on the Hill, but this gives impetus to doing
something (inaudible)
CLARK: I think the thing is, inflation is under control. Yes, there's a lot of money out there. It's not
moving. We're keeping interest rates low. We're giving opportunities for investment in housing
and other sectors.
But it's got to be coupled with other measures, so the president's announced the new target, to
get rid of half of our oil imports by 2020. That will put another $150 billion, keep it inside the U.S.
economy. It's a big deal, and it can be done.
He's announced new manufacturing initiatives. We're bringing jobs back from overseas. And we
need to -- to move forward and do something about the home mortgage foreclosures.
So there's been some efforts on this. There's some frustration on this. We need some bipartisan
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work on this. I remember debating Karl Rove in -- in 2008 on this, and he was very, very firm that
we're not going to help people who have home mortgage problems. But when you've got more
than 5 million home mortgages out there underwater waiting for foreclosure, I think we need
some action on it.
CHENEY: Look, what this is, is the Fed printing money in order to pay for Barack Obama's debt.
And the one thing in your litany you didn't mention, General, is the debt. This country is facing a
crisis that's a totally unavoidable crisis, $16 trillion we hit during the Democratic National
Convention. And the extent to which this president has shown absolutely no leadership to deal
with it, you've now got the Fed stepping in. You've now also got another credit -- credit rating
agency in just the last 24 hours downgrading the United States of America. That has never
happened before, and we've had it happen now twice on President Obama's watch.
TAPPER: Gwen, we've got about 30 seconds...
(CROSSTALK)
IFILL: Well, Liz brings it back to politics. What I'm saying is that you look at this completely through
a political lens. Ben Bernanke, every time he steps up and doesn't do something like this, people
go, oh, no, the markets go down. He comes up and does it, and people say, a-ha, this is a way of
getting the president elected. The problem is that nothing he announced this week is going to
make any difference in the next seven weeks, except it's going to create the idea that something
is being done, and that's what I think everybody here is talking about, this idea that something is
being done, not necessarily something that will have an immediate effect.
(CROSSTALK)
CHENEY: But it's -- but it's an economic argument. I mean, I -- it does have a political impact
because we're in the middle of a presidential campaign. But when the Fed is printing money in
order to buy debt, you know, it's -- it's an economic argument.
TAPPER: All right. Thanks to all of you. The conversation will continue online. General Clark, Liz
Cheney will answer your questions on Twitter @generalclark and @liz_cheney. Just use the
hashtag #this week.
"Your Voice This Week" is coming right up, but first...
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER (voice-over): Three moments from "This Week" history. What year was it?
(UNKNOWN): We have raised this memorial to commemorate the service and sacrifice of an
entire generation.
TAPPER: The World War II Memorial opened.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It's taken 17 years, almost three times as long as the war it commemorates,
for the memorial to go from idea to reality.
BUSH: A few American troops who dishonored our country and disregarded our values...
TAPPER: We learned about the torture of prisoners at Abu Ghraib.
(UNKNOWN): I'm appalled. That is not how the American military acts or should act.
TAPPER: And 52 million people watched as "Friends" signed off.
SCHWIMMER: Please stay with me. I am so in love with you.
TAPPER: Was it 2003, 2004, or 2005? We'll be right back with the answer.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
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TAPPER: So what year was it? When did the Abu Ghraib prison scandal break and the World War
II memorial open? It was eight years ago, 2004.
And now "In Memoriam." We honor our fellow Americans who serve and sacrifice, including those
killed in Benghazi, Libya.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
OBAMA: Four Americans, four patriots. They loved this country. They chose to serve it, and
served it well.
CLINTON: We owe it to those four men to continue the long, hard work of diplomacy.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
TAPPER: This week, the Pentagon released the names of three soldiers killed in Afghanistan.
And finally, "Your Voice This Week." Today's question comes from Nancy Burkley who asks, "Who
are you going to vote for?"
Nancy, the truth is, I don't vote in races I cover. After I became a reporter, I found that, after I voted
absentee ballot on a race I covered, it felt like I'd made an investment, and it was an
uncomfortable feeling. So while I believe an active voting public to be vital to our republic and I
revere voting, I don't feel as those I can do the best job I can bringing you fair and impartial
coverage of politicians if I feel in any way invested in those politicians.
Now, other reporters feel differently. And I in no way judge that. I'm not trying to be holier than
thou. This is just my personal view.
And just a reminder. You can ask me questions all week long on Twitter @jaketapper. We'll be
right back.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
TAPPER: That's all for us today. Thanks for sharing part of your Sunday with us. Check out "World
News" with David Muir tonight. George Stephanopoulos will see you back here next week. And
Happy Jewish New Year.
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This is a rush transcript from "Fox News Sunday," September 16, 2012. This copy may not be in its final
form and may be updated.
CHRIS WALLACE, HOST: I'm Chris Wallace.
Violence against Americans sweeps the Middle East.
(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)
WALLACE: We'll have the latest from the region and discuss what the Obama administration will do next
with the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, Susan Rice.
Then, big questions on Capitol Hill. Who is behind the attack that killed the U.S. ambassador to Libya? And
should we cut off foreign protect our diplomats?
We'll ask the head of the House Intelligence Committee, Chairman Mike Rogers.
Plus, tough talk from both candidates on the Middle East. We'll ask our Sunday panel if foreign policy will
finally become an issue in this campaign.
And our Power Players of the Week, using their Washington clout to fight a devastating disease.
All right now on "Fox News Sunday."
(END VIDEOTAPE)
WALLACE: And hello again from Fox News in Washington.

Exhibit 35

We'll talk with Ambassador Rice and Chairman Rogers in a moment. But, first, here is the latest on the
situation overseas. Protesters have attacked U.S. targets in more than 20 nations. Citing concerns over
security, the State Department ordered all nonessential U.S. government personnel to leave Sudan and
http://www.foxnews.com/on-air/fox-news-sunday-chris-wallace/2012/09…ep-mike-rogers-discuss-violence-against-americans-middle-east/print

Page 1 of 19

000131

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 130 of 170

Amb. Susan Rice, Rep. Mike Rogers discuss violence against Americans in the Middle East

