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Unite States Department of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

March 13, 2017 -

Case No. F-2016-11026 .
Segments; PA/EX-0002CI1IC1, PA/EX-
0002IC1, PA/JEX-00021C3, PA/EX-0003,
PA/EX-0001C1, PA/EX-00011C1, PA-0001,
L-0002, L-0003, L-0004, 1.-0005, L-00086,
L-0007, NEA/AC-0001

Mr. William F. Marshall

425 Third Street SW, Suite 800

Washington, DC 20024

Dear Mr. Marshall:

I refer to our letter dated February 13, 2017, regarding the release of certain Department of State (“the
Department”) records under of the Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA™), 5 U.S.C. § 552. The
Department has retrieved an additional 78documents responsive to your request. After reviewing these
documents, we have determined that 22 may be released in full, 35 may be released in part. and 21 must
be withheld in full.

All non-exempt material that is reasonably segregable from the exempt material has been released.
Where we have made excisions, the applicable FOIA exemptions are marked on the document. The
documents withheld in their entireties were withheld under FOIA Exemption 5, 6, 5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(5),
(b}6). An enclosure explains the FOIA exemptions and other grounds for withholding material. All
relecased material is enclosed.

We will keep you informed as your case progresses. If you have any questions, your attomey may
contact Trial Attorney Deepthy Kishore at (202)616-8470 or deepihy.c kishore@usdoj.gov. Please refer
to the case number, F-2016-11026, and the civil action number, 16-cv-02027, in all correspondence
regarding this case.

Sincerely,

s

Eric F. Stein, Director
Office of Information Programs and Services

Enclosures: As stated
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The Freedom of Information Act {5 USC 552)

FOIA Excmptions

(bX1}  Information specifically authorized by an executive ordcr 10 be kept sccrct in the interest of

(bX2)
(X3

(4X4)

.XS)

OX6)
CX7)

(®)8)

qOO

national defenst or foreign policy. E.xccutwc Order-13526 includes the following
classification catcgories:

1.4(a) Military plans systemis, or opcml:ons

1.4(b) Forcign govemment information

1.4(c) Intelligence activitics; sources or mclhods or cryptology -

1.4(d) Forcign relations or foreign activitics of the US; including conﬁdc.nl:al sources

1.4(e} Scientific, tcchnologrcal. or economic matiers relating to nationa) security,
including defensc against transnational terrorism _

1.4(f) U.S. Govémment programs for safeguarding nuclear materials or r facilitics

1.4(g) Vulncrbilities or capabilitics of systems; installations, infrastructures, projects,
plans, or protection services relating to US national sceurity, mcludlng defense
against transnational temorism :

1.4(h) Wcapdns of mass destruction

"Related solely o the mtcrna] pcrsonncl rules and practices of an agency

Spec:l' ically cxcrnptcd ﬁ'om disclosure by statute (othcr than 5 USC 552), for cxample:

ARMSEXP - Arms Export Controt Act, 50a USC 241 1(c) .
CIA PERS/ORG Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949, 50 USC 403(1;)
EXPORT CONTROL  Export Administration Act of 1979, S0 USC App. Sec. 2411(c)
ES ACT Foreign Service Act 0f£1980,22 USC 4004 -
NA . Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 USC 1202(f), Sec. 222(f)

" . IRAN ’ Iran Claims Scttlement Act, Pubhc Law 99-99, Scc. 505 :

dec seerets and conﬁdcnna] commercial or ﬂrmncm! mformnnon

Interagency or intra-agency communications formmg partof the dchba'auvc process,
attorncy-cllcnt privilcge, or attorney work product

Pcmonal privacy information

Law enforcement information whese disclosure would:
(A) interfere with cnforcement proceedings

~(B) deprive a person of a'fair trial

(C)_ conistitute an unwarranted invasion of pcrsonal pnvacy
(D). disclose confidential sources

(E) disclose investigation techniques

(T) cndanger life or phys:cal safcty of an individual

Prcparc.d by or for a government agcncy rcgulatmg or supcmsmg ﬁnancxal institutions

Geological and geophysical :nformatmn and data, including maps, concern mg wells
Othcr Grounds for Withholding

Material not responsive to a FOIA request excised with the agx‘écmcnt of the requester
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C062361641ED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06236164 Date: 03/1 312017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Toufanian, Melissa Turley

. - T - -
From: Psaki, Jennifer R, EOP/WHO | | B6
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:05 PM :
To: Kirby, John IRELEASE IN PART BS,B6)
Subject: Re: To core bullpen
b
B5

Sent from my iPhone

> On Jun 2, 2016, at 9:02 PM, Kirby, John <Kirbyl@state gov> wrote:

>

> Ok. Gotit.
>

> Jen| ' B6

>
>
> Sent from my iPad
>

>>0n Jun2, 2016, at 8:52 PM, Psaki, Jennifer R, EOP/WHO| | wrote: : B6
>> .

BS

>>
>> Sent from my iPhone
>> '

>>>0n Jun 2, 2016, at 8:44 PM, Kirby, John <Kirby)@state.gov> wrote:
>

BS

20>
>»> Sent from my iPad
-

>>>0n jun 2, 2016, at 8:34 PM, Psaki, Jennifer R. EQP/WHO

P wrote:

22>
1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06236164 Date: 03/13/2017
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2
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C06236172I1ED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06236172 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

A

[RELEASE IN FULL]

Toufanian, Melissa Turley

From: Toner, Mark €
' Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 8:12 PM
To: Kirby, John
Ce: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Subject: Re: Editing policy

OK - this is what we will send out to the small bullpen,
Elizabeth - can you send me the core small bullpen list?

' Sent from my iPad

On Jun 2, 2016, at 7:45 PM, Kirby, John <KirbyJ@state.gov> wrote:

Colleagues,

As you kn.ow, we leamed that on at least one occasion this bureau edited a portion of the video of
a daily press briefing before posting it to our YouTube channel and the Department’s website.

Upon leaming of this, ! immediately directed the video to be restored in its entirety with the full
and complete copy that exists -- and had existed since the day of the briefing -- on the Defense
Video and Imagery Distribution System website. I also verified that the full transcript of the
briefing, which we also posted on the Department website, was intact and had been 5o since the
date of the briefing. :

_To my surprise, PA did not have in place any rules governing this type of action. Now we do.

All video and transcripts from daily press briefings will be immediately and permanently
uploaded in their entirety on publicly accessible platforms. In the unlikely event that narrow,
compelling circumstances require edits to be made, such as the inadvertent release of privacy-
protected or classified national security information, they will only be made with the express
permission of the Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs and with an appropriate level of
annotation and disclosure.