6/9/14, 5:39 PM

Tunisia. And in Benghazi, Libya, there are reports of more arrests in the attack that killed four Americans,
including Ambassador Chris Stevens.
For more on the continuing unrest, let's bring in correspondent Leland Vittert, who is in Cairo, Egypt -Leland.
(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)
LELAND VITTERT, FOX NEWS CORRESPONDENT: In cities across the Middle East, there is now a
tense calm that has taken over here in Cairo. Hundreds if not thousands of riot police ready on standby in
case violence breaks out, once again. For four days, it was a pitched fight between protesters on the street
throwing Molotov cocktails and hurling rocks and then police firing back with rubber bullets and tear gas.
The protesters carrying posters of Usama bin Laden and chanting, "Obama, Obama, we are all Usama."
In Tunis, Tunisia, U.S. citizens have been advised to evacuate the country and/or not travel to Tunisia after
violence swept there that killed four people when protesters stormed the U.S. embassy.
The government of Sudan, we're hearing, has denied entry to a Marine Special Operations team that was
deemed sent to secure the U.S. embassy after a local sheikh called for mass protests in that country which
resulted in thousands storming the embassy and security forces opening fire to try and push back the
protesters.
Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula has issued a communique urging more attacks. And here in Cairo, local
media reports, there was a credible threat against the U.S. embassy here. Security is at an unprecedented
level, with 15-foot tall concrete barriers erected on every one of the entranceways down to the U.S. embassy
compound. We took a walk around earlier and outside the barricades, the protesters made their message clear,
spray-painted in English "USA go to hell."
Chris, back to you.
(END VIDEOTAPE)
WALLACE: Leland Vittert reporting from Cairo -- Leland, thanks for that.
Joining us now our ambassador to the United Nations, Susan Rice. Ambassador, welcome back to "Fox News
Sunday."
AMB. SUSAN RICE, U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE UNITED NATIONS: Thank you.
WALLACE: This week, there have been anti-American protests in two dozen countries across the Islamic
world. The White House says it has nothing to do with the president's policies.
Let's watch.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
JAY CARNEY, WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY: This is not a case of protests directed at the
United States writ large or at U.S. policy. This is in response to a video that is offensive.
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(END VIDEO CLIP)
WALLACE: You don't really believe that?
RICE: Chris, absolutely I believe that. In fact, it is the case. We had the evolution of the Arab spring over the
last many months. But what sparked the recent violence was the airing on the Internet of a very hateful very
offensive video that has offended many people around the world.
Now, our strong view is that there is no excuse for violence. It is absolutely reprehensible and never justified.
But, in fact, there have been those in various parts of the world who have reacted with violence. Their
governments have increasingly and effectively responded and protected our facilities and condemned the
violence and this outrageous response to what is an offensive video. But there is no question that what we
have seen in the past, with things like satanic verses, with the cartoon of the Prophet Muhammad, there have
been -- such things that have sparked outrage and anger and this has been the proximate cause of what we've
seen.
WALLACE: Now, it may have sparked it but you critics say that the outpouring of outrage against the U.S.
has everything to do with the U.S. policies, that we are disengaging from that part of the world, that we
pulled out of Iraq, we are pulling out of Afghanistan, that Iran is continuing on with its nuclear program. And
they say, our critics, that our allies no longer trust us, and our enemies no longer fear us.
RICE: Well, Chris, that's just false. And let's be plain -- our partners and allies have responded effectively
and promptly when we have asked them to protect our facilities and our people.
WALLACE: Well, let's -- it took three days in Cairo.
RICE: Well -- and what happened initially in Cairo was not sufficiently robust when President Obama picked
up the phone and spoke to the President Morsi, right away things changed. And that's an evidence of our
influence and our impact.
And what happened was that the authorities in Egypt have been very robust in protecting our facilities, not
just in Cairo, but elsewhere in the country. President Morsi has issued repeated condemnations of the violent
response and called for calm. And we have seen the same thing in Yemen, in Libya, in Tunisia and many
other parts of the world.
WALLACE: Why are we asking all nongovernmental personnel to leave Sudan and Tunisia?
RICE: Well, first of all, we're not asking all non-governmental personnel.
WALLACE: All non-essential governmental personnel.
RICE: What we have done on a selective basis, where we assess that the security conditions necessitate is to
temporarily have family members and non-essential personnel depart the country. That's something we do all
over the world when security circumstances warrant. It's short-term, it's temporary and it's prudent.
And we do it, Chris, because we obviously prioritize. The president has been very clear his number one
priority is the protection of American personnel and facilities.
WALLACE: So do you think we're turning the corner here?
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RICE: Well, Chris, I think, first of all, we have seen in the past outrage and unfortunately violent outrage
which is condemnable and never justified. It may, indeed, occur in other circumstances. There is no
predicting exactly what the trajectory of this is. Obviously, the last couple of days have been some what
better. But we are vigilant and we are of the view that is not an expression of hospitality in the broadest sense
towards the United States or U.S. policy. It's approximately a reaction to this video and it's a hateful video
that had nothing to do with the United States and which we find disgusting and reprehensible.
WALLACE: You talk about our influence and impact in the region. Our closest ally in the region, Israel,
clearly doesn't feel that we are supporting them when it comes to confronting Iran. In fact, this past week,
Prime Minister Netanyahu blasted the U.S. for its failure to set the same red lines as he has in terms of
stopping Iran's nuclear program.
Let's watch what the prime minister said.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
BENJAMIN NETANYAHU, ISRAELI PRIME MINISTER: The world tells Israel, wait, there is still
time. And I say, wait for what? Wait until when?
Those in the international community who refuse to put red lines before Iran don't have a moral right to place
a red line in Jerusalem.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
WALLACE: And when Netanyahu requested a meeting the president, said he was too busy to meet with
him.
RICE: Let me address -WALLACE: Let me ask a question, if I may.
RICE: I thought you had. I'm sorry.
WALLACE: Well, no, I haven't. They'll be a question mark at the end.
Is that how we treat our best friend in the region?
RICE: Well, let me answer that question in three parts. First of all, the overall relationship with Israel. As
Prime Minister Netanyahu and Defense Minister Barak have repeatedly said, the intelligence and security
relationship between the United States and Israel at present is unprecedented. It has never been stronger.
That's -- those are their words.
So, that's the overall nature of our relationship, very strong -- stronger than ever.
Secondly, with respect to Iran. The United States, President Obama has been absolutely crystal clear that the
United States will not allow Iran to acquire a nuclear weapon and we will do what it takes to prevent that
from happening. All options remain on the table. The president has been very clear about that and that
includes the military option. This is not a policy of containment, Chris. As the president has repeatedly said,
it's a policy to prevent Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. That is the bottom line or as the prime minister
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prefers to call it, a red line. That's the bottom line.
Now, we have also said and I think we are in constant communication with Israeli security and intelligence
and policy officials that we still think that there is team through economic pressure which is unprecedented as
well. Iran's economy is now shrinking by 1 percent a year. Its oil production is down 40 percent. Its currency
has plummeted 40 percent just in the last several months as sanctions have gone into fullest effect.
We think there is still time and space for that pressure to yield a result. The bottom line, Chris, is the only
way to permanently end Iran's nuclear program is if it decides to give that program up.
RICE: Now, the most solemn decision that a president can ever take is a decision to go to war. And President
Obama's view is we will do what it takes it. But before we resort to the use of force, let us be sure we have
exhausted other means including sanctions, pressure and diplomacy to ensure that Iran fully and finally gives
up its nuclear weapons.
WALLACE: Let's talk in the time we have left about the -RICE: You asked about the visit -WALLACE: We have limited time. I'm happy -- if you want to go along, I'm happy to as well.
RICE: I don't want to leave that hanging. That was the third point I wanted to address.
As you know, the president is coming up to the General Assembly in New York at the United Nations. He'll
be there in the beginning of the week, Monday and Tuesday. Prime Minister Netanyahu is coming toward the
end of the week. Their schedules don't match. There is no opportunity for them to meet in the U.S.
WALLACE: The prime minister would be willing I'm sure to go. And in fact there are suggestions from the
Israelis to go to Washington.
RICE: Well, the prime minister hasn't asked for a meeting in Washington, Chris.
(CROSSTALK)
WALLACE: If you watched what he just said, he said that countries that don't set red lines don't have the
moral authority to put red lines on Israel. That doesn't sound like a happy ally, Ambassador.
RICE: Well, first of all, we are close partners and friends and always will be. That is an enduring aspect of
the U.S.-Israeli relationship.
WALLACE: Why did the president call Prime Minister Netanyahu in the middle of the night and talk for an
hour?
RICE: Precisely because they are friends, and when friends need to say something to each other, they pick
up the phone and talk and they talked for an hour. It was a good conversation and it's in the nature of our
relationship that these two partners speak to one another regularly.
We have no daylight between us on the issue of preventing Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. That is our
clear bottom line and the president could not be any plainer about it.
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WALLACE: Let's talk about the attack on the U.S. consulate in Benghazi this week that killed four
Americans, including Ambassador Chris Stevens.
The top Libyan official says that the attack on Tuesday was, quote, his words "preplanned". Al Qaeda says
the operation was revenge for our killing a top Al Qaeda leader.
What do we know?
RICE: Well, first of all, Chris, we are obviously investigating this very closely. The FBI has a lead in this
investigation. The information, the best information and the best assessment we have today is that in fact this
was not a preplanned, premeditated attack. That what happened initially was that it was a spontaneous
reaction to what had just transpired in Cairo as a consequence of the video. People gathered outside the
embassy and then it grew very violent and those with extremist ties joined the fray and came with heavy
weapons, which unfortunately are quite common in post-revolutionary Libya and that then spun out of
control.
But we don't see at this point signs this was a coordinated plan, premeditated attack. Obviously, we will wait
for the results of the investigation and we don't want to jump to conclusions before then. But I do think it's
important for the American people to know our best current assessment.
WALLACE: All right. And the last question, terror cells in Benghazi had carried out five attacks since April,
including one at the same consulate, a bombing at the same consulate in June. Should U.S. security have been
tighter at that consulate given the history of terror activity in Benghazi?
RICE: Well, we obviously did have a strong security presence. And, unfortunately, two of the four
Americans who died in Benghazi were there to provide security. But it wasn't sufficient in the circumstances
to prevent the overrun of the consulate. This is among the things that will be looked at as the investigation
unfolds and it's also why -WALLACE: Is there any feeling that it should have been stronger beforehand?
RICE: It's also why we increased our presence, our security presence in Tripoli in the aftermath of this, as
well as in other parts of the world. I can't judge that, Chris. I'm -- we have to see what the assessment reveals.
But, obviously, there was a significant security presence defending our consulate and our other facility in
Benghazi and that did not prove sufficient to the moment.
WALLACE: Ambassador Rice, we thank you so much for coming in today and discussing the fast-moving
developments in that part of the world. Thanks so much.
RICE: Thank you for having me.
WALLACE: Up next, the head of the House Intelligence Committee, Mike Rogers, with the latest on who
was behind that deadly attack on our diplomats.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
WALLACE: There are still more questions than answers about the attack in Libya Tuesday that killed U.S.
ambassador Chris Stevens and three other Americans.
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For more on where the investigation stands, we are joined which the chairman of the House Intelligence
Committee, Congressman Mike Rogers, who is in his home state of Michigan.
Well, Congressman, you just heard Ambassador Rice say that her latest indications are that the attack on the
consulate in Benghazi was a spontaneous demonstration about that video control that spun out of control. Do
you agree with the ambassador?
REP. MIKE ROGERS, CHAIRMAN OF THE HOUSE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE: I think it's
just too early to make that conclusion. There are -- there's analysts in Department of Defense and CIA.
There's operatives in both places.
As an FBI agent, I get to look at all of that. I come to a different conclusion. They are only moderately
confident it was a spontaneous event because there's huge gaps in what we know.
The way that the attack took place, I have serious questions. It seemed to be a military style coordinated.
They had indirect fire, coordinated with direct fire, rocket attacks. They were able to launch two different
separate attacks on locations there near the consulate and they repelled a fairly significant Libyan force that
came to rescue the embassy.
And then it was on 9/11 and there is other information, classified information, that we have that just makes
you stop for a minute and pause.
And as the first thing you learn as a young FBI agent in this, there are coincidences but they're not likely, and
there are a lot of coincidences about this event.
Do I believe that people did show than had weapons and joined the effort? Probably I do, but I think to me,
when you look at all of the information across both departments, it sure -- I'm just suspect that they could
come to that conclusion so assuredly that it was a spontaneous effort given the coordination of it.
WALLACE: There has been talk about an extremist group in Benghazi, Ansar al-Sharia. There has been talk
that they were in touch with another group, Al Qaeda in North Africa.
What can you tell us about that?
ROGERS: You know, for months, Al Qaeda in the Maghreb, and that's across northern Africa, which joined
in about 2007 I think it was or 2008, they joined Al Qaeda. So they had their own groups across northern
Africa.
What they have been looking -- they have been looking because Al Qaeda core, Zawahiri and others, have
told them that you want -- you need to start attacking Western targets. So they have been looking for
opportunities.
We know, there was an IED at this facility just months ago. So, we know that there is some interest by al
Qaeda, strong interest I should say to attack Western targets. We know that Al Qaeda cells in Tunisia have
been developing; in Libya have been developing.
We can't say for certain it was an Al Qaeda event. It just has all of the hall marks, Chris, of an Al Qaeda-style
event.
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WALLACE: Given and you just mentioned the fact there had been an IED attack at this consulate. There
have been, as I mentioned to Ambassador Rice, been five terror attacks on the ground against Western
interests in Benghazi.
I understand that hindsight is 20/20. But were we as prepared as we should have been given the fact that, yes,
there was a history of violence in the region and, yes, it was the 11th anniversary of 9/11 and, yes, the
ambassador was at this not very fortified installation in Benghazi.
Should there have been more security there?
ROGERS: Yes, that one is going to be hard to assess. I think we need to walk to that conclusion and not run.
One of the things we do ask diplomats in places like Libya to do, and remember, they're volunteers, they're in
dangerous neighborhoods. It's a bit of an expeditionary exercise.
We didn't have an embassy there but it was important to have U.S. influence there for hopefully a better
outcome that leads to more peaceful events in the future. So, he gave his life in that effort and it was
expeditionary. So, we have to look at was the security accurate for what we knew in accordance with what
the mission was for the ambassador in Benghazi at that time. I don't think any one today can say yes or no.
I think it's going to take -- and I know the FBI is on the ground. They'll have a great forensic when they are
done a great forensic picture for us and then we can make that determination and we're also -- through the
committee and through the intelligence services -- scrubbing everything we knew up to that point.
Was there a smoking gun that was missed? I don't think we know that answer either. I have not seen anything
that indicates that. But we just don't know.
So, I think all of those pieces have to be put together before we come to the conclusion they didn't have the
right security posture there in Benghazi.
WALLACE: Let's talk about the broader picture and wave of anti- American violence across Islamic world
this week. You just heard Ambassador Rice say that this has nothing to do with U.S. policy in the Middle
East. It is all about that video that insults the Prophet Muhammad.
Congressman, do you believe that?
ROGERS: I don't. I think this is a convenient effort by all of the groups who have other ulterior motives. If
you remember even -- I know the ambassador mentioned the Prophet Muhammad cartoons. Well, there were
months that went by before violence was incited. They did that through their own information operations.
They being Al Qaeda and other terrorist groups.
So, we know that Al Qaeda is clearly trying to use this to incite violence. So, this is a mechanism to do what
they have been trying to do all along. And what we are finding, too, in some of the demonstrators in Egypt is
finding that a lot of the folks showing up hadn't even seen the video and this is some of that youth group that
really started the change in Egypt and now the day the election happened felt immediately disenfranchised.
You have economic problems, religious problems, cultural differences, tribal differences in Libya -- all of
those things are simmering and we have had at least what appears to the folks in the Middle East -- and they
can say what they want, I travel there frequently -- the Middle East believes, the countries in the Middle East,
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believe that there is a disengagement policy by the United States and that lack of leadership there or at least
clarity on what our position is, is causing problems.
If we all decide to rally around the video as the problem we going to make a serious mistake and we are
going to make I think diplomatic mistakes as we move forward if we think that is the only reason people are
showing up at our embassy and trying to conduct acts of violence.
WALLACE: Well, you're not only the chairman of the House Intelligence Committee. You are also a
congressman. Let me ask you a political question, not an intelligence question.
Do you think the administration is putting it all on the video because that allows them to duck questions
about their policies?
ROGERS: Well, I think we have not had a robust debate in the campaign, in the presidential campaign,
about foreign policy. It has been on the back-burner. I mean, the president doesn't talk a lot about it. He hasn't
given any speeches really of significance since the 2009 Cairo speech. I do think that, you know, policies
overseas have consequences. As a matter of fact, I had a meeting with a senior Middle East intelligence
official awhile ago and asked him if I could make you king for a day, what would you ask of the United
States. And he stopped for a minute, Chris and he said, I'd like to know -- I would tell you to tell us, what is
your Middle East policy? There is no U.S. leadership.
That's a pretty powerful thing to hear when you have all this chaos breaking out now and this was several
months ago. But it just shows that those policies do have some consequence.
Now, it's a combination of all of the things I just talked about. It is a very, very difficult problem to solve, but
you can't solve it by just trying to step back and letting the cauldron simmer on its own. We have to be a part
of it, and it doesn't mean militarily.
It doesn't mean investing billions and billions and billions of dollars. It's a combination of showing strength
and showing up. We have to be there. If Israel is -WALLACE: Let me just interrupt for a second because I want to get to this point.
ROGERS: Yes?
WALLACE: Obviously, relationships were going to be much more complicated after the Arab spring,
democracies replaced dictatorships. Islamic groups were allowed to protest in the streets where before they
had been crushed. Fairly, given this changing situation, could the administration, the president, have done
more to aggressively advance our interests in this changing Middle East?
ROGERS: I'm hot going to say it's not hard. I think these are hard problems. But I do think that it's important
that with U.S. leadership, you don't allow these governments to fan the flames of anti-Americanism for their
own domestic consumption and do the wink, wink, nudge, nudge which exchange public statements about
how we all don't like it. That is not a good policy and is not going to solve the problem.
You need very direct conversations. You need public conversations and I think from the president as well and
I hope he does start to engage in a public way in foreign policy that helps set the record straight about the
United States position.
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And again, saying that we have great relationships. Saying everything is wonderful. Saying it's just this one
video causing all of this problem, I mean, obviously, the bad guys are going to use this as a reason to do what
they have already been doing.
But we need more than that. And that's where I hope -- maybe there's a silver line in this, Chris and we can
turn this around.
This shouldn't be about the election. It can't be about the election. It has to be about standing up for our
national security issues because it's going to impact us no matter who wins in November and it has -- as we
can see -- very serious consequences if we he don't get it right.
WALLACE: Congressman, should the U.S. -- and this is a decision you're going to have to make as a
member of Congress -- should the U.S. either cut off aid to countries like Egypt and Libya or at least delay it,
conditioned it, on the idea that that you have to show that you are willing to protect U.S. interests, whether
it's literally protecting our embassies and diplomats or protecting U.S. -- or advancing U.S. policies?
ROGERS: Well, the first thing is they are obligated to protect our embassy. I wouldn't make that a condition
of anything. They need to do that today, without excuse and without delay.
On top of that, I think we can condition aid. You know, I always said, if we just completely pull out of Egypt,
is America better off or worse off when it comes to being able to influence a better outcome for peace?
I think it's probably better that we have some influence in Egypt that we can have conversations about, hey,
you don't want to provoke Israel, you don't want to continue on with this anti-Americanism. But it has to be
conditioned. We shouldn't just give the money and hope for the best. That's not going to work.
I think that if we condition the spending and understand it's OK to ask for something that is in our best
interest. We shouldn't apologize for that. We shouldn't say that's offensive to anyone. It's our money. It's
taxpayer money and we ought to say here is what we really want to have happen.
And that good influence of the United States, really we prefer commerce over conflict, and if we can continue
to promote that around the world, the world is going to be a better place. We have to be there for that to
happen.
So, I wouldn't run away from the money right away and say, we're going punish you immediately, but we are
going to condition it. And, by the way, if you don't do what you ask us to do, then we're going to take the
money away. It's in our best interest to do it.
WALLACE: Congressman Rogers, we want to thank you so much for bringing us up to date on the
investigation of that deadly attack in Libya and the whole rest of the situation in the Middle East.
Congressman, thank you.
ROGERS: Hey, thanks, Chris. Appreciate it.
WALLACE: Coming up, what happens now to the president's Middle East policy? We'll bring our Sunday
group into the conversation when we come right back.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
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(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA: I have come here to Cairo to seek a new beginning between the United
States and Muslims around the world, one based on mutual interest and mutual respect, and one based upon
the truth that America and Islam are not exclusive and need not be in competition.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
WALLACE: That was President Obama in Cairo three years ago trying to reset relations between the U.S.
and the Islamic world.
And it's time for our Sunday group: Brit Hume, Fox News senior political analyst, Liz Marlantes of the
Christian Science Monitor, Bill Kristol from The Weekly Standard, and Jeff Zeleny of the New York Times.
Well, we all remember the Cairo speech, where the president said that the trauma of 9/11 had led us, quote,
"to act contrary to our ideals" and promising to change course.
Brit, in the aftermath of what we've seen this week, how is the president's policy as set forth in Cairo
looking?
BRIT HUME, FOX NEWS: Well, it looks a little ragged. And I would say that they were remarks that he
made even before the Cairo speech that are even more to the point, when said in an interview on November
21, 2007, "I truly believe," he said, "that the day I'm inaugurated not only does the country look at itself
differently, but the world looks at America differently," and he immediately launched into a discussion of the
Muslim world and his background in Muslim countries, in Indonesia, the fact that his half-sister is Muslim,
and he want to say that, in the end, this will ultimately make us safer, something the Bush administration had
failed to grasp.
What I would say about that is that I think we're seeing in these events this week the further education of a
president who was -- and to some extent remains -- a foreign policy novice, and he is learning that his mere
Obamaness and all that goes with it is simply not sufficient to -- to change the fact that the Middle East
remains a tinderbox subject to being lit ablaze by even a small match, which I think that movie is at best a
small match.
WALLACE: Liz, what happened to the reset in relations between the U.S. and the Islamic world?
LIZ MARLANTES, CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR: Yeah, well, obviously, it's been -- it's been hard
going. And, you know, as Obama himself said in that 2009 speech, it was -- you know, anti-Americanism,
tensions between the Middle East and the U.S. have been going on for decades, this was not something that
was going to instantly change. He said that.
But I do, you know, kind of agree with Brit that to some extent this is another area where Obama now is
probably suffering the consequences of what were probably inflated expectations, that -- you know, going
there and listening was somehow going to change things. And, you know, obviously, it's a -- it's a really
difficult problem, and it seems like we've got, you know, internal power struggles going on in these countries
and not a lot of good options.
WALLACE: You know, Bill, when I talked to Ambassador Rice and discussed what critics are saying about
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U.S. foreign policy, which she did not like, I was thinking of you, this notion that the U.S. is in
disengagement from the Middle East, that we're in retreat, that our friends and our enemies don't know who
we are or how much they can count on what they believe about us.
Obviously, you know, the people who killed the Americans, the people who stormed the embassy, they're
responsible, but to what degree do you think Obama's policies have contributed to the events this week?
BILL KRISTOL, THE WEEKLY STANDARD: I think they have contributed, and I -- I really wish it
weren't the case, that is, I wish -- and Brit (inaudible) that President Obama has -- educated since his Cairo
speech. And I thought, actually, about a year ago, after the surge in Afghanistan, after a -- after the killing of
Osama bin Laden, the drone attacks, some tougher stance generally, that perhaps he had learned something
from his early pre-election promises and his -- and his speech in the summer of 2009.
But I would say, watching them this week, they are exactly where they were in the Cairo speech. I would -they have -- the White House press secretary, not just some political hack, the White House press secretary
saying from the White House podium that this movie is the -- this trailer of a movie that no one has seen...
WALLACE: That's what U.N. Ambassador Rice said.
KRISTOL: ... and now the U.N. ambassador is saying that -- that it has nothing to do with U.S. policy,
nothing to do with U.S. -- what the U.S. stands for. I mean, really, that's the position of the U.S. government,
not just the Obama campaign? That's one thing; that's just politics. The U.S. government, the U.S.
administration is saying that?
And what is the actual official response? To send an FBI team over -- over to take a look at the situation,
except it now turns out, it's being reported, that the FBI team can't land -- can't go to Libya. They pulled them
back yesterday because it's not a safe enough situation to do their forensic investigation. It's like a parody of
going back to the 1990s. I did think there was bipartisan agreement that that way of addressing national
security threats was not effective. It's what we did in the '90s. It didn't work. And now they're right back
where they were before 9/11.
WALLACE: Jeff, do you think -- because, I must say, I find it astonishing myself the idea that they would
say this is all about the video -- do you think that they really believe that? Or do you think they see that as an
easy out and, as I suggested to Mike Rogers, now they don't have to answer questions about policy, because it
has nothing to do with policy?
JEFF ZELENY, THE NEW YORK TIMES: I'm not sure if they believe it or not, but they're certainly
doubling down on it, so they are leaving us every -- it looks like they believe it. I mean, even privately, even
in conversations I have had over the weekend with senior administration officials about this, no one is leaving
open the possibility that, hey, that this is just a line we're giving as we look into it further.
So it seems to me that they're opening themselves up to -- or they're leaving themselves very vulnerable here.
You know, when -- once more answers are known, I think, as Chairman Rogers was saying, he was giving a
very sort of even-handed response, I think, saying, look, we still don't know the answers to a lot of the
questions of what happened over there.
So if this administration -- if it turns out a month from now that there was a major intelligence failure, I think
this is going to look pretty irresponsible and silly right now, to say that this is all because of a trailer for a
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video.
But, look, I was at that speech in Cairo in June of '09. And I'm just struck by how much has changed and how
much the -- I mean, it almost looks -- some of those comments sound, I don't know if naive, but quaint, given
everything that happened with the Arab Spring and things, and it's certainly not really a relevant -- I mean, I
think there's time for a reset of that reset. And we haven't heard the president talk about his policy a lot since
then.
WALLACE: Well, and that brings up a very fair question, Brit, which is the Arab Spring. Obviously, things
were going to be more complicated after the Arab Spring. You couldn't just call up Hosni Mubarak and say,
"Stop the protesters." You've got democracies instead of dictators. You've got Islamic groups who are now
free to express themselves and, yes, to protest. How could the president have better managed what was
always going to be a messy transition?
HUME: Well, there are a couple of things. One -- two ways to look at this. One is how the president and his
team dealt with the actions in the countries that were most affected by the Arab Spring. It seems we have kind
of a mixed set of results.
The other question revolves around when militant Islamists are considering how to attack or undermine the
United States, it is believed that one of the things that they deeply respect is power and force. They
understand it; they recognize it; they fear it; and it worries them.
So if you look at the -- at the -- at the fact that we're -- you know, we're out of Iraq, didn't leave behind a
force, we're pulling out of Afghanistan, does that look to them like strength or weakness and a possible
opportunity?
If it turns out that Al Qaida was deeply involved in the Benghazi attack, it will be a very significant Al Qaida
success and the first that they've had, really, since the heyday of -- of Al Qaida in Iraq. That will represent, it
seems to me, a serious sign of failure of the administration's policies throughout the region.
WALLACE: All right. We have to take a break here. But coming up, we've covered the policy, next the
politics of national security as it's playing out on the campaign trail.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
WALLACE: Still to come, our Power Player of the Week.
(UNKNOWN): It's costing us $200 billion a year to care for people with Alzheimer's.
WALLACE: Now, 5 million Americans have the disease.
(UNKNOWN): That is going to grow to $1 trillion a year by 2050.
WALLACE: Stay tuned. Our panel will be right back.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
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(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
MITT ROMNEY, REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTIAL NOMINEE: The first response to the United States
must be outrage at the breach of the sovereignty of our nation, and apology for America's values is never the
right course.
OBAMA: Governor Romney seems to have a tendency to shoot first and aim later. And as president, one of
the things I've learned is you can't do that.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
WALLACE: President Obama and Governor Romney with punch and counterpunch over the U.S. reaction
to the violence in the Middle East this week. And we're back now with the panel.
Well, it has certainly been the big political question in Washington this last week: Did Mitt Romney make a
mistake attacking the president's policies just five hours after we found out that those four Americans had
been slaughtered in Benghazi?
Brit, as you've look back at this over the last few days, now it's played out, what do you think?
HUME: I think what he said was correct, but it was clumsy, and it opened him up to charges that he made a
terrible mistake. We had an almost ludicrous overreaction in a lot of the media about it, in which what he did
became the big story, rather than what was happening over there, which was not a great moment for our
national media, I'm sad to say.
You know, he could have waited. It might have been better if he had. But, look, what he was criticizing there
was a statement that -- what we were talking about in the first panel, which is the administration's emphasis
on this video, and attacking it, and then reiterating that -- Cairo embassy not only said that, and then it
reiterated it later after these events had unfolded. So they doubled down on it.
Now, eventually the White House walked it back and so on. But the next thing you know, the White House is
saying the same thing that it's all about the video. So my sense is that he was on the mark. He might have
timed it better or said it better.
WALLACE: Liz?
MARLANTES: I think it was a tricky week for both Mitt Romney and President Obama. I mean, when you
have a week when Obama is being compared to Jimmy Carter and Mitt Romney is being compared to
Richard Nixon, it's not really a week that either campaign is probably going to want to remember.
That said, I think, you know, in the short term, Romney's statements got more attention. And I think the
problem that Romney has in this situation is sort of twofold. One was that he did seem political. It seemed
like he was acting more in the interests of his campaign than in the interests of the Americans overseas who
maybe were in danger at the time.
And -- and, secondly, it's been hard for him to articulate exactly what he would be doing that's -- that's
different. I mean, he says he would be shaping events, rather than letting events shape his policy, but he
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doesn't say exactly what that means. It means -- is he saying he would not have withdrawn from Iraq, he
would rather that we were still there?
You know, the consequences of what he actually seems to be implying are not necessarily policies that would
be popular with Americans right now. And so I think it -- it makes it hard. He has this sort of sweeping
language about how he wants to project strength, but he won't say exactly what that means, because I think to
some extent, if strength means military force, if strength means, you know, spending more money on foreign
aid, that's not popular either. I mean, it's -- it's not clear what those actions would be.
WALLACE: Bill, I want to pick up on that, because even if Romney's timing was wrong, as some people
think, there's certainly a legitimate debate to have over the president's foreign policy. And we had some of it
today with Ambassador Rice and Congressman Rogers. And yet I talked to top officials in the Romney
campaign yesterday, and they say they have absolutely no plans for a major foreign policy speech in the next
few weeks before the debates. And I guess the question is, why not?
KRISTOL: Well, I'm keeping home alive that they actually will think that they should address the issue
that's on the mind of every American now, which is, what is going on over there, and why is it happening,
and what would the next president do to address it? It's crazy not to address it. It's -- this is what people want
to hear about.
I heard from a congressional candidate, Republican congressional candidate yesterday sent me an e-mail and
said he's interested personally in foreign policy, he hasn't talked much -- so much about it, and his audiences
haven't asked him much about it over the last 14 months. He said suddenly, last week, he didn't even begin to
raise it, particularly on Wednesday or Thursday, but suddenly all the questions were about it.
People -- the next president is going to have to deal with this. What are you going to do? He needs to address
it.
Brit's right. He was a little clumsy at first, but it's better to be clumsy and correct than timid and silent. And I
really hope, as someone who hopes Romney wins, I hope he is not timid and silent over the next couple of
weeks and that he does what Liz said and lays out his foreign policy agenda.
And they're very spooked. I talked with some Romney people, too. Got to be very careful, though. War is
unpopular. Afghanistan is unpopular. Iraq, horrible memories. Which convention spoke more about war?
Which convention didn't -- wasn't timid to say the word "Afghanistan"? It was the Democratic convention.
And they got a bounce. And the Republicans, who shied away totally from foreign policy, didn't get a bounce.
So maybe the American public's a little more mature and serious than these campaign strategists think, and
maybe they would actually like to hear what the next president would do about this crisis.
WALLACE: Jeff, you know, I think it'd be fair to say there's a growing sense among political observers, as
we see these polls, that Romney is losing right now, not that he's lost, not that it's over, but that he's losing
ground. And I think the question is, after this selection now of Paul Ryan, which was seen as a pretty bold
choice, they seem to have gone back into something of a crouch and are not campaigning on a bold agenda as
a candidate of reform. What are they thinking at Romney headquarters in Boston?
ZELENY: I think they are frustrated by the sort of growing storyline that he may be losing. But I think losing
is the wrong way to look at it. He's not losing or he hasn't lost. He probably has failed to take advantage of
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this moment of the, really, three weeks since naming the vice presidential candidate and into his convention.
I mean, the jobs report number a week ago on Friday -- seems like a long time ago -- was something that his
campaign thought would reset things. It really didn't. So they have had a hard time sort of, I think, resetting
the race and gaining ground, but I think it's absurd to say that he has lost or is losing.
I mean, the CBS-New York Times poll last week showed among likely voters it is still a 3-point contest,
within the margin of error. So that is with even what Romney's own advisers will concede that they had not
the smoothest of weeks. So this is still an even race. This is still anything could happen.
But out in battleground states across the country, the Obama campaign seems to be performing a little bit
better. So...
WALLACE: But why this reluctance...
ZELENY: I hear the same thing from...
(CROSSTALK)
WALLACE: Why this reluctance to give a major foreign policy speech? Why the reluctance, when there's all
this criticism that, you know, he favors -- his policies favor the rich over the middle class, why not give a
major speech and explain -- and -- and you can hear people clamoring for it -- what are some of the things he
would do in tax reform that would -- that would hurt the rich?