This new policy took effect yesterday. And I have tasked Susan Stevenson to lead an effort to
create new language for the Foreign Affairs Manual to institutionalize this approach.

I'know you share my commitment to transparency, disclosure and accountability. While the
actions taken in relation to the editing of this video broke no protocol -- since none existed --
they clearly were not the appropriate steps to take._

I ask for your help going forward in ensuring that the content of any video or transcript from
daily press briefings is not edited or altered in any way without my specific permission.

Thanks for all your hard work and dedication. We’re a great team with a great mission.

1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No, C06236172 Date; 03/13/2017
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L - 4 .

K

Sent from my iPad

2
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CO 6227860FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2018-11026 Doc No. C06227860 Oate: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Toufanian, Melissa Turley

RELEASE IN PART
B5,B6

From: Klrby, John

Sent: _ Wednesday, August 17, 2016 7: 17 PM

To: Psaki, Jennifer R. EOP/WHO

Subject; . Re:Update

Thanks .Ien.l —I

Sent from my iPhone

| wrote:

>On Aug 17, 2016, at 18:53, Psaki, lennifer R. EOP/WHO {
5 .

> Hey there

> Thank you for the heads up. |

>

>Jen

) .
> Sent from my iPhone

>

>> On Aug 17, 2016, at 4:35 PM, Kirby, John <Kirby)@state.gov> wrote:
2>

>> Jen -- wanted to make sure you knew that tomorrow we intend to give the Hill - and then the media - the results of

L's review of the missing video inquiry.
b .

>

>> John
>

-

>> Sent from my iPhone
>

1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227860 Date: 03/13/2017
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C06227744IFIED U.S. Departmé_nt of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227744 Date: 03/13/2017
' Obtained via FOIA by Judicjal Watch, Inc.

Starr, Katherine L !

]
From; - Toner, Mark C
Sent: « Tuesday, May 31, 2016 12:52 PM IRELEASE N FULL]
To: . Starr, Katherine L
Cc * Trudeau, Elizabeth X; Stevenson, Susan N

Subject: . . RE: Public Affairs Manual

-

Yep - not sure it would be mantioned in FAM either.

From: Starr, Katherine L

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 12:49 PM

To: Toner, Mark C '

Ce: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Stevenson, Susan N
Subject: RE: Public Affairs Manuagi

That is true, These are really fOC_l.iSEd on PRS and our work with PAOs, video is outside our lane. )

i

From: Toner, Mark C

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 12:47 PM

To: Starr, Katherine L

Cc: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Stevenson Susan N
Subject: RE: Public Affairs Manual

Susan - don’t see anything in zither of these manuals re editing or not editing of video content.

From: Starr, Katherine L .

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 11: 17 AM

To: Toner, Mark C

Cc: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Sl:evenson, Susan N
Subject: RE: Public Affalrs Manual

Yes, we have the PAO Survival Gulde which we update in the fall and send to PAOs in the Dept (latest attached), and we
also have a PRS Operations Manual for internal office use {also attached).

Thanks, Kate

From: Toner, Mark C

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 11; 00 AM

To: Starr, Katherine L

Cc: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Stevenson, Susan N
Subject: Public Affairs Manual

Kate — what do we call the bible for-the Press Office — it's the Public Affairs Manual, right? if so, do you have an
electronic copy you can send me?

Thanks, Mark

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227744 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227722FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227722 Date: 03/13/2017

Starr, Kathe:ille L

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

From: Starr, Katherine L . ’

Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 11:11 AM [RELEASE IN PART B5|
To: Dewey, James B ’

Subject: FW: Meeting next week on updating the FAM

Here is the editing section from PRS Operations manual,!:i

FROM PRS OPS MANUAL, EDITING-SECTION -

STEP 3:

Review and edit the transcript, by opening and listening to the audio while checking it against the written draft
document. Make necessary corrections as you go.

Things to lock for when editing:

»
0.0

Compare, word-for-word, the dialogue with the transcript. Never change the verbatim transcripts - they reflect
what was actually said, not what someone wishes they said (see Footnote option below).

Check spelling and grammar - particularly of names and places, and names or reporters if a press availability

(consult the Spelling and Style Guide as needed ~ found in PRS Shared drive/Transcripts folder). 1If needed double check
with regional bureau PAQOs or embassy PAS if a trip transcnpt

Lock for places where the transcribers have added an “*.” This means that they aren’t sure what was being said,
and they are asking you to listen and see if you can clarify.

Also, look at the “(inaudibles)” and fill-in, if possible. If a transcript contains an especially high number of
inaudible portions, consult with PRS leadership on how it should be handled. They may choose to hold on
release of the transcript.

Read for meaning and flow too. If there’s unnecessary ¢ chatter at beginning or end, you might choose to cut that
out of the official ranscript.

At times, the editor may need to FOOTNOTE information that was stated incorrectly or needs clarification. QOften

someone will flag misspeaks for you in advance. When you come across something, check with PRS leadership
for advice on handling.

(Note: transeript corrections should always be embedded and numerically annotated in the body of the transcript using the Insert
Footnote function in Word. (See: How to footnote.)

»
..0

If editing a Background Briefing, be sure ALL identifying information about the speaker is withheld. Names are
replaced by the determined attributable title within brackets {[Senior State Department Official], [Senior
Administration Official], etc.). Even pronouns (she, he, him, her, etc.) should be withheld and replaced by the
bracketed title. If addidonal information about a speaker is discussed, such as position titles, previous positions,
specific participation in events, etc., this can be redacted with “[identifying information withheld].”

From: Stevenson, Susan N
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 6:32 PM
To: Whelan, Moira; Starr, Katherine L; Perry, Monica D; Jackson, Jeff; Brown, Cynthia A

1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227722 Date: 03/13/2017
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C06227722IFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227722 Date: 03/13/2017
’ ' Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Cc: Wang, Mimi; Dewey, James B;. (U) schaub, Daniel D; Trudeay, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Subject: Meeting next week on updating the FAM

1
Colisagues, :

By now, you have received an invitation from Dan Schaub to a meeting next Wednesday, June 15%, at 11:00 AM, to
discuss updates to the FAM regarding PA activities.

BACKGROUND:

As A/S Kirby outlined in his June 2 message to the Bureau (attached), we need to update the FAM to help institutionalize
the policy that "video and transcripts from daily press briefings will be immediately and permanently uploaded in their
entirety on publicly accessible platforms.” We also need to ensure the FAM accurately reflects PA's structure, as we
noticed the OVS and ODE reorganization and new PA Bureau org charts are not reflected.