ZELENY: The overarching thought in the Romney campaign is still that this election is about President
Obama and that they can win this election by this growing sentiment that it's time to fire President Obama.
Now, I'm not sure that that's right. I mean, they have to give -- it seems a lot of Republicans are hungering for
more of a reason to hire Governor Romney. I'm not convinced that they won't give some kind of a big speech.
I don't know if it'll be a foreign policy speech, but they have -- see the same information that everyone here
sees and talks about. I think they know that they have to kick things up a little bit.
HUME: Even if this ends up being, in effect, a referendum on the president and his record, the challenger
still has something that must be done, and that is to present himself as a plausible and acceptable presidential
alternative.
Now, Romney's got the presidential bearing down. He's fine on that. He presented himself at his convention
as a nice guy and a normal person with a great family. He's got that down.
What he didn't do was dwell at length on the economic policies that he would put in place. And a big piece of
being a plausible president is being knowledgeable and have a deep sense of the world and the United States'
place in it and be able to differentiate the policies you'd pursue from the other guy. And he hasn't done that.
So, you know, he may get the referendum, but if he hasn't done his part and stepped up as a plausible
alternative, he might lose anyway.
WALLACE: Liz?
MARLANTES: Yeah, I mean, I -- I think it has become a difficult storyline for Romney that he's losing.
We've had a lot of stories in the last week or two about the differences in the polls, and that is a difficult
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position for a candidate to get into, because the entire media lens starts to be through that lens of he's the
losing candidate right now. And I think even the reaction this week to his statement, you know, was seen as
an act of desperation, well, that's the way you cover a candidate who's losing. So that is something that I think
the Romney campaign is going to have to do something to turn around, because right now it's not helping
them.
WALLACE: And, Bill, we got less than a minute left. I guess what confuses me is when he picked Ryan as
his running mate, I thought, well, that's a statement that he's going to come forward with a bold, affirmative,
positive agenda, he's going to be the candidate of reform. And yet he has, after naming him and getting a little
bump in the polls and people getting excited, he hasn't capitalized on that.
KRISTOL: Maybe they'll learn the lesson from the fact that, from the day he named, August 11th, until the
Republican convention, Romney gained in the polls. He narrowed a 4.5 point gap to 1 point in the
RealClearPolitics average. It's back up to 3 points when they've gone back to the pre-Ryan campaign. Maybe
they should follow up on the consequences of the Ryan pick, which are positive.
WALLACE: Thank you, panel. See you next week. Don't forget to check out Panel Plus, where our group
picks right up with this discussion on our website, foxnewssunday.com. We'll post the video before noon
Eastern time, and make sure to follow us on Twitter @foxnewssunday.
Up next, our power players of the week.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
WALLACE: They are one of Washington's power couples. He was a top executive at AOL and CBS; she
used to write sitcoms. Now they're taking on the fight of their lives. And they're our Power Players of the
Week.
(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)
GEORGE VRADENBURG, US AGAINST ALZHEIMER'S: It's the only disease in the top 10 killers that
has no means of prevention, cure or treatment.
WALLACE (voice-over): George Vradenburg is talking about Alzheimer's, the disease that robs people of
their memory, then mind, and eventually kills them. He and his wife of 43 years, Trish, have donated millions
of dollars to launch an organization called Us Against Alzheimer's.
(on-screen): What is the goal of Us Against Alzheimer's?
G. VRADENBURG: A means of prevention and treatment by the year 2020.
WALLACE: But is there any reason to believe that's possible over the next eight years?
G. VRADENBURG: Yes, the answer is 2020's feasible. Is it -- is it a guarantee, a lock? No. Otherwise, why
should we be in the game?
WALLACE (voice-over): What makes this group different is it is part philanthropy that invests in research,
but it's also a political action committee, contributing to candidates who back their fight.
http://www.foxnews.com/on-air/fox-news-sunday-chris-wallace/2012/09…p-mike-rogers-discuss-violence-against-americans-middle-east/print
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This week, the Vradenburgs were on Capitol Hill meeting with Congressman Jim Moran.
G. VRADENBURG: Right now, cancer is allocated about $6 billion a year, and we're making progress. HIVAIDS, $3 billion a year. Alzheimer's, $450 million a year.
WALLACE: And Vradenburg says, if we don't find a treatment or cure for Alzheimer's, it will bankrupt the
nation. Now, 5 million Americans have the disease, but with aging baby boomers, that will double in 30
years.
G. VRADENBURG: It's costing us $200 billion a year to care for people with Alzheimer's; 70 percent of
that comes from Medicare and Medicaid. That is going to grow to $1 trillion a year by 2050.
WALLACE: The Vradenburgs' fight against Alzheimer's is personal. Trisha's mother, who was a hardcharging New Jersey Democrat, died of the disease 20 years ago.
TRISH VRADENBURG, US AGAINST ALZHEIMER'S: We saw her just go downhill from a towering
human being to a person who didn't know us.
WALLACE (on-screen): Tough question: Do you worry that you're going to get it?
T. VRADENBURG: Those days where I can't find my keys, I -- yeah, I worry.
WALLACE: Is it true you have not been tested?
T. VRADENBURG: Until I know that there's a possibility of having some way to diminish or stop or arrest
Alzheimer's, I have no need to know if I have a death sentence or not.
WALLACE: Honestly, how much of this crusade is the fact that you want to find a cure or a treatment?
G. VRADENBURG: Of course. And me. Whether I'm the caregiver or the victim, one out of two over 85
have this disease.
WALLACE (voice-over): And so George and Trish Vradenburg keep sounding the alarm, keep trying to
build a political movement against a killer they say is coming for them and so many of us. G.
VRADENBURG: With Alzheimer's, it is a cruel disease that's going to take tens of millions of lives, and we
can't get ourselves together, so that's frustrating.
(END VIDEOTAPE)
WALLACE: If you want to learn more about the Vradenburgs' cause, check out their website,
usagainstalzheimers.org.
And that's it for today. Have a great week. And we'll see you next "Fox News Sunday."
Content and Programming Copyright 2012 Fox News Network, LLC. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. Copyright
2012 CQ-Roll Call, Inc. All materials herein are protected by United States copyright law and may not be
reproduced, distributed, transmitted, displayed, published or broadcast without the prior written permission of
CQ-Roll Call. You may not alter or remove any trademark, copyright or other notice from copies of the
content.
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MR. DAVID GREGORY: This morning, a special hour of MEET THE PRESS. Turmoil in the Middle East creates a flashpoint on the campaign
trail. Set off by an American anti-Islamic video, rage against the U.S. sweeps the Arab world. And an attack on the U.S. Consulate in Libya kills
ambassador Chris Stephens and three others.
(Videotape)
HILLARY CLINTON: The people of Egypt, Libya, Yemen and Tunisia did not trade the tyranny of a dictator for the tyranny of a mob.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: But in this highly-charged campaign environment new questions about how the Obama administration should respond enter the
political debate.
(Videotape)
MR. MITT ROMNEY: The administration was wrong to stand by statements sympathizing with those who had breached our embassy in Egypt
instead of condemning their actions.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: This morning we’ll talk to a key member of the president’s foreign policy team--the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, Susan
Rice.
Also, this morning, an exclusive network interview with a key player in the Middle East--the prime minister of Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu. Has
relations between his country and the U.S. have at a new low over the looming nuclear threat from Iran?
(Videotape)
BENJAMIN NETANYAHU: Those in the international community that refuse to put red lines before Iran don’t have a moral right to place a red
light before Israel.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: Sorting out U.S. options in the Middle East, consequences for the region, and the political impact in November--our political
roundtable. Joining us, the first Muslim elected to the U.S. Congress, Democratic Representative from Minnesota Keith Ellison; the chairman of
the Homeland Security Committee, New York Republican congressman Peter King; Author of the new book, The Price of Politics, The Washington
Post’s Bob Woodward; the Atlantic’s Jeffrey Goldberg; and NBC’s chief foreign affairs correspondent Andrea Mitchell.
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Announcer: From NBC News in Washington, MEET THE PRESS with David Gregory.
GREGORY: And good morning. Relative calm this morning in the Middle East after several days of intense anti-American protests raged across
many parts of the Islamic world. But word this morning that the Obama administration has ordered the evacuation of all but emergency personnel
from diplomatic missions in Tunisia and Sudan. And defense secretary Leon Panetta saying this morning, the Pentagon has deployed forces to
several areas in an increased effort to protect U.S. personnel and property from the potential of violent protests, the latest consequences, of course,
of this troubling unrest. Joining me now for the very latest, the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, Susan Rice. Ambassador Rice, welcome
back to MEET THE PRESS.
MS. SUSAN RICE (U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations): Thank you, good to be here.
GREGORY: The images as you well know are jarring to Americans watching all of this play out this week, and we’ll share the map of all of this
turmoil with our viewers to show the scale of it across not just the Arab world, but the entire Islamic world and flashpoints as well. In Egypt, of
course, the protests outside the U.S. embassy there that Egyptian officials were slow to put down. This weekend in Pakistan, protests as well there.
More anti-American rage. Also protests against the drone strikes. In Yemen, you also had arrests and some deaths outside of our U.S. embassy
there. How much longer can Americans expect to see these troubling images and these protests go forward?
MS. RICE: Well, David, we can’t predict with any certainty. But let’s remember what has transpired over the last several days. This is a response
to a hateful and offensive video that was widely disseminated throughout the Arab and Muslim world. Obviously, our view is that there is
absolutely no excuse for violence and that-- what has happened is condemnable, but this is a-- a spontaneous reaction to a video, and it’s not
dissimilar but, perhaps, on a slightly larger scale than what we have seen in the past with The Satanic Verses with the cartoons of the Prophet
Muhammad. Now, the United States has made very clear and the president has been very plain that our top priority is the protection of American
personnel in our facilities and bringing to justice those who…
GREGORY: All right.
MS. RICE: …attacked our facility in Benghazi.
GREGORY: Well, let’s talk-- talk about-- well, you talked about this as spontaneous. Can you say definitively that the attacks on-- on our consulate
in Libya that killed ambassador Stevens and others there security personnel, that was spontaneous, was it a planned attack? Was there a terrorist
element to it?
MS. RICE: Well, let us-- let me tell you the-- the best information we have at present. First of all, there’s an FBI investigation which is ongoing.
And we look to that investigation to give us the definitive word as to what transpired. But putting together the best information that we have
available to us today our current assessment is that what happened in Benghazi was in fact initially a spontaneous reaction to what had just
transpired hours before in Cairo, almost a copycat of-- of the demonstrations against our facility in Cairo, which were prompted, of course, by the
video. What we think then transpired in Benghazi is that opportunistic extremist elements came to the consulate as this was unfolding. They came
with heavy weapons which unfortunately are readily available in post revolutionary Libya. And it escalated into a much more violent episode.
Obviously, that’s-- that’s our best judgment now. We’ll await the results of the investigation. And the president has been very clear--we’ll work
with the Libyan authorities to bring those responsible to justice.
GREGORY: Was there a failure here that this administration is responsible for, whether it’s an intelligence failure, a failure to see this coming, or a
failure to adequately protect U.S. embassies and installations from a spontaneous kind of reaction like this?
MS. RICE: David, I don’t think so. First of all we had no actionable intelligence to suggest that-- that any attack on our facility in Benghazi was
imminent. In Cairo, we did have indications that there was the risk that the video might spark some-- some protests and our embassy, in fact, acted
accordingly, and had called upon the Egyptian authorities to-- to reinforce our facility. What we have seen as-- with respect to the security
response, obviously we had security personnel in Benghazi, a-- a significant number, and tragically, among those four that were killed were two of
our security personnel. But what happened, obviously, overwhelmed the security we had in place which is why the president ordered additional
reinforcements to Tripoli and-- and why elsewhere in the world we have been working with governments to ensure they take up their obligations to
protect us and we reinforce where necessary.
GREGORY: The president and the secretary of state have talked about a mob mentality. That’s my words, not their words, but they talked about
http://www.nbcnews.com/id/49051097/ns/meet_the_press-transcripts/t/…r-king-bob-woodward-jeffrey-goldberg-andrea-mitchell/#.U5Yo9ha4nFI
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the-- the tyranny of mobs operating in this part of the world. Here’s the reality, if you look at foreign aid--U.S. direct foreign aid to the two
countries involved here, in Libya and Egypt, this is what you’d see: two hundred million since 2011 to Libya, over a billion a year to Egypt and yet
Americans are seeing these kinds of protests and attacks on our own diplomats. Would-- what do you say to members of congress who are now
weighing whether to suspend our aid to these countries if this is the response that America gets?
MS. RICE: Well, first of all, David, let’s put this in perspective. As I said, this is a response to a-- a very offensive video. It’s not the first time that
American facilities have come under attack in the Middle East, going back to 1982 in-- in Beirut, going back to the Khobar Towers in-- in Saudi
Arabia, or even the attack on our embassy in 2008 in Yemen.
GREGORY: Or Iran in 1979.
MS. RICE: This has-- this has happened in the past, but there-- and so I don’t think that-- that we should misunderstand what this is. The reason
we provide aid in Egypt and in Libya is because it serves American interests because the relationships…
GREGORY: But-- but our Americans are not being served if this is the response.
MS. RICE: It serves our interests to have Egypt willing and able to-- to maintain its peace treaty with Israel, it servers our interest for Egypt to
continue to be a strong partner. Now, let’s be clear, the government, once President Obama called President Morsi, immediately in Egypt the
security forces came out and have provided very significant protection. Same in Tunisia, same in Libya, same in Yemen. And all of these leaders
have very forcefully conveyed their condemnation of what has transpired.
GREGORY: But there were conflicting messages from the Morsi government. In Arabic they encourage protests, in English they said stop the
protests. This from an ally that we give over a billion dollars?
MS. RICE: What has happened in fact is that the Egyptian government has come out and protected our facilities. Our embassy is open today,
things are calm. And Morsi has repeatedly been clear in his condemnation of-- of what has occurred. We-- we are in these partnerships, David,
over the long-term. We think that-- that-- despite this very bumpy path we’re on and the very disturbing images we’ve seen, it’s in the United States
fundamental interest that people have the ability to choose their own governments, that the governments be democratic and free. That’s in our
long-term best interest.
GREGORY: You know that this…
MS. RICE: We need to reinforce that with our assistance.
GREGORY: We are in the middle of a heated presidential campaign, there are different foreign policy visions. That’s why we wanted to dedicate
the hour to this today to really understand these different views. Mitt Romney spoke out this week, he criticized the administration, talked about
whether the United States was apologizing for some of the initial response to this. These were his comments this week.
(Videotape; Wednesday)
MR. MITT ROMNEY: The administration was wrong to stand by a statement sympathizing with those who had breached our embassy in Egypt
instead of condemning their actions. I think it’s a-- a-- a terrible course to-- for America to-- to stand in apology for our values.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: Our embassies did not stand up for speech-- free speech in this initial response to this violence. And the Republican charge is that it’s
weakness on the part of this administration that invites this kind of chaos, that the administration has not been tough enough on radical extremists
that are beginning to take root in these countries. How do you respond to that?
MS. RICE: First of all, I think the American people and certainly our diplomats and-- and development experts who are putting their lives on the
line around the world every day expect from our leadership unity in times of challenge and strong, steady, steadfast leadership of the sort that
President Obama has been providing. With respect to this, I think, vacuous charge of weakness, let’s-- lets recall, I think, the American people fully
understand that this is an administration led by a president who said when he ran for office that he would take the fight to al Qaeda. We have
decimated al Qaeda. Osama bin Laden is dead. He said we would end the war responsibly in Iraq. We’ve done that. He has restored relationships
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around the world. I spend every day up at the United Nations where I have to interact with 192 other countries. I know how well the United States
is viewed. I know that our standing is much improved and it’s translated into important support for strong American positions, for example with
sanctions against Iran.
GREGORY: Was it inappropriate for Governor Romney to level the criticism he leveled?
MS. RICE: I’m not going to get into politics, David. That’s not my role in this job. But I think the American people welcome and appreciate strong,
steady, unified leadership, bipartisan in times of challenge. And for those men and women in our diplomatic service, including those we tragically
lost, they look to our leadership to be unified and responsible.
GREGORY: Let’s talk about another area where the administration is on the defensive in terms of leadership in the world, and that is the nuclear
threat from Iran. Another area of tension between the United States and Israel. In just a couple of minutes we will show our interview with the
prime minister of Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu. And our viewers will see that. One aspect is how close Iran is getting to becoming a nuclear power.
I asked him about that. I want to show you a piece of the interview and get your reaction to it.
(Videotape)
PRIME MINISTER BENJAMIN NETANYAHU (Prime Minister of Israel): I can tell you, David, that Iran has been placed with some clear red lines
on a few matters, and they have avoided crossing them. So I think that as they get closer and closer and closer to the achievement of the weaponsgrade material, and they’re very close, they’re six months away from being about 90 percent of having the enriched uranium for an atom bomb, I
think that you have to place that red line before them now, before it’s-- it’s too late.
GREGORY: As the prime minister of Israel, has Iran crossed your red line?
MR. NETANYAHU: Well, the way I would say it, David, is they are in the red zone. You know, they are in the last 20 yards. And you can’t let them
cross that goal line. You can’t let them score a touchdown, because that would have unbelievable consequences, grievous consequences, for the
peace and security of us all-- of the world really.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: What is President Obama’s line in the sand, the point at which he says to Iran don’t cross this with your nuclear program or there’s
going to be a military consequence?
MS. RICE: David, the president has been very, very clear. Our bottom line, if you want to call it a red line, president’s bottom line has been that
Iran will not acquire a nuclear weapon and we will take no option off the table to ensure that it does not acquire a nuclear weapon, including the
military option.
GREGORY: The prime minister says…
MS. RICE: But…