NEXT STEPS: ;

! have asked James Dewey, Mimi Wang. and Dan Schaub to take the first crack at revising the refevant FAM
sections. Prior to the meeting, they \;vill send you a copy of proposed edits for your review and background.

Thanks in advance for your willingness to participate in this process.

Susan

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227722 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227761FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No, C08227761 Date: 03/13/2017

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

White, Emily B

From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

L

Sthaming, Jennifer

Monday, August 29, 2016 12:10 PM
White, Emily B

RE: For clearance today - testimony on edited video

Thanks for this; DVIDS should be spefled out for S and for Members, who may not be familiar with the acronym.

(RELEASE IN PART BS|

Best- 1.

sBY
This emait is UNCLASSIFIED

From: White, Emily B

Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 11‘09 AM

To: Schaming, Jennifer

Subject: FW: For clearance today - testlmony on edited video

As discussed.

sBu

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From White, Emily B

Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 10:50 AM

To: Richardson, Timothy M SINI_Internal; Hahs, Ona M; Malik, Arslan

Cc: SP_Staff Assistants; Reynolds, Justin E; PA Special Assistants; Lawrence, Elizabeth

Subject: For clearance today - testimony on edited video

All,

" Thanks,

Emily White
Special Assistant
Bureau of Public Affairs

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11028 Doc No. C08227781 Date: 03/13/2017
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" WhiteEB@state.gov
Office Phone: (202) 647-8926

sBuU .
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

+

e o

»

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227761 Date: 03/13/2017




CO 62 277 73FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227773 Date 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch Inc.
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. White, Emily B

[
From: Stevenson, Susan N

sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 5:54 PM [RELEASE IN PART B|

To: White, Emily 8

Ce: PA Special Assistants

Subject: IRE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on

Over5|ght and Government Reform

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: jCompleted
!
; Thanks, i BS
' SBU
This email is UNCLASSIFIED
From White, Emily B
Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 4:00 PM
To: Stevenson, Susan N i
Cc: PA Special Assistants
l Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
i Reform !
' Susan,
See attached for a proposed resﬁonse to this tasker using language sent on by Elizabeth. B5
| ] ]
. Thanks, "
' Emily '
]
- I
SBU i
This email is UNCLASSIFIED. |
|
' !
Frorn Whlte, Emily B '
Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 2:39PM
To: Stevenson, Susan N
Cc: PA Special Assistants
Subject: FW: Preparation for Secretary Kerry’s Testimony before the House Committee on OVEFSIth and Government
Reform
S ’ 1
usan,
As discussed, | sent the L report in response to the H tasker] { B5

I ] .
UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Depar}ment of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. (_306227?73 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227773FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No, C06227773 Date: 03/13/2017
| Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.
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B5
!
! Thanks,
Emily
I SBU
This email 1s UNCLASSIFIED.
i N, N ——
, From: Lawrence, Elizabeth
Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 2:26 PM
To: White, Emily B
Cc: PA Speclal Assistants; Lormzn, Amanda L
Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform
Emily,
Thanks again for reaching out or this)
BS
|
. BS
*
-
]
!
L

Let us know if you have any further questions.

Thanks,
Elizabeth

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-110268 Doc No. C06227773 Date; 03/13/2017
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C06227773FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11028 Doc No. C06227773 Date: 03/13/2017
b Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

]
j
i

]
Elizabeth Lawrence
Special Assistant
. Bureau of Legislative Affairs (H)
U.5. Department of State
Office: (202) 647-1890

sBu
| This email is UNCLASSIFIED

From. White, Emily B

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016{1 122 PM

To: Lawrence, Elizabeth |

Cc: PA Special Assistants; Lorman Amanda L

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry’s Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Refarm

e e i e —

Elizabeth, !

Pursuant to our phone discussion, | am sending the attached L report in response to this tasker for PA, |
; ————eeeee s

|
!
.l

HQ 8 Why Did State Department Doctor Tapes on PA NEA, L, S/P,
I JCPOA Negotlatlons? S/INI

. {
Let me know if you have any furfher questions.

Thanks,
Emily

' Emily White

' Special Assistant
Bureau of Public Affairs
WhiteEB@state.gov
Office Phone: (202) 647-8926

T w— ca——— . ep ke —— e — s

| sS8U
This email 1s UNCLASSIFIED.

A — e e maw e

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227773 Date: 03/13/2017
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C06227773FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227773 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch,.Inc.
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From: SES-Line_Tasker
Sent: Wednesday, August 24, 2016 12:52 PM
To: TTL-1A )
: Cc: Lawrence, Elizabeth .
Subject: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform

UNCLASSIFIED

Dear Colleagues, -

The attached memo assigns responsibilities for the preparation of briefing materials for

Secretary Kerry’s potential testimony before the House Committee on Qversight and
Govemment Reform.

All papers are due to H by unclassified e-mail at LawrenceE(@state.gov no later than noon
on Monday, August 29, 2016.

Thank you, | .

Executive Secretariat Staff, Room 7241
202-647-8879

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. 0062_2??73 Date; 03/13/2017




CO 62277 75IFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227775 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

White, Emily B

. From:; ' Toufanian, Melissa Turley

Sent: - Friday, August 26, 2016 2:.04 PM
T White, Emily B (RELEASE IN PART B5|
! Cc: Hallock, Catherine

Subject: Re: For Kirby: H Tasker on Edited Video

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: ) . Completed

Will run it by him asap but that line looks perfect - will loop back

Frorrl. Whlte Emlly B .

Sent: Friday, August 26, 2016 8: 02 PM

To: Toufanian, Melissa Turley

Cc: Hallock, Catherine

Subject: RE: For Kirby: H Tasker on Edited Video

How about if we add this:

"Let me know if he clears with this bullet included. Thanks!

seu
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Toufanlan, Melissa Turley

Sent: Friday, August 26, 2016 1:50 PM

To: White, Emily B

Subject: FW!: For Kirby: H Tasker on Edited Video

Hi Emily,

BS

This email is UNCLASSIFIED

From: Kirby, John
Sent: Friday, August 26, 2016 7:46 PM

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Depariment of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227775 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227775FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-110268 Doc No. C06227775 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.
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To: Toufanian, Melissa Turley
Subject: Re: For Kirby: H Tasker on Edited Video

Sent fram my iPhone

. On Aug 26, 2016, at 19:38, Toufanian, Melissa Turley <TurleyMK@state.gov> wrote:

Flagging for your review -

This emait is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: White, Emily B

Sent: Friday, August 26, 2016 3:03 PM

To: Kirby, John

Cc: Stevenson, Susan N; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; PA Special Assstants
Subject: H Tasker on Edrted Video -

Sir,

H has asked PA for materials to prepare for the Secretary’s testimony before the House Committee on

Oversight and Governmeant Reform on the question of “Why Did the State Department Doctor Tapes on
JCPOA Negotiations?”. l

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227775 Date: 03/13/2017
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C06227775IFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227775 Date: 03/13/2017

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

]
+

B5

SBU ,
This emnail 1s UNCLASSIFIED.

4

! 3
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C06227777IFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227777 Date: 03/1 3!2017‘

i

* Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

White, Emily B

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: " Thursday, August 25, 2016 3:56 PM [RELEASE IN PART B3
To: White, Emily B; Deaner, Nicole; Starr, Katherine L

Cc: Hallock, Catherine

Subject: - RE: Press points on video edits

Kirby will have view

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: White, Emily B

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 3:21 PM .

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Deaner, Nicole; Starr, Katherine L .
Cc: Hallock, Catherine .
Subject: RE: Press points on video edits

Thanks for the quick turnaround.

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 3:20 PM

To: White, Emily B; Deaner, Nicole; Starr, Katherine L
Cc: Hallock, Catherine )

Subject: RE: Press points on video edits

BS

: 1
UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11028 Doc No. C06227777 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227777FED US. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227777 Date: 03/13/2017

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.
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BS
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
From: White, Emily B o
Sent: Thursday, August 25, 201€ 2:54 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Deaner, Nicole; Starr, Katherine L
Cc: Hallock, Catherine .
Subject: Press points on video edits
PRS Colleagues -
We're working on responding to an H tasker for S testimony to the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform. In particular, H wanted language to respond to the question of "Why Did State Department Doctor Tapes on
JCPOA Negotiations?” | . B5

Thanks,
Emily

SBY -
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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White, Emily B \

From: White, Emily B [RELEASE IN PART BS)

Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2016 7:48 AM :

To: Lawrence, lizabeth; Lorman, Amanda L

Cc: PA Special Assistants -

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony befare the House Committee on
' Oversight and Government Reform

Attachmaents: 160829 HQ9 PA Final.docx

Elizabeth,

Attached please find the final versian. Thanks for your patience.

Best,
Emily

SBU
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From Lawrence, Elizabeth

Sent: Tuesday, August 30, 2016 4:18 PM
To: White, Emily B; Lorman, Amanda L
Cc: PA Special Asslstants

Subject: RE; Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

Sounds good- thanks for the update Emily!

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.,

From White Em:ly B
Sent: Tuesday, August 30, 2016 4:13 PM

To: Lawrence, Elizabeth; Lorman, Amanda L

Cc: PA Special Assistants

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

Elizabeth,

Attached is the response as it currently stands. |

Best,

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Depariment of State Case No. F-2018-11026 Doc No. C06227844 Date: 03/13/2017

BS



C062278447ED US. Depanmem of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. 08227844 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watgh, Inc.

e

- Emily

SBU
This emait is UNCLASSIFIED.

From Lawrence, Elizabeth

Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 9:16 AM

To: White, Emily B; Lorman, Amanda L

Cc: PA Special Assistants

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Test:mony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

Ok- thanks for the head’s up

This email is UNCLASSIFIED

L T T L L L T T e ——— -

From White, Emlly B

. Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 9:08 AM

! To: Lorman, Amanda.L; Lawrence, Elizabeth

' Cc: PA Special Assistants

¢ Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry’s Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

Elizabeth and Amanda,

Best,
Emily

This email is UNCLASSIFIED

From: Wh|te Emlly B

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 4:04 PM
To: Lorman, Amanda L; Lawrence, Ellzabeth
! Cc: PA Special Assistants

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

We understand and are working on a response,
Thanks,

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227844 Date: 03/13/2017
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. Emily

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Lorman, Amanda L

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 2:30 PM
To: White, Emily B; Lawrence, Elizabeth
Cc: PA Special Assistants

; Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform

Emily,

These are points | basically picked out of what has already been said during press briefirigs {vs. the official press
guidance).| B85

C l

Amanda

Amanda Lorman
Senior Congressional Advisor, Bureau of Legrslatwe Affairs {H)
U.S, Department of State
H LormanAL ROV
Phone: 202-647.2037

This email is UNCLASSIEIED.

From Whlte Emily B

' Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 2:29 PM
To: Lawrence, Elizabeth
Cc: PA Special Assistants; Lorman, Amanda L

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testlmony before the House Committee on Qvarsight and Government
Reform .

[l wilt get back to you. B5

L

Thanks,
Emily

s8U
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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From Lawrence, Elizabeth

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 2'26 PM
To: White, Emily B

Cc: PA Special Assistants; Lorman, Amanda L

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government
Refarm

A n b i b e 1 wm s e

Emily,

Thanks again for reaching gut on this. B5

Let us know if you have any further questions.

Thanks,
Elizabeth

Elizabeth Lawrence

Special Assistant

Bureau of Legisiative Affairs (H)
U.S. Department of State
Office: {202) 647-1890

S8y
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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From White, Emily B

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2016 1:22 PM
To: Lawrence, Elizabeth

Cc: PA Special Assistants; Lorman, Amanda L

Subject: RE: Preparation for Secretary.Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Qversight and Government
Reform

Elizabeth,

Pursuant to our phone discussion, | am sending the attached L report in response to this tasker for PA.l

Why Did State Department Doctor Tapes on NEA, L, S/P,

PA

HQ?9 JCPOA Negotiations? : S/INI

Let me know if you have any further questions.

Thanks,
Emily

Emily White
Special Assistant
Bureau of Public Affairs

WhiteEB@state.gov
Office Phone: (202) 647-8926

s8U
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

b

From: SES-Line_Tasker

Sent: Wednesday, August 24, 2016 12:52 PM

To: TTL-1A

Cc: Lawrence, Elizabeth

Subject: Preparation for Secretary Kerry's Testimony before the House Committee on Oversight and Government Referm

UNCLASSIFIED

Dear Colleagues,

The attached memo assigns responsibilities for the preparation of briefing materials for
Secretary Kerry’s potential testimony before the House Commmee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. Ff2016-11026 Doc No. C06227844 Date: 03/13/2017
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All papers are due to H by unclassified e-mail at LawrenceE@gtate gOV no later than noon
on Monday, August 29, 2016.

Thank you,

Executive Secretariat Staff Room 7241
202-647-8879

UNCLASSIFIED
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e i e i e e e . [RELEASE IN PART 85,86} e e e

HQ9 - Why Did the State Department Doctor Tapes on JCPOA Negotiations?
Why Didn’t You Refer the Investigation to the OIG?