GREGORY: …they are acquiring.
MS. RICE: …he’s talking about a-- a red zone which is a new concept…
GREGORY: No, no, but he’s talking about how close they are to actually becoming a nuclear power--having to develop a capacity to become a
nuclear power.
MS. RICE: They’re not there yet. They are not there yet. And our assessment is, and-- and we share this regularly with our Israeli counterparts in
the intelligence and defense community, that there is time and space for the pressure we are mounting, which is unprecedented in terms of
sanctions, to still yield results. This is not imminent. The window is not infinite, but let’s be clear--the sanctions that-- that are now in place
reached their high point in July. The-- the Iranian economy is suffering. It’s shrinking for the first time. Negative one percent growth. The
amount of production of Iranian oil has dropped 40 percent over the last several months. Their currency has plummeted 40 percent over the last
several months. This pressure is even to use the Iranian’s own words crippling.
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GREGORY: But can you say…
MS. RICE: And we think…
GREGORY: …that President Obama’s strategy to keep Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon almost at the end of his first term is succeeding or
failing?
MS. RICE: David, what is clear is Iran does not have a nuclear weapon. And that Iran is more isolated than ever internationally. The economic
pressure it is facing is much greater than ever. When President Obama came to office the international community was divided about Iran. And
Iran was internally very united. The exact opposite is the case today. The international community is united. We just had another strong
resolution out of the IAEA Board of Governors. And the internal dynamics in Iran are-- are fracturing and the leadership is divided. We are
committed and President Obama is committed to preventing Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. It is not a policy of containment. But, David,
the most difficult and profound decision that any president has to make is the decision to go to war. And this president is committed to exhausting
pressure, economic pressure, and diplomacy while there is-- is still time before making a decision of such consequence.
GREGORY: Ambassador Rice, the debate continues. Thank you very much…
MS. RICE: Thank you.
GREGORY: …for your views this morning.
Now to this looming nuclear threat from Iran from the Israeli perspective. There were new tensions between the Obama administration in Israel
this week. Earlier, I spoke with the prime minister of Israel Benjamin Netanyahu about where things stand and whether he is trying to influence
the outcome of our presidential campaign.
Prime Minister, welcome back to MEET THE PRESS.
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Thank you. Good to be with you, David.
GREGORY: I want to talk specifically before we get to the questions of what’s happening more broadly in the Middle East and the turmoil there
this week about the threat from Iran. You spoke about that this week, and this question of whether Israel has to take matters into its own hands.
And you launched pretty pointed criticism at the United States. I want to play a portion of what you said.
(Videotape; Monday)
PRIME MINISTER BENJAMIN NETANYAHU: The world tells Israel, wait. There’s still time. And I say, wait for what? Wait until when? Those
in the international community who refuse to put red lines before Iran don’t have a moral right to place a red light before Israel.
(End videotape)
GREGORY: Prime Minister, I want to understand very clearly what your views are. Is it your view that the Obama administration is either
unwilling or unable to stop Iran from becoming a nuclear power?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Now first of all, President Obama and the U.S. administration have repeatedly said that Israel has the right to
act by itself against any threat to defend itself. And I think that that remains our position. And for me, the issue is-- as the prime minister of a
country that is threatened with annihilation by a regime that is racing a brutal regime in Tehran that is racing to develop nuclear bombs for that
and, obviously, we-- we cannot delegate the job of stopping Iran if all else fails to someone else. That was the main point that I was saying there. It
was directed at the general international community. A lot of leaders calling me telling me don’t do it, it’s not necessary. You know, the danger of
acting is much greater than not acting. And I always say the danger of not acting in time is much greater because Iran with nuclear weapons would
mean that the kind of fanaticism that you see storming your embassies would have a nuclear weapon. Don’t let these fanatics have nuclear
weapons.
GREGORY: But Prime Minister, let’s be clear. You were upset with this administration. The Secretary of State Hillary Clinton had said in an
interview that there were no deadlines by this administration in terms of what Iran should or shouldn’t do by a date certain. That’s what led to
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those remarks. And so my question still stands. Is it your view that this administration is either unwilling or unable to stop Iran from developing a
nuclear weapon?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: No. President Obama has said that he’s determined to prevent Iran from getting nuclear weapons and I
appreciate that and I respect that. I think implicit in that is that if you’re determined to prevent Iran from getting nuclear weapons, it means you’ll
act before they get nuclear weapons. I just think that it’s important to communicate to Iran that there is a line that they won’t cross. I think a red
line in this case works to reduce the chances of the need for military action because once the Iranians understand that there’s no-- there’s a line that
they can’t cross, they are not likely to cross it, you know, when President Kennedy set a red line in the Cuban missile crisis, he was criticized. But it
turned out it didn’t bring war, it actually pushed war back and probably purchased decades of peace with the Soviet Union. Conversely, when there
was no American red line set before the Gulf War, Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait, and maybe that war could have been avoided. And I can tell
you David that Iran has been placed with some clear red lines on a few matters and they have avoided crossing them. So I think that as they get
closer and closer and closer to the achievement of weapons grade material, and they are very close, they are six months away from being about
ninety percent of having the enriched uranium for an atom bomb, I think that you have to place that red line before them now before it’s-- it’s too
late. That was the point that I was making.
GREGORY: As a prime minister of Israel, has Iran crossed your red line?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Well, the way I would say it David is they are in the red zone. You know, they are in the last 20 yards. And you
can’t let them cross that goal line. You can’t let them score a touchdown because that would have unbelievable consequences, grievous
consequences, for the peace and security of us all-- of the world really.
GREGORY: That seems to be a newer development from your way of thinking that they are now in a red zone. And to use-- to use the sports
metaphor, you won’t let them cross the-- the goal line. Is Israel closer to taking action into its own hands?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: We always reserve the right to act. But I think that if we are able to coordinate together a common position, we
increase the chances that neither one of us will have to act. Iran is very cognizant of the fact of its degrees of freedom and as the IAEA report says
not only have they not stopped, they have actually rushed forward-- they’re rushing forward with their enrichment program. And I think it’s very
important to make it clear to them that they can’t just proceed with impunity.
GREGORY: Your criticism, your calling on President Obama to set this red line, comes in the middle of a heated presidential campaign. You
understand the American political system very well. You’re very sophisticated in that regard. In your view, would Governor Mitt Romney as
President Romney make Israel safer? Would he take a harder line against Iran than President Obama in your judgment?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: God, I’m-- I’m not going to be drawn into the American election. And-- and what’s guiding my statements are-is not the American political calendar but the Iranian nuclear calendar. They’re just-- you know, if they stop spinning the centrifuges for-- and took
timeout for the American elections, I wouldn’t have to talk. And I wouldn’t have to raise this issue. But as the prime minister of Israel, knowing
that this country committed to our destruction is getting closer to the goal of having weapons of mass destruction then I speak out. And it’s got-it’s really not a partisan political issue. And I think it’s important for anyone who is the president of the United States to be in that position of
preventing Iran from having this nuclear weapons-- nuclear weapons capability. And I’m talking to the president. I just talked to him the other
day. We are in close consultations. We’re trying to prevent that. It’s really not a partisan issue. It’s a policy issue not a political issue.
GREGORY: Well, but it may not be a partisan issue. You have known Mitt Romney a long time. The reality is-- tell me if you disagree that
Governor Romney just in an interview this week said that his position is very much the same as President Obama. They are both committed to
preventing Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. Not just as an impartial observer, as the prime minister of Israel, do you agree with that that
both the president and his challenger have the same view with regard to preventing Iran from going nuclear?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: I have no doubt that they are equally committed to preventing that. It’s a-- it’s a vital American interest. It’s a- it's an existential interest on my case so, this isn’t the issue. We are united on this across the board.
GREGORY: Why can’t Iran be contained just as the Soviet Union was? There are those in your country and in the United States who believe that a
containment strategy would actually work?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: I think Iran is very different. They put their zealotry above their survival. They have suicide bombers all over
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the place. I wouldn’t rely on their rationality, you know, you-- since the advent of nuclear weapons, you had countries that had access to nuclear
weapons who always made a careful calculation of cost and benefit. But Iran is guided by a leadership with an unbelievable fanaticism. It’s the
same fanaticism that you see storming your embassies today. You want these fanatics to have nuclear weapons? I mean, I’ve heard some people
suggest, David, I actually I read this in the American press. They said, well, you know, if you take action, that’s-- that’s a lot worse than having Iran
with nuclear weapons. Some have even said that Iran with nuclear weapons would stabilize the Middle East-- stabilize the Middle East. I-- I think
the people who say this have set a new standard for human stupidity. We have to stop them. Don’t rely on containment. That is not the American
policy. It would be wrong. It would be a grave, grave mistake. Don’t let these fanatics have nuclear weapons. It’s terrible for Israel and it’s terrible
for America. It’s terrible for the world.
GREGORY: Prime Minister, one more question on the American election. You have been accused this week by pundits in this country of trying to
interfere in this presidential election, siding with Governor Mitt Romney. Now, Governor Romney for a year, and he said it in his convention
speech, has said, quote, “President Obama has thrown allies like Israel under the bus.” Do you agree or disagree with Governor Romney’s charge?
It’s a serious charge.
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Well, you’re-- you’re trying to get me into the-- into the American election and I’m not going to do that. The
relationship between Israel and the United States is a bond of-- it’s just a very powerful bond. It was, it is, and will be and will continue to be. And
I-- I can tell you there’s no one-- there’s no leader in the world who’s more appreciative than me of the strength of this alliance. It’s very strong.
There’s no one in Israel who appreciates more than me the importance of American support for Israel. It’s not a partisan issue. In fact, we cherish
the bipartisan support of Democrats and Republicans alike. This is critical for us.
GREGORY: But prime minister, with respect, if I may just interrupt you…
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: And-- and I think it’s critical that we take…
GREGORY: I think this is a very important point because you say you don’t want to interfere in the election. There are tens of millions of
Americans who are watching that speech, who hear that rhetoric, who hear that charge, who may not understand the complexities of this issue. You
are the leader of the Jewish people. You say this is not a partisan issue. You get billions of dollars from direct foreign investment from this country,
hundreds of millions of dollars from Americans, Jews and Christians alike from this country. It seems to me for you to remain silent on whether
this administration has thrown Israel under the bus is tantamount to agreeing with the sentiment. So where do you come down on that specific
charge against President Obama?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Now, there you go again, David, you’re trying to draw me into something that-- that is simply not-- not the case
and it’s not my position. My position is that we-- we have strong cooperation. We’ll continue to cooperate. We’re the best of allies. And Israel is
the one reliable ally of the United States in the Middle East…
GREGORY: So President Obama has not thrown Israel under the bus?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: …if that wasn’t understood until yesterday. So it’s-- it’s-- there’s-- there’s no bus, and we’re not going to get
into that discussion, except to say one thing. We have a strong alliance and we’re going to continue to have a strong alliance. I think the important
question is where does the-- the only bus that is really important is the Iranian nuclear bus. That’s the one that we have to-- to derail. And that’s
my interest. That’s my-- my only interest.
GREGORY: Final question on the broader Middle East and what we’re seeing this week. This anti-American and indeed anti-Israeli rage
throughout the Middle East attacking our embassy, killing a United States ambassador as you well know. What has been unleashed and what can
United States and its allies specifically do to contain it?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Well, look, I-- I-- I think people focus on the spark. The spark of reprehensible and irresponsible film is a-- is a
spark, but it’s not-- it doesn’t explain anything. I mean, it doesn’t explain 9/11. It doesn’t explain the decades of animosity and the grievances that
go back centuries. In fact, there’s a tinderbox of hatred here from a virulent strain of Islam that takes moderate Muslims and Arabs and attacks
them first but seeks to deprive all of us of the basic-- the basic values that we have. They’re against the human rights. They’re against the rights of
women. They’re against freedom of religion. They’re against freedom of speech and freedom of expression. They’re against all the things that we
value. They’re against tolerance. They’re against-- they’re against pluralism, and they’re against freedom. And they’re-- they’re-- they view not
your policies but you, the very existence of United States and its values, and by extension Israel. They view that as an intolerable crime. And we
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have to understand that. We have to deal with it. And we have to be the close support because in-- in this vast expanse of land, you can understand
why they are so-- so antagonistic to us because for them we are you and you are us. And at least on this point they’re right.
GREGORY: Finally, prime minister, did you feel snubbed not getting a face-to-face meeting with President Obama in New York during the
upcoming U.N. meetings? Would you like to have that face-to-face encounter? Would it be helpful to your relationship at this point?
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: You know, I’m always pleased and-- and happy to have a conversation with President Obama. He’s-- I think
he’s met me more than any other leader in the world and I-- I appreciate that. We’ve had our discussions. Our-- our schedules on this visit didn’t
work out. I come to New York and he leaves New York. But we continue in close consultations. We have urgent business, Israel and America, to
prevent Iran from getting nuclear weapons. I think it’s important to delineate a red line for Iran so we’re not faced with a conundrum of what to do
if we don’t place a red line and they just proceed to the bomb.
GREGORY: Prime minister, thank you very much for your time.
PRIME MINISTER NETANYAHU: Thank you, to all of you.
GREGORY: Coming up next, our political roundtable on the political impact of this turmoil in the Middle East. Is it a case of weakness on the part
of this administration? Did Governor Romney go too far in that criticism? Our political roundtable is here and we’ll weigh in. Democratic
congressman from Minnesota, Keith Ellison; Chair of the Homeland Security Committee, Congressman Peter King of New York; The Washington
Post’s, Bob Woodward; Jeffrey Goldberg of The Atlantic magazine; and our own Andrea Mitchell.
(Announcements)
GREGORY: Coming up our political roundtable. Was this week that 3:00 AM phone call moment for Romney? What is his response to the turmoil
in the Middle East say about his readiness to be president? Our roundtable weighs in up next after this brief break.
(Announcements)
GREGORY: And we’re back with our political roundtable. Joining me national correspondent for The Atlantic, a journalist who’d spent his career
covering the Middle East, Jeff Goldberg; NBC’s chief foreign affairs correspondent Andrea Mitchell; associate editor for The Washington Post and
author of the new groundbreaking book The Price of Politics, Bob Woodward; Chairman of the Homeland Security Committee, Republican
Congressman Peter King of New York; and the first Muslim elected to the U.S. Congress, Minnesota Congressman Keith Ellison. Welcome to all of
you. These are very difficult times for this country and for the Middle East. There’s a question I think that Americans have of what is going on
here. Why is this happening? And it’s happening, Jeff Goldberg, in a heated presidential debate. And so you have accusations and response, and
we’ve seen that play out already in the course of this hour. Liz Cheney, the daughter of the former vice president, launched a very serious attack
that indeed Governor Romney amplified on. And she wrote in the Wall Street Journal--I want to show it to our viewers and get discussion about it
here. In too many parts of the world, she writes, America is no longer viewed as a reliable ally or an enemy to be feared… Nor do our adversaries
any longer fear us. Ask the mobs in Cairo who attacked our embassy or the Libyan mobs who killed our diplomats at the U.S. consulate in
Benghazi. Ask the Iranians who make unhindered daily progress towards obtaining a nuclear weapon.
MR. JEFF GOLDBERG (National Correspondent, The Atlantic): Well, I mean, a couple of quick points. The first is, you know, to be fair, 9/11
happened during the Bush administration, the Bush-Cheney administration. So it’s not as if people-- Muslim radicals feared the United States
during that period, not when they were killing thousands of American troops in Iraq certainly. I mean, the larger point is that-- that, you know,
there’s a tendency, especially seven weeks out from an election, to turn this in-- turn everything that happens in the world into an election issue.
There are some very, very deep and troubling things going on in-- in the Middle East that have very little to do with what a president does or doesn’t
do. I mean, let’s-- let’s be fair about this. You-- you-- you have a complete upheaval in the Middle East. You don’t have American policymakers
being able to shape the way Muslims think about the world, about modernity, about the United States. So-- so to blame the president for-- for an
attack on-- on these embassies, I think, is a bit much.
GREGORY: Congressman…
REP. PETER KING (R-NY/Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security): Yeah.
GREGORY: …as a Republican here, supporter of Governor Romney…
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REP. KING: Yes.
GREGORY: …is this American weakness that brought this on? Is that the Republican view? Is that what the view of President Romney would be?
REP. KING: Well, my view is it was a large component of it. There has been-- this president’s policy-- President Obama’s policy has been
confusing. It's been apologetic, and it's been misguided. From the day he started his apology tour back in 2009 where he was, no matter what
people say, apologizing for America, somehow suggesting that we’ve been anti-Islam until he became the president throughout-- the fact that-- even
talking about Iraq, the way he took our troops out of Iraq without even getting the status of forces agreement. He was given a glide path in Iraq.
And yet he pulled the troops out, brags about the fact that troops are out, gives a definite date for getting out in Afghanistan. What he is doing by
that is telling our allies they can’t trust us and he’s also telling unaligned that the U.S. is not a reliable ally. And the fact that you would have the