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227845 Date: 03/13/2017
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: Approved: PA-John KirBy . (ok)

Drafted: PA - Emily White, ext. 7-8926 and mobile;|

Cleared:  NEA - JReynolds (ok)
L — JGardner ‘ (ok)
S/P — AMalik (ok)
S/INT - SMull (ok)
PA/FQ - SStevenson (ok)
PA/PRS - ETrudeau (ok)

' PA/OSP — Jschaming (ok)
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Eufanian, Melissa Turley

. From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K . [RELEASE IN PART BS}
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:59 PM

¢ To: . Toner, Mark C; Toufanian, Melissa Turley; Kirby, John

' Subject: - ) RE: DRAFT -- Report: Department's review of the December 2, 2013 video footage from

the Daily Press Briefing.

BS

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Toner, Mark C
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:58 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Toufanian, Melissa Turley; Kirby, John

Subject: RE: DRAFT -- Report: Department’s review of the December 2, 2013 video footage from the Daily Press
Briefing.

Yes.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:57 PM
To: Toner, Mark C; Toufanian, Melissa Turley; Kirby, John

Subject: RE: DRAFT -- Report: Department’s review of the December 2, 2013 video footage from the Daily Press
Briefing.

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Teoner, Mark C
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:56 PM
To: Toufanian, Melissa Turley; Trudeay, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John

Subject: RE: DRAFT -- Report: Department’s revlew of the December 2, 2013 video footage from the Daily Press
Briefing.

Elizabeth has it in her inbox. |

. Thanks, Mark

From: Toufanian, Melissa Turley
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:54 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C

Subject: RE: DRAFT -- Report: Department's review of the December 2, 2013 video footage from the Daily Press -
Briefing.

1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227848 Date: 03/13/2017




C06227848FIED US. Depanmem of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06227848 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Edits from Kirby below

.B5

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 4:24 PM

To: Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C

Cc: Toufanltan, Melissa Turley

Subject: DRAFT -- Report: Department’s review of the December 2, 2013 video footage from the Daily Press Briefing.

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT -
Questions:

John Kirby
Assistant Secretary and Spokesperson

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

2
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Starr, Katherine L

From: . " * Trudeau, Elizabeth K [RELEASE IN FULIJ
' Sent: Woednesday, June 08, 2016 9:45 AM
Yo: *Clay, Noel C; PA Press
Subject: ’ RE: Request for a written response: Video Info. release
exactly

From: Clay, Noel C

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 9:45 AM

To: PA Press

Subject: FW: Request for a written response: Video Info. release

' Got it. But sure it’ll be addressed at the briefing.

From: Pamefa Dockins [mailto:pdockins@VOANews.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 9:44 AM

' To: PA Press Duty; Toner, Mark C
' Subject: Request for a written response: Video Info release

Good morning,

Checking to see if State has sent the requested information on the 12/2/13 video to the House Oversight
Committee. Referring to taday's Spm deadline to identify individual who did the edit, etc.

-Also, what has - or will - be sent to the committee today? Do you plan to provide details?

Best Wishes,

Pam Dockins

State Department Correspondent
Voice of America

State Department: (202) 632 0312
Newsroom: (202) 203-4302

1
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_ Starr, Katherine L

A __. I
From: . . Trudeau, Elizabeth K : .
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 10:00 AM [RELEASE IN FULL|
To: ) " PA Press.Duty

Subject: POs: Video queries, response to Hill

Just please defer to DPB

-

1
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Starr, Katherine L

From: . Trudeau, Elizabeth K : g
' RELEASE IN FULL
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 1:29 PM [ - ]
' To: ' * PA Press Duty

Subject: . FW. fyi - psaki on cnn talking about video now

From: Beechem, Stephanle
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016'1:29 PM
. To: Trudeau, Elizabeth X .
Subject: fyf - psaki on ¢nn talking about video now

Pulling txpt and sending to k/t and you asap

This email is UNCLASSIFIEE}.

1
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Starr, Katherine L

From: Marshall, Leslie (RELEASE IN FULL)
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 2:37 PM .

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Cc: .~ Deaner, Nicole; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Psaki on CNN

Not sending around the Free Beacon stow but the Wolf/Psaki interview video is embedded in the story plus excerpts in
! the text:

http://freebeacon.com/national-

Leslie Marshall » Bureau of Public Affairs = U.S. Department of State
: £2: MarghallL.S@state.qoy

Sta connected with State

%

. .

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No, F-2016-11026 Doc No. C08260508 Date: 03/13/2017
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- ‘Starr, Ka.therine L . .

From: . o Kirby, John (RELEASE IN FULL)
Sant:- Friday, June 03, 2016 1:36 PM
i To: Pamela Dockins
Cc: . PA Press Duty
Subject: . . Re: Question about 5. Kerry

Mark will be prepared to deal with this at podium.

Sent from my iPhone

) On Jun 3, 2016, at 19:17, Pamela Dockins <pdockins@VOANews.com> wrote:

. HiJohn,

House Oversight and Government Reform committee chairman Jason Chaffetz has given S.

Kerry until Wednesday to identify the the per's°on who ordered that video segment from a 2013
State Department briefing to be edited out.

Oth.e{ lawmakers say the incident shows the Obama administration was deliberately trying to
' mistead the public about Iran nuclear talks.

; What is Secretary Kerry's response to these accusations and to the letter sent by Chaffetz?

Pam Dockins * | ' v

State Department Correspondent

Voice of America

State Department: (202) 632-0312 : )
Newsroom: (202) 203-4302 ‘ o )

\ i,
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-

| Starr, Katherine L

1 .
From: - . Welty, Douglas P. {(OIG)
' RELEASE IN FULL
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 2:36 PM R - )
To: PA Press Clips
Subject: .+ RE: The Hill: GOP asks watchdog to investigate State Dept. video edit
Thanksl|

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: PA Press Clips
' Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 2:30 PM
To: PA Monitoring Group

Subject: The Hill: GOP asks watchdog to investigate State Dept. video edit

GOP asks watchdog to investigate State Dept. video edit
. By Kristina Wong - 06/03/16 02:13 PM EDT

House Foreign Affalrs Committee Chairman Ed Royce (R-Calif.) on Friday called for the State Department's inspector
general to investigate the deletion of a part of a 2013 press briefing that addressed the iran nuclear deal.

State admitted Wednesday that someone In the égencv's public affairs bureau had ordered a video techniclan to edit
' out an eight-minute portion of the Dec. 2, 2013, briefing where a Fox News reporter asked the press secretary whether
. her predecessor lied about when secret talks with Iran began.

Then-press secretary Jen Psaki did not confirm when the talks started, but said, "l think there are times when diplomacy
needs privacy in order to progress.”
. State officials first asserted the deletion was a "glitch” before admitting it was a deliberate omission. They also say they
. don't know who made the request or why, and that the Department has hit a "dead end” In trying to figure out.

Republicans have seized on the deletion as evidence the administration had tried to bolster a false narrative that the
taiks had begun in 2013, when moderates were elected in Iran.

"In tampering with this video, the Bureau of Public Affalrs has undermined its mission to ‘communicate timely and
accurate information with the goal of furthering U.S. foreign policy.’ This Is all the more troubling given that the video in
question deait with hugely consequential nuclear negotiations with the Islamic Republic of Iran,” Royce sald in the June
3 [etter to Inspector General Steve Linick, v

"It remains unclear why the exchange between Ms. Psaki and reporters was stricken from the video recording. How is it
not possible to determine who in the Administration ordered that the video be aftered, as the current spokesman has

asserted? Will there be no accountability? Have there been other instances where the State Department has altered the
pubtic record?” he wrote.

. Royce's letter follows a request to Secretary of State John Kerry for documents and communications related to the video
scrubbing by House Oversight and Government Reform Committee Chairman Jason Chaffetz {R-Utah) on Thursday.

1
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The omission has also upset Journahsts who assert that State lied to them about when the talks started why they were.
told the edit was a "glitch,” and why the video was deleted.

v .

CNN anchor Jake Tapper blasted the State Department on Thursday, saying, "Just as the public has a right to know the
truth, we have a right to know who lied to us and why.”

2
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Starr, Katherine L

N ]
From: ) Welty, Douglas P. (OIG) [RELEASE IN FULL]
Sent: ) Friday, June 03, 201§ 1230 PM
To: . PA Press Clips
Subject: L RE: Politico: House GOP launching probe into State Dept. video editing

Thanks so much for these...

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: PA Press Clips

Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 11:48 AM

To: PA Monitoring Group -

Subject: Politico: House GOP launching probe into State Dept. video editing

House GOP launching probe into State Dept. video editing
By SEUNG MIN KiM 06/03/16 11:41 AM EDT

Among the details requested are any documents that identifies State officials who made and received the request t¢
delete the exchange, show when the video was deleted and restored, and deal with any ather requests to delete parts
of press hriefings from "publi;lv accessibie portals” since Jan. 1, 2012,

The State Department admitted this week that the exchange between former department spokeswoman Jen Psaki and
Fox News reporter James Rosen was intentionzlly deleted from the video posted on State’s YouTube channel,

*This admission proves once again that the White House intentionally misled the American people about the iran deal,”

. Speaker Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) said this week, “If they truly care about transparency, the administration should investigate

who requested this selective editing and why.”
But State officials said Thursday that the department has hit a "dead’end” in its own probe.' ’ -
"We believe we've carried outt the necessary investigation,” State spokesman Mark Toner said. “We have hit a dead end

in terms of finding out mofe information, If inore information does become available, if we are made aware of more
information about who might have been behind this request, we'll, of course, Investigate.”

1
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-St;ﬁ Katherine L

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent Thursday, June 02, 2016 6:49 PM [RELEASE IN FULL]
To: Starr, Katherine L .

Subject: Quch

STATE DEPARTMENT

Obama adviser lashes out at
- Fox News amid questions over
- deleted footage

Published June 02, 2016

The department acknowledged Wednesday that several minutes of video from the 2013
briefing — at which then-State Department spokeswoman Psaki appeared to acknowledge
misleading the press over the Iran nuclear deat - had been intentionally cut. The order
apparently came from an official in the public affairs office, but that individual has not been
identified. {

Psaki, who is now White House communications director, issued a statement iate Wednesday
saying it wasn't her:

*I had no knowledge of no'r would | have approved of any form of editing or cutting my briefing '
transcript on any.subject while at the State Department. | believe deeply in providing the
press as much information on important issues as possible.” .

Fox News' James Rosen, though, sent Psaki an email seeking clarification; noting that the
issue was not edits'to the “transcript” but the actual “video” of the briefing.

Psaki responded that her statement also “applies to the video" ~ but then went on to accuse
Rosen of *vilifying” her without evidence.

The full email exchange is as follows:
ROSEN EMAIL

Jen,

1
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Some have pointed to a cerfain aspect of your statement, highlighted below, as not
: - removing yourself from consideration for having issued the order to edit the briefing
k video:

I had no knowledge of nor would | have approved of any form of editing or cutting
my briefing transcript on any subject while at the State Department. | believe
deeply in providing the press as much information on important issues as possible.

- Of course, as Liz Trudeau and others have stressed, the briefing transcript
remained unaltered the entire time. Do you want to issue a revised statement
asserting the same for the video, wh,'ch was altered?

' Forg:ve meif you have’ already put out something along fhé‘se lines and | missed it.
Yours cordially,
James
‘PSAKI RESPONSE

James,

My statement applies to the video which is considered a form of the transcript and
every aspect of this.

| understand it is inconvenient for you that | have nothing to do with this given you
have spent the last three weeks vilifying me on felevision without any evidence of
my knowledge or involvement and without once reaching out and asking:me, but |
would encourage you fo also ask the State Department if there is any evidence. A -
shred or any information at all that suggests | had any knowledge of this or any
connection to this on any level. Hopefully you will find the time to spend on the
range of global events happening in the world in between attacking my character.

Consider that on the record from me as wel}

Thanks

Rosen said Thursday he has never assailed Psaki's character, nor has he ever asserted or
implied she was responsible for editing the footage. :

Psaki isn't the only ex-spokeswoman denying involvement in the edits.

Former deputy State Department spokeswoman Marie Harf also told Fox News in a statement
Thursday that she “had no knowledge of nor would | have approved of this editing.”

2
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“I have no idea who asked for the editing of the tape,” said Harf, now a senior adviser to
Secretary of State John Kerry.

The denials leave a mystery over which official indeed had the footage cut from the 2013
briefing.

At that briefing, Psaki was asked by Rosen about an earlier claim from another official that no
direct, secret talks were underway between the U.S. and lran — when, in fact, they were,

Psaki at the time seemed to admit the discrepancy, saying: “There are times where dipiomacy
needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good example of that.”

However, Fox News later discovered the Psaki exchange was missing from the department’s
official website and its YouTube channel (though not from the transcript). Eight minutes from
the briefing, including the comments on the Iran deal, were edited out and replaced with a
white-flash effect.

While the department initially claimed this was the result of a glitch, officials looked into it and
State Department spokesman John Kirby revealed Wednesday there was a “deliberate
request’ to cut the footage.

He said somebody in his public affairs office had a video editor “excise” part of that footage
from the briefing in question.