prime minister of Israel on this show explaining his relationship with the president of the United States at a time of such turmoil in the Middle
East, we have never had a situation like this where there has been such a disconnect between the U.S. president and the Israeli prime minister. And
the fact that he won’t even meet with him at the U.N., while he’s going to meet with President Morsi, sends terrible signals.
GREGORY: Well, to-- to be fair, the prime minister of Israel did not describe that as a stub-- snub in that interview.
REP. KING: I’m saying it. I’m saying, I’m saying.
GREGORY: You’re saying, okay. Congressman, your response?
REP. KEITH ELLISON (D-MN): Well, it’s ridiculous. The president has been consistent. He’s been steady. And he's had progress in the policy
wins in the Middle East. I mean, this is a seriously deeply rooted phenomenon, the Arab Spring that is going to be unfolding for a long time. And
the last thing we need is to start making quick emo-- emotionally-charged decisions. We need consistent steady leadership like the president has
shown.
GREGORY: But there is a policy component, Andrea and Bob, to this. The New York Times writes about it in an analysis piece this morning. I
want to put a portion of that on the screen because it does provide some context here. The upheaval over an anti-Islam video has suddenly become
Mr. Obama’s most serious foreign policy crisis of the election season and a range of analysts say it presents questions about central tenets of his
Middle East policy: Did he do enough during the Arab Spring to help the transition to democracy from autocracy? Has he drawn a hard enough
line against Islamic extremists? Did his administration fail to address security concerns?
MS. ANDREA MITCHELL (Host, “ANDREA MITCHELL REPORTS”): Well, first of all, I think we have to exce-- concede that George Herbert
Walker Bush’s relationship with the then prime minister of Israel was arguably much worse than what we’re seeing now. So, Republicans as well as
Democrats have had difficulty, Congressman, in the past with Israel. That..,
REP. KING: It's always the post-9/11 world.
MS. MITCHELL: ..but that said…
REP. KING: There’s never been a relationship like this.
MS. MITCHELL: …that said. I think there can be a legitimate criticism that this president has not handled the Israeli-Palestinian issue well, but
the Arab Spring has been a much greater, much broader troubling issue that arguably not any American president could handle very effectively.
That is not the argument. That is not the policy argument that-- that Mitt Romney has made. Mitt Romney’s-- the criticism of Mitt Romney is
coming largely from many Republicans whom I talked to, foreign policy experts, who say that in the middle of the crisis when the state department
did not know where Ambassador Stevens was, when the body was missing, that he came out with a written statement and doubled down on it the
next morning and that it was not presidential, it did not show leadership. That is the criticism…
REP. KING: When he put out the statement, he didn’t know that the ambassador had been shot.
MS. MITCHELL: But then he shouldn’t have put out a statement, you know, the argue…
REP. KING: Well, first up-- that’s exactly the problem. Entire project-- I mean, if you don’t know something, how can you-- I mean, it’s not
(Unintelligible).
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MS. MITCHELL: But silence is often a good choice. Peggy Noonan said that as well.
REP. ELLISON: What about waiting until you know more? I mean, what about Reagan? Reagan said, you know, when we have a crisis like this,
we should all come together as Americans and not sort of-- divide up politically and try to seek a-- a point.
REP. KING: You know, sometimes wait…
REP. ELLISON: That was in-- that was a-- that was a sad moment.
REP. KING: President Obama waited three days after the underwear bomber before he made a statement, and then he came out and said, this was
a sole individual…
GREGORY: All right, let me get Bob to weigh in.
REP. KING: …al Qaeda operation.
MR. BOB WOODWARD (Associate Editor, Washington Post): There’s a way to look at this neutrally, and I-- I just don’t think the charge of
weakness will stick. I mean, Obama’s been tough on these things. Let’s be realistic. The extremists in the Middle East who are causing all of this
trouble are extremists. And no Republican, no Democratic president is going to be able to control them. The question is, what’s the policy and
what’s the response? And you deal in the intelligence world and you ask the experts about this and they’ll say you never know. Ten people are
going to come together and take over an embassy, shoot someone and so forth. So the idea that government can-- has the puppet strings here is- is
just-(Cross talk)
GREGORY: But couldn’t we've done well with-- well, but let’s get-- gentleman, let’s get to the point. Where…
MR. GOLDBERG: Yeah.
GREGORY: Where are the extremists who are-- who are protesting about the fact that Muslims are being killed in Syria every day, as you don’t see
those protests? Is this about the United States or is it about them?
MR. GOLDBERG: It’s about everything. I mean, the truth is it’s about everything. It’s unfolding. It’ll be unfolding for a generation. And you’re
right. I mean, you don’t see-- you don’t see that level of anxiety directed at Syria. Hundred-- in the last week, hundreds of Syrian Muslims have
been killed by the Syrian regime. And you don’t see Syrian embassies being attacked. Obviously-- obviously-- obviously, if you’re-- you know, we
talked so much about the Arab street, how the Arab street feels about America. We-- we have to start talking about the American street too,
because this is going to have consequences for these governments that we support. You know, we Americans see these countries that are-- that we
provide billions of dollars who’re not protecting our embassies, and they’re eventually going to say, the American people can say enough already
with this.
REP. ELLISON: This is a good time to realize that the so-called Arab street is not one monolithic thing. You have some people in, say, Libya, for
example, who are pro-- holding up signs, apologizing for what happened to Chris Stevens.
GREGORY: Right. We have some of them. Yeah.
REP. ELLISON: Yeah. And-- and-- and, we-- we need to understand that this is not-- everybody’s not on the same side. You have some radicals
who want to push back. Some con-- some of-- some loyalists from the old regime, some extremists, who want to exploit the situation, and you have
people who want a Democratic society. They’re both contesting for who’s going to come out and the United States should stay on their side.
REP. KING: But-- but how do we appeal to the wrong people in the Middle East by somehow exalting this whole-- this whole idea of the video
being the cause of the-- of the riot?
REP. ELLISON: It’s a spark. It's not a cause.
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REP. KING: Okay. But for us to be saying somehow putting that on the equivalence of the American policy or to say that our policy in this country
can be determined by a fanatical Christian minister in the South or radical Islamist mobs in the Middle East, then I think, the president can do
more.
MS. MITCHELL: I-- I agree with that.
REP. KING: The president should be dealing with the-GREGORY: But, Congressman, is it responsible for Mitt Romney to say that a President Romney could have stopped this from happening?
REP. KING: I think it’s responsible for him to say that he would set a policy which would not be as confusing as this one. Why (Unintelligible) with
President Morsi? Why didn’t the next day the president even mention President Morsi? He come out to not say a word about the fact that our
supposed ally--he doesn’t even know if he's an ally or not--was getting a billion dollars not to defend our embassy in Cairo. The president did not
mention that.
REP. ELLISON: But when the president called-- but when the president called, Morsi listened.
REP. KING: But for the single (cross talk) said nothing about it…
REP. ELLISON: And I-- and I wouldn’t…
(Cross talk)
REP. KING: No, everyone is being critical of Mitt Romney.
GREGORY: Okay, good.
REP. KING: President Obama made his statement, he did not even mention the failure of leadership in Egypt.
MS. MITCHELL: Well, Congressman, you’re absolutely correct. I think that it is easy for the administration to try to point to the film. There is a
much broader issue, as Jeffrey and-- and Bob has-- have been pointing to. The world is changing and it is changing too rapidly for any American
leadership to figure out what to do. There is going to be a big argument over foreign aid, you know that. And whether or not that is even a sensible
argument is another question. They have a big problem with Morsi. Morsi needs economic aid. He has, I’ve been told, reached out to the New
York economic club. He wants to give a speech here in 10 days. He knows he needs the IMF. He knows he needs the United States. But he’s trying
at the same time to placate the radical elements in the brotherhood.
GREGORY: Let me…
MR. WOODWARD: But-- but the core problem is there’re angry people out there. And you can’t identify them. And the-- the idea that you’re
going to have a government policy to deal with angry people in a-- in a way that will suppress them just is not going to happen.
GREGORY: Let me get a break in here-- let me get a break in here. We’ll come back with the roundtable. More on this, the political impact right in
the middle of the campaign. More with our roundtable right after this.
(Announcements)
GREGORY: We’re back with our roundtable. Some context here--look at this polling from CNN/ORC--better at handling foreign policy, a big
advantage for President Obama as we go into these presidential debates. Jeffrey Goldberg?
MR. GOLDBERG: You know, I-- I was troubled by something that Susan Rice said before, which is talking about how people are offended by this
movie and sort of apologizing for this-- this film. I think there’s a-- there's a perpetual grievance machine working in the Middle East. Bob-- Bob
points this out. People will be angry no matter what. And-- and at a certain point, I think the administration should just say, look, we have free
speech in America. It is part of our value system. You know, opp-- opposition to blasphemy is part of your value system and we respect that as long
as you do it peacefully, but we have free speech in our country and we’re going to stand up for our liberal western values.
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MR. KING: Suppose tomorrow with Salman Rushdie, we going to back down on that also, yeah.
MR. GOLDBERG: No. Exactly. You want to be-- you want to stand very strongly. And you want to also support liberal thought in the Middle East
and that means engaging with-- you have to remember most Muslims in the Middle East aren’t attacking American embassies, many want to be-have more liberal open society.
GREGORY: Congressman Ellison, is our only leverage in the United States money and foreign aid?
REP. ELLISON: Absolutely not. We have a lot of influence in terms of culture, in terms of just the way America is a democratic society. We should
use that. They, as a matter of fact, all the protests we saw were for people reaching for a greater level of democracy. But foreign aid is a part of it.
And I think that for us to threaten to snatch aid now is dangerous and a bad idea.
GREGORY: Andrea Mitchell, the question of Iran as well, I want to get reaction to the prime minister. He said something among the significant
things, there-- they have an equal commitment, he said, Mitt Romney and President Obama, to prevent Iran from going nuclear. That is not the
wedge that Governor Romney has been arguing. He has said, "You re-elect President Obama they go nuclear, you elect me they do not."
MS. MITCHELL: And yet Mitt Romney himself misspoke apparently in another interview saying that he agrees with President Obama on what that
imaginary red line is. I thought it was very interesting that Prime Minister Netanyahu said they are in a red zone. The football analogy, yes. But he
was trying to smooth over the differences. But there are very real differences. Real differences in that while President Obama has made a
commitment to stop them from weaponizing, from getting a-- from going nuclear, they believe somehow in this notion that they will have the
intelligence, they will know when the Ayatollah makes a political decision, and they will still have the time. And arguably in the past, we’ve learned
that intelligence is not that precise.
MR. WOODWARD: There is so much turns on the intelligence. It was this interesting your discussion with the Israeli Prime Minister, and he said,
well, at six months and they’ll have 90 percent. And the Ambassador Rice said, well, it’s not imminent that they’re going to get the bomb. If you
study intelligence, as I have for about 40 years, and Jeffrey and I were talking about, some day we’re going to write a book called "The
Unintelligence of Intelligence" because it’s just often wrong. And people are surprised. And we’re-- you know, deep, deep uncertainty about all of
this-- 90 percent, six months, it’s not going to happen. We don’t know.
GREGORY: What about-- what about this interference in our election? You’re curious about that from both of you, because he takes on-- well, I-- I
pressed him on that charge.
MR. GOLDBERG: Well, there’s-- there’s two issues. One is a legitimate issue, which is this debate over red lines. This is the debate that Obama
and Netanyahu should have, a discussion, in private. And-- and that’s-- that’s legitimate for-- for Netanyahu to raise. What’s illegitimate, and-and let me put this as-- as bluntly as I can. I’ve been watching the relationship between the U.S. and Israel for 20 years, more than 20 years, very
seriously and I’ve never seen an Israeli prime minister mismanage the relationship with the United States or with the administration the way this
prime minister has. Obama is not blameless. The first year, the peace process was a disaster. But, you know, one-- one person here is the-- one
person here is the senior partner, one is the-- the junior partner, and Netanyahu has turned this into a story about himself and Obama.
REP. KING: No, I-- I disagree. I’m-- I’m not here to criticize our president. The fact is in 2009 when he went to the Middle East and suggested a
moral equivalency between the Iranians and the Israelis, when he was harping on against the Israelis, the fact is the Israeli government does not
trust the American government. And that’s really the issue. Not when the red line is going to be or where it’s going to be. The fact is there was not
a trust between the Israeli prime minister and the American President. And this is a President who'd come in saying he was going to restore
harmony among nations, he was going to have better relationship with our overseas allies…
MS. MITCHELL: But…
REP. KING: …and adversaries.
GREGORY: Are you double down on the comment that this President has thrown Israel under the bus?
REP. KING: He has not shown-- yes, I will. In the context of politics, yes, he has, absolutely.
REP. ELLISON: That’s-- that’s absolutely wrong.
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REP. KING: He absolutely has.
REP. ELLISON: There’s no evidence to that.
REP. KING: The way…
GREGORY: What does that mean in the context of politics, it’s either true or it’s not.
REP. KING: It-- it is true.
REP. ELLISON: It’s not true.
REP. KING: It is true. Let me tell you why it’s true. You had an Israeli prime minister being-- when he went to the White House being put off to
eat by himself, being ignored by the president. You have the president refusing to sit down with him at the U.N. This is an ally.
REP. ELLISON: Well…
REP. KING: He’s not going to treat Morsi this way.
REP. ELLISON: According to…
REP. KING: He's not going to treat the Arab League this way.
REP. ELLISON: According to…
REP. KING: To treat an ally like that is, yeah, like putting him under the bus.
GREGORY: All right. Go ahead, Congressman.
REP. ELLISON: ---military leaders the security relationship is as good as it ever has been.
REP. KING: We're talking about diplomatic relationship.
GREGORY: Hold on, let him…
REP. ELLISON: And-- and-- no, no, no. And so-- and so the point is this is a sad reality where we are putting Israel as a political football in an
election, it should not be done.
REP. KING: The president…
REP. ELLISON: And-- and as a matter of fact, I think that the-- that the president-- President Netanyahu (sic) ought to be a little bit more careful
(cross talk) himself.
GREGORY: Andrea, and I really-- in ten seconds, what do you look for this week as we move beyond, as this conversation moves?
MS. MITCHELL: I think there are more security challenges. You’ve got embassies shut down. The marines are going to be more engaged in
various places. This is a crisis. And it could rebound against President Obama.
GREGORY: All right. Before we go and take a break, I wanted to let you know that you can catch more of Bob Woodward in our take two web
extra, which will be posted on our press pass blog this afternoon. We’re going to talk in depth about his new book, The Price of Politics. You can
read an excerpt on our-- of the book on our website as well, that’s meetthepressnbc.com. We’ll be back with more in just a moment.
(Announcements)
GREGORY: Before we go this morning, a couple of programming notes. You can watch this week’s press pass conversation on our blog as well, a
lot going on on the blog. Some straight talk from the much talked about duo themselves. Simpson-Bowles, Former Senator Alan Simpson, former
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White House chief of staff for President Clinton Erskine Bowles, that’s at meetthepressnbc.com.
Also Thursday on ROCK CENTER WITH BRIAN WILLIAMS, Ted Koppel goes toe-to-toe with the lives of Bill O'Reilly, Ann Coulter and Bill Maher
for a provocative new look at the role of openly partisan media and at the role it’s playing in our society. That’s on ROCK CENTER Thursday at
10:00 P.M. Eastern, 9:00 Central.
That is all for us today. We’ll be back next week. If it’s Sunday, it’s MEET THE PRESS. And as we leave you, we remember the lives of Ambassador
Chris Stevens and the three other Americans that were lost this week in the attack on our consulate in Libya. Our thoughts and prayers of course
are with their families.
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STATE OF THE UNION WITH CANDY CROWLEY
Interview with Benjamin Netanyahu; Interview with Susan Rice;
Interview with Nancy Pelosi; Interview with Rudy Giuliani
Aired September 16, 2012 - 09:00 ET
THIS IS A RUSH TRANSCRIPT. THIS COPY MAY NOT BE IN ITS
FINAL FORM AND MAY BE UPDATED.
CANDY CROWLEY, CNN ANCHOR: Is it really about an obscure
promotion on YouTube, or is there a bigger picture?
Today as anti-American protests hit the Arab world a challenge of a
different sort in the prickly relationship between president Obama and
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
BENJAMIN NETANYAHU, ISRAELI PRIME MINISTER: What's guiding me contrary to what I've read in the United States, it's not the
American political calendar, it's the Iranian nuclear calendar.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
CROWLEY: And the future of the president's outreach to the Muslim world with U.S. ambassador of the United Nations Susan Rice.
Then democratic leader Nancy Pelosi, bullish on winning back the house.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
REP. NANCY PELOSI, (D) CALIFORNIA: That was the pivotal day.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
CROWLEY: Plus, foreign policy and poll numbers with Romney supporter and former New York City mayor Rudy Giuliani.
I'm Candy Crowley. And this is State of the Union.
Another Middle East problem area flamed anew this week: certain that Iran is pursuing nuclear weapons, but pressured not to take
military action right now, the prime minister of Israel is pushing back. Benjamin Netanyahu argues the U.S. must set specific limits for
Iran. He suggested otherwise Israel will move forward on its own.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
NETANYAHU: Those in the international community will refuse to put red lines before Iran don't have a moral right to place a red light
before Israel.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
CROWLEY: Netanyahu's call for red lines to restrain Iran was presumably the main topic in a private one-hour phone conversation with
President Obama this week. But Secretary of State Clinton said publicly the U.S. will not set any deadlines after which Netanyahu told an
Israeli paper, "I hear all those people who say we should wait until the very last minute, but what if the U.S. doesn't intervene? That is the
question we have to ask."
Joining me now Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Thank you so much for joining us, Mr. Prime Minister. There has been all this
talk about red lines put before Iran which you have talked about. Can you tell me what you would like that red line to be in the best of all
possible worlds for you and for Israel, what would you like the U.S. to commit to in terms of a red line?
NETANYAHU: I think the issue is how to prevent Iran from completing its nuclear weapons program. They're moving very rapidly,
completing the enrichment of the uranium they need to produce a nuclear bomb. In six months or so they'll be 90 percent of the way
there. I think it's important to place a red line before Iran. And I think that actually reduces the chance of military conflict because if they
know there's a point, a stage in the enrichment or other nuclear activities that they cannot cross because they'll face consequences, I
think they'll actually not cross it. And that's been proved time and again.
President Kennedy put a red line before the Soviets in the Cuban Missile Crisis. He was criticized for it, but it actually pushed back the

http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/1209/16/sotu.01.html

Exhibit 37

Page 1 of 8

000163

CNN.com - Transcripts

Case 1:14-cv-01589-EGS Document 15-3 Filed 02/22/15 Page 162 of 170

6/9/14, 5:38 PM

world from conflict and maybe purchase decades of peace. There wasn't such a red line before Saddam Hussein, before -- on the eve of
the Gulf War when he invaded Kuwait. Maybe that war could have been avoided. And I think Iran, too, has received some clear red lines
on a number of issues, and they backed off from them.
So I think as Iran gets closer and closer to the completion of its nuclear program, I think it's important to place a red line before them. And
that's something I think we should discuss with the United States.
CROWLEY: And let me read you something I know you're probably quite familiar with. But for our viewers, something the president has
said repeatedly. This he said at the beginning of the year. "As president of the United States I don't bluff. I think both the Iranian and the
Israeli governments recognize that when the United States says it is unacceptable for Iran to have a nuclear weapon, we mean what we
say."
Do you disagree with that?
NETANYAHU: I think that when he says that implicit in that is that he will stop them before they get to a nuclear weapon, which means
they'll draw red line somewhere. I think it's important to communicate it to them.
I wouldn't bet -- I wouldn't bet the security of the world and my own country's future from a country that threatens our annihilation,
murders civilians en masse in Syria and brutalizes its own people. I wouldn't bet the future on intelligence for simple reasons.
American intelligence and Israeli intelligence that cooperate together had had wonderful successes in saving lives and alerting our
people, but we've also had our failures, both of us. You know, you've just marked 9/11. That wasn't seen. None of us, neither Israel or the
United States, saw Iran building this massive nuclear bunker under a mountain. For two years they proceed without or knowledge. So I
think the one thing we do know is what they're doing right now. We know that they're enriching this material. We know that in the six,
seven months they'll have got to covered 90 percent of the way for an atomic bomb material. And I think that we should count on the
things that we do know in setting the red line.
CROWLEY: And what we know is, of course, that Iran is allowed under agreements, international agreements to go ahead and do what
it's doing because there are legitimate peaceful purposes for enriching this uranium.
NETANYAHU: Do you think so? You think so, Candy? That's like -- well, let me interrupt -- it's not legitimate. This is a country that talks
about -- denies the holocaust, promises to wipe out Israel, is engaged in terror throughout the world. It's like Timothy McVeigh walking
into a shop in Oklahoma City and saying I like to tend my garden. I would like to buy some fertilizer.
How much do you want?
Oh, I don't know, 20,000 pounds.
Come on. We know that they're working towards a weapon. They're not -- we know that. It's not something that we surmise. We have
absolutely certainty about that. And they're advancing towards that nuclear program.
CROWLEY: Do you mean you and the U.S. know that, because I don't from what I read, from what I hear, I don't get the sense that the
U.S. has the certainty that you do or the urgency that you seem to have. Is there a disconnect there?
NETANYAHU: First of all, I talked about the certainty of their enrichment program, and I didn't talk about the other elements. And I spoke
about the difficulty of knowing other things, but we have no difficulty as the IAEA report just tells us what they're doing in their enrichment
program. That we know for sure. That's the only thing we know for sure that is verifiable and accessible. We know that.
As far as the U.S. and Israel, obviously we have different capability. You're a big country. You're several thousand miles away. You have
stronger military capabilities. We're a smaller country. We are more vulnerable. They threaten our very annihilation, so obviously we have
different capabilities and different clocks. But in terms of what is happening as Iran is getting closer and closer to completing its work for
the first atomic bomb, the differences between us in our capabilities are becoming less and less important because Iran is fast
approaching a point where it could disappear from our capability of stopping and our capability means not only Israel.
CROWLEY: I get the sense that your hour-long phone conversation with President Obama did not get you where you wanted to go
insofar as U.S. willingness to set this red line. Is that correct?
NETANYAHU: Look, we had a good conversation. I'm not going to get into the details. I respect the president. I respect also the
confidence of our conversation. But I think that -- I think this is a matter of urgency and people should understand it, that's what's guiding
it.
What's guiding me, contrary to what I have read in the United States, is not the American political calendar, it's the Iranian nuclear
calendar. And the Iranian centrifuges that are charging ahead simply do not take time out for the American elections. I wish the Iranians
would shut down the centrifuges and then we won't have to talk about it, but they don't. And in fact, they do the very opposite. That's
what's driving the urgency of this. And again, we have close consultations with the United States on this issue.
CROWLEY: Is the answer then, that no, you don't have the red line that you would like to have from the U.S.? Can you tell me at least
that?
NETANYAHU: I think you should have a red line communicated to Iran, that's what I would say. And I think it's vital. I know that people
value flexibility. I think that's important. But I think at this late stage of the game, I think Iran needs to see clarity. I'm not sure I would have
said this three years ago, two years ago, one year ago, but as we get closer and closer and closer to the end game, I think we have to
establish that.
That's becoming important, because you have to just think about it. You know, you see the Middle East. You see these fanatics storming
your embassies, and I want to send my condolences to the American people for the loss of that extraordinary ambassador and his
extraordinary colleagues. We sympathize as no other people does with the United States.
And yet, you know that as we face the possibility of a regime that is guided by the same fanaticism would have nuclear weapons, it's
become something urgent for all of us to make sure they don't get there, and if you want to make sure that they don't get there. And if
you want to make sure that they don't get there, make sure that they know that there is a line they shouldn't cross. Because otherwise,
they'll cross it, and they'll get there.
CROWLEY: There's also people in your own country who have said that this is more aimed at President Obama and your friend Mitt
Romney than it is about any new urgency. And I know you have heard this.
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CROWLEY: And I wanted to ask you as a wrap-up question, do you see any major differences between the U.S. position vis-a-vis the
relationship with Israel when you look at President Obama's position and when you look at former Governor Romney's position? Is there
any difference in their policies towards Israel that you can detect?
NETANYAHU: Look, I know that people, Candy, are trying to draw me into the American election, and I'm not going to do that. But I will
say that we value, we cherish the bipartisan support for Israel in the United States, and we're supported by Democrats and Republicans
alike.
You know, this is not an electoral issue. It is not based on any electoral consideration. I think that there's a common interest of all
Americans over all political persuasions to stop Iran.
This is a regime that is giving vent to the worst impulses that you see right now in the Middle East. They deny the rights of women, deny
democracy, brutalize their own people, don't give freedom of religion.
All the things that you see now in these mobs storming the American embassies is what you will see with a regime that would have
atomic bombs. You can't have such people have atomic bombs. And I believe that's as important for Republicans as it is for Democrats,
important for Democrats as it is for Republicans. It's as important for President Obama as it is for Mitt Romney. It's important for the
future of our world.
CROWLEY: Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, that's a good place for us to end it. I appreciate your time this morning.
NETANYAHU: Thank you.
CROWLEY: The Arab Spring's unintended consequences, that's next.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
CROWLEY: In his second inaugural address, President Bush said the U.S. would seek out and promote democracy around the globe.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
GEORGE W. BUSH, 43RD PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: The survival of liberty in our land increasingly depends on the
success of liberty in other lands. (APPLAUSE)
BUSH: The best hope for peace in our world is the expansion of freedom in all the world.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
CROWLEY: In Cairo, four years later, President Obama reached out the Muslim world with a new version of the same idea.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
BARACK OBAMA, PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: I know there has been controversy about the promotion of democracy in
recent years. And much of this controversy is connected to the war in Iraq. So let me be clear, no system of government can or should be
imposed by one nation, by any other.
That does not lessen my commitment, however, to governments that reflect the will of the people.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
CROWLEY: And then early last year uprisings on the Arab streets toppled longstanding autocratic regimes in Tunisia, Egypt, and Libya
with the explicit yet sometimes delayed support of the West.
This week in at least 23 countries around the world the people returned to the streets to protest, sometimes violently, sometimes not,
outside U.S. embassies. How, why, and what turned the Arab Spring into this autumn rage against the West. U.S. Ambassador to the
U.N. Susan Rice is next.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
CROWLEY: Joining me is the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, Susan Rice.
Madam Ambassador, thank you for joining us.
RICE: Good to be with you, Candy.
CROWLEY: One of the things when I spoke with the Israeli prime minister that struck me was the conviction that he has that for certain
Iran is building -- on its way to building a nuclear weapon, and his sense of urgency that at this moment the U.S. needs to set what he
calls a "red line" for the U.S.
Does the U.S. share the conviction that Iran is, indeed, building a nuclear weapon? And, B, what about the concept of a red line?
RICE: Well, Candy, the United States is in constant communication with Israel and Israeli intelligence, Israeli policy makers, the military.
We're sharing our assessments every day. And our assessments, our intelligence assessments are very similar. Obviously, we share a
grave concern about Iran pursuing a nuclear weapon. We are determined to prevent that from happening. President Obama has been
absolutely clear, and on this there's absolutely no daylight between the United States and Israel that we will do what it takes to prevent
Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon.
We are not at that stage yet. They do not have a nuclear weapon. Our shared intelligence assessments is that there is still a
considerable time and space before they will have a nuclear weapon should they make the decision to go for that. But we've been very
clear. The United States is not interested and is not pursuing a policy of containment. President Obama has been very plain. We will
keep all option on the table, including the military option, as necessary, to prevent Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon.
But, Candy, the fact is we have just seen the imposition of another layer of the toughest sanctions that have ever been impose odd a
country. In this case, Iran. Their economy is beginning to buckle. Their oil production is down 40 percent. Their currency has plummeted
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country. In this case, Iran. Their economy is beginning to buckle. Their oil production is down 40 percent. Their currency has plummeted
40 percent in the last year. Their economy is now shrinking. And this is only going to intensify.
So we think that there's still considerable time for this pressure to work. But this is not an infinite window. And we've made very clear that
the president's bottom line is Iran will not have a nuclear weapon.
CROWLEY: Let me move you to what's gone on in the Middle East in Arab countries and elsewhere. There is a "New York Times" story
this morning that suggests that the administration thinks this is a foreshadowing of a fall that will see sustained instability. Does the
administration expect to see these sorts of protests outside U.S. embassies and elsewhere throughout the fall?
RICE: Well, Candy, first of all, let's recall what has happened in the last several days. There was a hateful video that was disseminated
on the internet. It had nothing to do with the United States government and it's one that we find disgusting and reprehensible. It's been
offensive to many, many people around the world.
That sparked violence in various parts of the world, including violence directed against western facilities including our embassies and
consulates. That violence is absolutely unacceptable, it's not a response that one can ever condone when it comes to such a video. And
we have been working very closely and, indeed, effectively with the governments in the region and around the world to secure our
personnel, secure our embassy, condemn the violent response to this video.
And, frankly, we've seen these sorts of incidents in the past. We've seen violent responses to "Satanic Verses." We've seen violent
responses to the cartoons depicting the Prophet Mohammed in an evil way. So this is something we've seen in the past, and we expect
that it's possible that these kinds of things could percolate into the future. What we're focused on is securing our personnel, securing our
facilities.
CROWLEY: Do you at this moment feel that U.S. embassies abroad are secure?
RICE: We are doing our utmost to secure our facilities and our personnel and in various vulnerable places. We have demanded and we
are receiving the cooperation of host governments. Host governments have also put out very strong messages in Libya, in Egypt, in
Yemen and Tunisia condemning violence, saying that it's a completely unacceptable response to such a video. And we feel that we are
now in a position doing the maximum that we can to protect our people.
CROWLEY: Why would one not look at what is going on in the Middle East now and say that the president's outreach to Muslims, which
began at the beginning of his administration in Cairo and elsewhere has not worked because, yes, this video sparked it, but there is an
underlying anti-Americanism that is very evident on the streets. So Why not look at it and think that this is this outreach has failed?
RICE: For the same reason, Candy, when you look back at history and we had the horrible experience of our facilities and our personnel
being attacked Beirut in 1981, we had the attack on Khobar Towers in the 1990s. We had an attack on our embassy in Yemen in 2008.
There have been such attacks. There have been expressions of hostility towards the west.
CROWLEY: But this was sort of a reset, was it not? It was supposed to be a reset of U.S.-Muslim relations?
RICE: And indeed, in fact, there had been substantial improvements. I have been to Libya and walked the streets of Benghazi myself.
And despite what we saw in that horrific incident where some mob was hijacked ultimately by a handful of extremists, the United States is
extremely popular in Libya and the outpouring of sympathy and support for Ambassador Stevens and his colleagues from the
government, from people is evidence of that.
The fact is, Candy, that this is a turbulent time. It's a time of dramatic change. It's a change that the United States has backed because
we understand that when democracy takes root, when human rights and people's freedom of expression can be manifested, it may lead
to turbulence in the short-term, but over the long-term, that is in the interest of the United States.
The mobs we've seen on the outside of these embassies are small minority. They're the ones who have largely lost in these emerging
democratic processes, and just as the people of these countries are not going to allow their lives to be hijacked by a dictator, they're not
going to allow an extremist mob to hijack their future and their freedom,. And we're going to continue to stand with the vast majority of the
populations in these countries.
They want freedom. They want a better future. And understand that we're with them in that long-term endeavor.
CROWLEY: All right. U.S. ambassador to the U.N., Susan Rice. I got to let you go here.
RICE: Thank you. Thank you very much.
CROWLEY: We'll switch gears next and talk to Democratic Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi about her road map to retake control of the
House.
And later, a batch of fresh polls show Mitt Romney may be losing steam in his bid for the White House. Supporter and former New York
City Mayor Rudy Giuliani is here to discuss.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
CROWLEY: No matter what they promise as a candidate, presidents can't do much of what they want without a cooperative congress,
which brings us to the U.S. House currently run by Republicans who hold 240 seats compared to 190 held by Democrats. To take control
next January, Democrats need a net gain of 25 seats in November.
At the Democratic Convention earlier this month, House Democratic leader Nancy Pelosi told reporters she's looking for a 27 seat pickup, that would put her in line to regain the speakership.
She is expecting victories in Texas, California, Illinois, New York, Washington State, and Arizona. Democrats are also eying power
changing winds in the presidential battleground states of Florida, Ohio, Iowa, and Nevada. And there is even talk about Montana where
the House seat has been Republican for 15 years.
We should stress that most polls point to, and most political forecasters predict that Democrats will gain seats, but not enough to win the
majority.
Democratic leader Nancy Pelosi and the reason for her optimism is next.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
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(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
CROWLEY: Earlier I visited with House Democratic leader Nancy Pelosi. We began with the Democrats' chances for winning back the
majority in November.
(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)
CROWLEY: I read something in "Roll Call" that described the prospects for Democrats retaking the House as theoretically possible but
unlikely. Would you agree with that?
PELOSI: No. I think that, first of all, I don't know what that is, but I do know that the source of our confidence is, and that's the quality of
our candidates. They're just great. The fact that they are strong in terms of their grass roots mobilization and their resource raising and
the rest. And that the issues are with us.
For one year and a half since the Republicans passed their budget, which the Romney-Ryan now, Republican budget, which severs the
Medicare guarantee, we have been saying three important issues of the campaign, and in alphabetical order they are Medicare,
Medicare, Medicare.
On August 11th when Governor Romney chose Ryan, that was the pivotal day.
ROMNEY: Paul Ryan has become an intellectual leader of the Republican Party.
PELOSI: That is a day things really changed.
We were on a path. I would have said to you then we were dead even. Well, momentum is very much with us. The Medicare issue in this
campaign.
So we have a message. We have the messengers. We have the money. We have the mobilization. We have an excellent chance to take
back the House.
CROWLEY: Just quickly, the Romney campaign says that Medicare will always be a choice, but that they want to open it up so that
they're not cutting off the Medicare option.
PELOSI: Well, you know, that is completely upside down. It's a contradiction of Medicare. Medicare is a guarantee. To make it a voucher
is to put the decision in the hands of the insurance companies. Seniors know that. I'm a senior. I know that.