Kirby told Fox News' “Fox & Friends” on Thursday he does not know who made the request,
though he did not rule out pursuing the matter further if more information comes to light.

“There's no cover-up,” Kirby said.

Kirby also said Psaki, in the 2013 briefing, was not trying to say anybody at the department
lied about the Iran deal. “We don't lie," he said.

Kirby also thanked Rosen for "bringing this to my attention, because if he didn't a couple of
weeks ago, | would never have known that this occurred. So first of all, kudos to him, he's a
journalist who | have a great respect for."

Fox News’ Lucas Tomlinson and FoxNews.com's Judson Berger contributed fo this report.
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Starr, Katht_a_rine L

m

From: Kirby, John (RELEASE IN FULL)

Sent: . Thursday, June 02, 2016 5:38 PM

Tor Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Ce: Toner, Mark C; Stevenson, Susan N; Starr, Katherine L; Deaner, Nicole; Finer, Jonathan J;
) Frifield, Julia E; Stout, Jennifer P

Subject: Re: Quick summary on video ,

Thanks. Looping in Finer, Frifield and Stout.
Sent from my iPhone

Cn Jun 2, 2016, at 17:29, Trudeau, Elizabeth K <trudeauvek@state gov> wrote:

~

| . FOX: Obama adviser lashes out at Fox News amid questions over deleted footage ) .

: Top Obama press adviser Jen Psakl {ashed out at Fox News on Thursday after being pressed for
clarificatlon over her statements on press briefing footage that the State Department admitted had
been deliberately deleted from a public archive. The department acknowledged Wednesday that several

i minutes of video from the 2013 briefing - at which then-State Department spokeswoman Psaki

: appeared to acknowledge misleading the press over the Iran nuctear deal — had been intentionally cut.
The order apparently came from an official in the public affairs office, but that individual has not been

i identified. .

Additional FOX links: '

s VIDEO: Jen Psaki claims Fox News Is 'attacking my character'
. VIDEO: Fox News' James Rasen on State.Dept.'s editing of briefing
_VIDEO: State Dept. admlts to deletlng parts of Iran deal briefing
VIDEQ: Rosen expands on State Dept. editing his questioning |
VIDEO: 'Deliberate’ request to delete part of Rosen video

CNN: State Department doctored video to hide Iran deal ’
i Part of a video of a State Department press briefing addressing secret talks between the U.S, and Iran-
was deliberately defeted before it was posted online, an investigation by the department's legal adviser
found Wednesday. State Department spokesman John Kirby told reporters Wednesday that an unknown
U.S. official made a request over the phone to delete several minutes of a December 2013 video of the
exchange between reporters and a State Department spokeswoman, The State Department routinely
posts on its site the briefing that it holds nearly every day with the diplomatic press corps.

Washington Post: Republican fury builds over State Department ma_rajpulatigg_gmss_l_:rieﬂng video
Republicans are expressing outrage at the State Department for cutting several minutes from a 2013
press briefing video during which a Fox News reporter asked if the Obama administration lied about its
talks with Iran. After a State Department spokesman acknowledged the editing was done intentionally
and dld not result from a “glitch,” GOP lawmakers took to Twitter to criticize the adminlstration, Sen, |
Tom Cotton (R-Ark.) specifically called for the person who ordered the editing to be identified and
disciplined,

The Hill: GOP senator: State Dept. 'must start dealing in the truth' on iran
Sen. Tom Cotton (R-Ark.) called on the State Department on Thursday to identify the official who
ordered part of a recording of a 2013 press briefing about the tran nuclear dea! to be deleted. "This
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: whole outrageous episode demonstrates how the Iran deal has been sold to Americans through a
parade of misleadmg narratives,’ echo chambers, and outr:ght falsehoods,” Cotton said in a statement.
" “The Administration must start dealing in the truth. One place to start is to identify the official who
ordered the manipulation of the video and impose appropriate disclpline.” The State Department on
Wednesday admitted that someone within the department's public affairs office asked an editor to
delete a portion of the Dec. 2, 2013, video. The department had previously blamed the missing footage
on a "glitch.”
T
POLITICO: Ryan calls for further Investigation into State Dept. video editing
House Speaker Paul Ryan on Thursday called on the White House to furthér investigate the editing of a
December 2013 State Department briefing video that deleted a question pertaining to secret
negotiations between the United States and Iran. The agency this week admitted to splicing out the ¢lip
on {ts YouTube channel, "This admission proves once again that the White House intentionally misled
the American peaple about the Iran deal,” Ryan (R-Wis.} said in a statement through his office. “If they

truly care about transparency, the administration should investlgate who reguested this selective
editing and why.”

fortune: State Department Admits Editing Video to Remove Question About Iran
Almost a month after questions were first raised about a chunk of missing video from a State
Department press briefing, a spokesman for the department has finally admitted that a question from
Fox News reporter James Rosen about the government’s secret discusslons with Iran was deliberately
edited out of the video. The government had initially described the missing Section as a “glitch.” State

' Departrﬁent spokesman John Kirby told reporters on Wednesday that 2 staffer erased part of the
footage from a December 2013 briefing before it was posted on the Internet. This editor reportedly did
so, Kirby said, after receiving a phone call from another department employee telling them to do so.
"l'here was a deliberate request—this wasn’t a technical glitch,” he said.

Town Hall: Of Course: State Department Denies Coverug, Isn't Investigating Whether Other Videos
Were Edited .
Yesterday State Department spokesman John Kirby admitted that an exchange bétween Fox News Chief
Washington Correspondent James Rosen and former spokeswoman Victoria Nullen about the Iran deal
was deliberately deleted from an archived video. Previously, the State Department said the deletion was
simply a technical glitch. The exchange, which Rosen and a producer noticed missing while working on a
different story, proves the Obama administration lied about the iran deal and details surrounding
negotiations with the regime.

. No updates from yesterday: .
Reuters (vesterday) http [iwww.reuters. com/ar'tlcIefus-usa-statedepartment—wdeo-ldUSKCNOYNSRB
[ AP (yesterday): h bigstory.ap.org/article/de2909432 1c84ca586bd607 6693e69 state-dept-says-
official-censored- 2013 briefing-footage
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Starr, Katherine'L

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [RELEASE (N FuLL| .
Sent: . Thursday, June 02, 2016 11:58 AM

To: Starr, Katherine L; Thompson, Nicole A Deaner, Nicole

Subject: Fw: The Hill: Second State Dept. aide denies pushing for editing of Iran video

From: Beechem, Stephanie <BeechemS@state qov>

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 11:56 AM

To: Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Subject: The Hill: Second State Dept. aide denies pushing for editing of Iran video

Just fyi

http://thehill.com/policy/national-security/281996-second-state-dept-aide-denies-pushing-for-editing-of-iran-video

Second State Dept. aide denies pushing for editing of Iran video
By Jesse Byrnes - 06/02/16 11:43 AM EDT

X . A second State Department employee has denied pushing for the intentional edlt of video from 3 2013 department
i briefing dealing with the Iran nuclear agreement.
. Marie Harf, a top aide to Secretary of State John Kerry who was the department's deputy spokeswoman at the time,
joined former State Department spokeswoman Jen Psaki in denylng involvement.