The whole pillar that Medicare is about economic and health security for our seniors and those who depend on Medicare. There are
families who need their parents and grandparents to be provided for under Medicare. Everybody understands that.
If you don't believe in Medicare, you will say what the Republicans are saying.
CROWLEY: Let me ask you, if it should turn out that you gain seats in the House, but you don't take over the majority spot, would you
still run for leader of Democrats?
PELOSI: Well, I don't ever predicate anything when losing. I feel very confident about our ability to win. Who will lead the party after that
is up to my members. I feel that I...
CROWLEY: Oh, sure, but would you still run, whether it was for speaker or Democratic leader?
PELOSI: Well, I actually, didn't choose to run last time. My members chose that I would run last time.
But this isn't about me, this is about Medicare. It's about Social Security. It's about women's rights. It's about the American dream. It's
about our democracy. All of that is on the ballot.
CROWLEY: If we look at the polls rather than the possibilities, it looks as though there is an even chance that the senate Republicans
could take over and that the probability is that Democrats will not take over in the House.
So let's say everything stays as is and the president is re- elected. What's different about the dynamic that has been so toxic between
Capitol Hill and the White House if we have what currently the polls show is -- you know, if the election were held today?
PELOSI: Well, with that theoretical, the -- you'll see more of the same because it's really important for the public to know that the
Republican obstruction of President Obama's jobs bills and whatever he was advancing, their obstruction is their agenda. They really
don't believe in...
CROWLEY: Does that change? If nothing changes in the dynamic...
PELOSI: It's what they believe in. Now I have always said in my Republicans take back your party, because this wing of the party or this
over the edge crowd that is in charge -- taking charge of wagging the dog in congress is never going to cooperate, because they do not
believe in a public roll. Clean air, clean water, public safety, public education, public transportation, public health, Medicare, Medicaid,
Social Security, they don't believe in it, and that's what their budget is about. And that's what wee we vote on the floor almost every day.
CROWLEY: Do you see that changing.
PELOSI: No, I don't see it, that's why it's important for us to win the election so that we can go forward because bipartisan collaboration is
on the ballot too.
When President Bush, George W. Bush, was president and we were in the majority and I was the speaker, we had our differences, we
fought, but we also found common ground.
GEORGE W. BUSH, 43rd PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: I thank the leadership of the congress for joining us here.
PELOSI: There are so many places where we came together.
CROWLEY: So you could work with Mitt Romney basically, if it came to that?
PELOSI: Oh, Mitt Romney is not going to be president of the United States.
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PELOSI: Oh, Mitt Romney is not going to be president of the United States.
(LAUGHTER)
CROWLEY: Let me ask you...
PELOSI: I think everybody knows that.
CROWLEY: The president has put out his -- by law he had to put out a response to detail what its cut and what doesn't get cut under
what we call sequestration, which are just mandated across the board cuts in both sides of the ledger. It says it will be horrible if it
happens, et cetera, et cetera. The Republicans have complained repeatedly that there is no presidential leadership on this.
What is the president's involvement been so far in trying to get Republicans and Democrats together to avoid this fiscal cliff?
PELOSI: Well, the president as recently as yesterday I received a call from him saying we really do have to have an agreement, which I
fully agree with, and the must have as much -- do everything we can to find common ground. That's what we did one year ago, more
than a year ago in July/August of last year and the president worked very hard with the speaker to come out with a bipartisan agreement
that was a big design which had $4 trillion over 10 years in deficit reduction and the House and Senate Democrats said Mr. President,
we're with you on this. He agreed to it. The Republicans walked away. CROWLEY: Is he a work-the-phoner, though? I mean, compare
him, say, to Bill Clinton who you also worked with. I mean, the image that we have is a president that does not do that as much as a Bill
Clinton did in terms of offering guidance, trying to get people together in the same room, reaching out to Republicans, reaching out to
you. The level of leadership from the president when it comes to legislative things compared to former President Clinton.
PELOSI: Well, I would say that they both score very high in terms of leadership. If you measure leadership in the number of phone calls,
well, that might be a little bit of a different story because they're different personalities.
CROWLEY: Yes, more contact with Bill Clinton over the years.
PELOSI: Well, I wasn't leader or speaker when Bill Clinton was -- President Clinton was president, but we all -- but I saw how he worked
with Congress and our leadership at the time.
Make no mistake, President Obama is, of course, a great leader. He has great vision for our country. He knows the issues. He has a
plan. He is eloquent and can draw people to what he has to say, and that's all great.
He also is such a respectful person. And I have never seen -- I worked with presidents to a great or lesser degree, certainly to a greater
degree to President Bush and President Obama, and this president has listened, spent time, respects the opinions of the Republicans to
an extent that I think -- I wish one of them would come up with a new idea because he has more patience listening to them than I do.
But so, really, leadership should not be measured in the number of calls. But they were both great. They are both great leaders.
CROWLEY: So I'll just extrapolate from that that perhaps Bill Clinton was more hands-on than President Obama, but they both -- you
think they both showed leadership?
PELOSI: Well, I think they're both hands-on. It's just a question of how they spent their time. And the challenges are very great today that
the president -- as they were under President Clinton, but I think he uses his time well. I have no complaint with that.
CROWLEY: House Democratic Leader Nancy Pelosi, thank you for joining us today.
PELOSI: Thank you, Candy. My pleasure.
CROWLEY: I appreciate it.
PELOSI: Thank you.
CROWLEY: Battleground polls show trouble for Governor Mitt Romney. Supporter and former New York City Mayor Rudy Giuliani is here
next.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
CROWLEY: I'm joined by former New York City Mayor Rudy Giuliani.
Mr. Mayor, thanks for being here. It occurs...
RUDY GIULIANI (R), FORMER NEW YORK CITY MAYOR: Nice to be with you.
CROWLEY: ... to me that you, as well as anybody, understands that when there is a crisis, Americans tend to rally around their leaders.
So with that in mind, tell me who had the better week this week, President Obama or Mitt Romney?
GIULIANI: Well, I think clearly Mitt Romney. Largely because what we see is the president's policies in the Middle East falling apart. I
mean, the reality is the president got elected to reset our relationship in the Middle East. We might as well not have had the reset.
I mean, look at the American flag being burned, unrest in 20 countries, a front page article in The New York Times today saying they
anticipate numerous additional demonstrations over the next four or five months.
America is no more popular in the Middle East than it was four years ago. And now in addition to that, we've shown this kind of
provocative weakness to the Middle East. And we were for Mubarak before we were against Mubarak. We were more or less neutral on
Gadhafi until we wanted to overthrow him.
Hillary Clinton announced that Assad was a reformer. Now we want to overthrow him. And we don't seem to be willing to set a red line for
Iran when that's exactly what Jack Kennedy did in the Cuban Missile Crisis.
And you do that any time you are dealing with a provocative enemy that needs to know, well, how far can you go so we have no
confusion? The president refuses to do it. Prime Minister Netanyahu is absolutely correct in pushing him to do it.
CROWLEY: There are plenty of people who would argue that the president as commander-in-chief had a better week, but I want to move
you on to some things that I think are possibly troubling inside the Romney campaign.
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you on to some things that I think are possibly troubling inside the Romney campaign.
This is the latest look at some battleground states from the NBC News/Marist poll with The Wall Street Journal. Ohio, it has President
Obama up 7 points. And in Florida and Virginia, the same poll has President Obama up 5 points. What is wrong there?
GIULIANI: Nothing is wrong. It's a close election. Those are polls...
CROWLEY: Well, that's -- some of these -- I mean, those are pretty good leads compared to what we have seen before.
GIULIANI: I don't know. Those are the kinds of leads John Kerry had on Election Day, and George Bush became the president. You
know? So those are -- those are margins that are well within striking distance for either candidate. To be overconfident about who is
going to win this election, in fact, whoever is overconfident about whoever is going to win this election is probably going to lose it.
This is a darn close election. Whoever expected what happened in the last week, week-and-a-half with -- in this election. This was going
to be an election about the economy. It's now becoming an election that's looking an awful lot like 1980 with Jimmy Carter-style president
in the White House.
CROWLEY: But sure -- even you would agree, surely, that having American hostages held for 444 days is a little different from having a
protest outside American embassies, yes, there -- and we had the deaths of these -- the tragic deaths of these four Americans in Libya,
which a lot of folks are arguing is a different thing from saying everything here has failed.
So the question is, do you actually believe that this no longer is about the economy?
GIULIANI: No, no, I do. I believe it's about the economy, but I think the situation in the Middle East is becoming more and more important.
And, Candy, I would argue that the situation in Iran is equally as dangerous as it was with the hostages there except this time they want
to become nuclear.
And the president is fiddling while Iran is just moving ahead. I mean, he had to be forced -- he had to be forced to use these crippling
sanctions, which he has used late, and I don't know how crippling they are since he has exempted 20 countries from them.
CROWLEY: And yet at...
GIULIANI: I mean, these sanctions...
CROWLEY: ... this point, Mr. Mayor...
GIULIANI: Even the U.N. is saying his sanctions aren't working. They are not working. The president doesn't want to deal with it.
CROWLEY: And yet at this point can you tell me something different in Mitt Romney's proposed policies toward Iran than President
Obama's policies? They both said Iran should not be allowed to acquire a nuclear weapon, period. What's different?
GIULIANI: Well, I believe that Mitt Romney would set a red line. He'd make it clear exactly the point beyond which...
CROWLEY: Why doesn't he do that now?
GIULIANI: Well, he might over the course of these debates. He might very well do it. Although then you'd all criticize him for engaging
and interfering in foreign policy. I mean, Mitt Romney can't win no matter what he does.
He spoke out as a leader about a really, really ridiculous statement by the State Department, for 16 hours they had a statement out there
apologizing. All of a sudden he gets criticized.
I mean, the administration was clearly wrong about the level of security needed for that ambassador in that consulate. And you had
Nancy Pelosi just on saying there was enough security.
If they are as wrong in their security estimate of Iran as they were about the consulate in Benghazi, we are in serious trouble.
CROWLEY: Let me turn you back to the economy, since it remains issue number one. When you look at our -- I'm sorry, at a New York
Times/CBS poll, this was about the probable electorate, and the question was, which candidate would do a better job of handling the
economy and unemployment? President Obama, 47, Mitt Romney, 46 percent.
Your candidate has lost the edge when it comes to the economy. If the economy is as bad as Republicans have told us it is, what is
holding Mitt Romney back here because from your description of the economy, others' description of the economy, this really should be a
president that doesn't have a chance and yet he's beating Mitt Romney.
GIULIANI: There's no such thing as an incumbent president doesn't have a chance. Having the presidency is an enormous advantage.
The president has used it well. They have done a good job, I think an unfair one, they've done a good job of raising all kinds of irrelevant
questions about Mitt Romney and Paul Ryan, and the Romney/Ryan campaign has to overcome that.
But if you just look at the fundamentals, you know, 43 months of 8.1 or plus percent unemployment, no American president has ever
been elected with these kinds of job loss numbers and permanent unemployment.
We haven't had something like this since the Great Depression.
CROWLEY: Which I think...
GIULIANI: I think that's going to...
CROWLEY: ... argues for why he isn't doing better. But let me, in our final moments, ask you whether you believe that the Romney
campaign, that Mitt Romney needs to come out and say specifically, here is what I would do to reform the tax code, here are the
loopholes I would close.
Does he need to be more specific? Does he need to give a foreign policy speech? Because the rap now from a lot of Republicans is, we
don't -- there is no real alternative out there. Does he need to do that?
GIULIANI: Well, these are a bunch of Republicans who are, you know, running scared, because the polls aren't -- I mean, Romney is not
ahead by 10 points or 15 points which, of course, would be totally unrealistic. I think he's running a perfectly fine campaign. This is the
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ahead by 10 points or 15 points which, of course, would be totally unrealistic. I think he's running a perfectly fine campaign. This is the
level of specificity that American candidates usually give in a campaign.
My goodness, President Obama wasn't terribly specific four years ago when he told us he was -- he ran on hope and change. Hope and
change. Look what a strategy that has been for the Middle East. Hope and change and now we have demonstrations in 20 countries.
CROWLEY: OK. All right. Mr. Mayor, thank you so much for joining us...
GIULIANI: Thank you.
CROWLEY: ... this morning. Come see us in the new studio.
GIULIANI: Always a pleasure, Candy.
CROWLEY: Thanks.
A tribute to five American heroes, after this.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK) CROWLEY: And finally we leave you with images from this week's tributes to five American heroes. Friday the
bodies of the four Americans murdered in Libya, Christopher Stevens, Glenn Doherty, Sean Smith, and Tyrone Woods (ph), returned
home to the U.S.
And just the day before, a memorial service was held here honoring Neil Armstrong, the first man to walk on the moon. He died at the
age of 82. Armstrong never saw himself as a hero, but his extraordinary accomplishments didn't just leave his mark on the moon but here
on Earth too.
Thanks for watching STATE OF THE UNION.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Neil will always be remembered for taking humankind's first small step on a world beyond our own.
UNIDENTIFIED MALE: No one, no one, but no one could have accepted the responsibility of his remarkable accomplishment with more
dignity and more grace than Neil Armstrong. He embodied all that is good and all that is great about America.
UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Gracious God, on behalf of a grateful nation, and in the presence of grieving family members, friends, and
colleagues, we welcome home for the final time Ambassador Chris Stevens, Mr. Sean Smith, Mr. Glen Doherty, and Mr. Tyrone Woods.
HILLARY CLINTON, SECRETARY OF STATE: If the last few days teach us anything, let it be this, that this work and the men and women
who risked their lives to do it, are at the heart of what makes America great and good. OBAMA: Four Americans, four patriots, they loved
this country. And they chose to serve it and served it well. They had a mission, and they believed in it. They knew the danger, and they
accepted it. They didn't simply embrace the American ideal. They lived it. They embodied it.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
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1. (SBU) Summary: Since the eveof the elections, Benghazi has Moved from trepidation to euphoria and backasa series of vIolent Incidents hasdominated the political landscape during the Ramadan holiday. ihese incidents havevarIed
widelyin motivation and severltv, Therehavebeen abductions and assassinations, but there bave alsobeenfa.lse alarms
andoutright fabrications. Theindividualincidentshave been organized, but this Isnot an organlzed campaign. 'Whatwe
are goingthrough - andwhat people here are resolved to get through - is a confluence rather than ~ censpfracv. Th.e
Supreme Security Council (SSC), designed to be an interim security measure, has not coalesced lnto a stabilizing force, and
provides little deterrence. Across the polltlcal spectrum, peopleconcede the necessity of a secu rrtyapparatus that is
strong enough to keep peace, but many inherently fearabuse by the same
authorltles. This debate, play·lng
out daily in
~
.
Benghazi, has created the securityvacuum that a diverse groupof Independent actors are exploitingfor their own
purposes. End Summary.
2. (SBU) In response to the widely reported securityIncidents of the.pastweek} securltvforces haveIncreased ~heir.
profile and are now a more visible,though stili understaffed} presence on Benghazl streets. Most prornlnsnt is Behghazi's
sse, assembled from former members of variousmilitias asan interim securitymeasure•. However, even 1~ the
assessment of Its owncommander, Fawzl Younls, sse Benghazi has not coalesced into an effective, stablesecurityforce,
3. (SBU) The absence of significant deterrence, has contributed to a securityvacuum that ls beingexploited by;
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Ihdependent actors: Ordln:qry criminals are ableto engage in crimes that are more about profit than politlcs with relative :
impunity; car[acklngs and smuggling are particular concerns. Former regime elements-are active because they believe
that attackingthe RevolutIon in its cradle will havemaximum impact on publicoplnlon, lslamlstextremists are able to .
attackthe Red Cross with relative Impunity,and UNoffIcials tell ushuman trafficking is on the rise. Violence athospitals
has become a particularconcern. with securityguards reportedlywalking out after demands for treatment have escalated
. lntoshootlngs. Police in the eastern city of Mar] have alsostaged slt-lnsto protest lackof govemmentfollow-through on

promises made to them as well.
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bestrongenough to keep the peace (thoughstrongly committedto doingsowithin checks andbalances), This Isa longterm prospect the miHtlas regard with suspicion at best. A~ Benghazi navIgates the movefrom a transitional Council no
one respects to a National Congress no one yet knows, they areclearly jockeying for positIon In a game that Involves
publicrelations and private intlmidatlon. (Comment: A surprlslng number of contacts here dlsmlss many Ofthe recent
Incidents - partkularly the bombs that were reportedly dIscovered and disarmed - ashaving been engineered by the
various securityforces to discredittheir rivals, to improvetheir own standing, andto seize prIme real estate. End
Comment).
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S. (SBU) Comment: The sse has increased its presence in the wake of the most recent stringof security Incidents In
Benghazi. This approach Is all authorities can do at present. But it is not clearwhether It wlll proveto be effective. What
we ha~ seen are not random crimes of opportunity, but rather targeted and discriminate attacks. Attackers are unllkel.y

to be deterred until authoritIes are at leastas capable. End comment.
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