"As Jen tweeted yesterday, | also had no knowledge of nor would | have approved of this editing,” Harf told the
Washington Examiner for a report published Thursday. “I have no idea who asked for the editing of the tape.”

The remarks from Harf, who now serves as Secretary of State John Kerry's senior advisor for strategist communications,
echo those tweeted by Psaki, who is now the White House communlcations director:

Harf served as Psaki's deputy when both were at the State Department.

f The State Department's current spokesman, John Kirby, admitted Wednesday that several minutes of the 2013 press
briefing had been mtent:onally removed from a department video posted to YouTube State previously attributed the
' missing video to a "glitch."
Kirby, who joined the department from the Pentagon in 2015, said the request to edit the tape came from in the
department'’s Public Affairs Bureau, but the person who fielded the request couldn't remember who asked for the edit.
j "The call that came into her was actually a call from someone else passing on a request from another official, so it was
two removed," Kirby said Thursday morning on "Fox and Friends.”
The deteted segment included a suggestion from Psaki, then the State Department spokeswoman, that the negotiations
. for the Iran nuclear deal began earlier than previously disclosed.

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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Starr, Katherine L

_ A
From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K (RELEASE IN FULL
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:46 AM
To: PA. Press Duty
Subject: Fw: 6/2 Fox News Fox & Friends -- A/S John Kirby

From: Beechem, Stephanie <BeechemS@state.govs -

_ Sent: Thursday, June 2; 2016 9:24 AM

To: PA SPOX; PA FO Group; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: 6/2 Fox News Fox & Friends -- A/S lohn Kirby

http://mms.tveyes.com/PlayhackPortal.aspx?SavedEditiD=9b8a837{-4ea6-47¢c3-8c05-8a9e8f755551

Fox News ~ Fox & Friends
06/027/2016 08:02:20 AM

AINSLEY EARHARDT: Let’s get to a Fox News alert. Well, first it was a glitch, remember? Now in a stunning turn of
events, the State Department is finally adrmttmg that it lied to you.

BRIAN KILMEADE: The administration saying it intentionally deleted an exchange between chief Washington
correspondent James Rosen and the Department’s then spokeswoman Jen Psaki. But don't expect anyone to be held
accountable. Garrett Tenney is live to explain.

GARRETT TENNEY: Well Brian and Tucker and Ainsley, now we know it was a State Department official who specifically
ordered that video to be deleted from the State Department's official record. That missing video was from a State
Department briefing with reporters in December of 2013, When in response to questions from our own James Rosen,
Jen Psaki, who was the spokeswoman at the time, admitted that the U.S, government had previously lied to reporters
about the secret negotiations with Iran over its nuclear program. Then at some point, a Department official tried to
cover up that admission by ordering that eight minute exchange to be deleted from the State Department's website and
YouTube channel. You can see how it was replaced with a white flash effect. Here's part of that exchange that-an official

- didn't want you or anyone to see.

CLIP — ROSEN: Let me try it one Iast way, Jen, | appreciate your indulgence.

CLIP - JEN PSAKI: Sure.

CLIP =~ ROSEN: Is it the policy of the State Department where the preservatlon of the secrecy of secret negotiations are
concerned to lie in order to achieve that goal?

CLIP — JEN PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good
example of that.

TENNEY: Yesterday spokesman John Kirby told reporters the order to delete was made over the phone, but because it
was made two and a half years ago, the editor who cut that video out doesn’t remember who made that specific
request. And because there were no rules in effect at the time to prevent things fike this from being done, Kirby said
there wlll not be any further investigatlion. Back to you all,

“
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KILMEADE: ] find that surpris[ng, but we' re lucky to have with him himself, Rear Admiral John Kirby, spokesperson at the
State Department now.

A/S KIRBY: Thanks for having me.,

KILMEADE: | know it was a tough day for you and it doesn't reflect on you what happened in the past but I'm surprised
there isn't going to be a further investigation about who made the call to the editor to edit out that section of the public
I record.

A/S KIRBY: Well, we took this seriously for one. And actually, before | answer your question, | want to thank James
Rosen, your correspondent, for bringing this to my attention. Because if he hadn't a couple of weeks ago, | would have
never known that this occurred. So first of all, kudos to him. He's a journalist | have great respect for, so | thank him for
that. Number two, we take it seriously and we did talk to the technician on duty that day and who was asked to make

this cut. The call that came into her was a call from somebody else passmg on a request from another official. That's why
-- it was too removed,

Now another thing, | didn't say yesterday that everything was over. | said that we looked at this. Now, if additional
information comes into light that's going to compel me to go into more detail or to look at it further I'll do that. 'm not
afraid to do that at all. What | said to my staff yesterday was this was inappropriate, And this isn't the way we're going to
behave. What I'm focused on now as the spokesman is we're going to put in a policy - did it yesterday - a policy that will
prevent this from happening again. Another thing | want to say, this video that was edited was a video we put on our
YouTube channel. There was still a full video of it existing on another official website, the defense video information
website, as well as the transcript - written transcript was never edited. So the only one that was - and I'm not
mitigating or making excuses - but the only one that was edited was the went that on the YouTube channel.

TUCKER CARLSON: Admira), it was still an attempt of course to eliminate history -
AJS KIRBY: Of course.

CARLSON: - and James Rosen found this out by accident. He asked a producer to pull it off of the website a:nd he found
it out by accident. ) mean, how many other videos.have been edited under Jen Psaki's tenure. Have you looked into
that? :

A/S KIRBY: No there is not, Tucker. The short answer to your question, | don't know. | don't know that's any way | can
know. | don't-have the time or the resources or the man power to'go back and look at every single press briefing over
the last three or four years. | don't know that would be a useful use of taxpayer dollars, What | can tell you is I'm focused
on going forward. And going forward we'll make sure that this kind of thing can never happen again.

CARLSON: But asked the editor who -- | mean, you know lhe person who erased this clip. Have you asked that person,
did you erase anything else?

AJS KIRBY: { can't talk about the details of the discussion that was had with her. Because it was done through our Office
of the Legal Adviser. Qur focus was really on this particular instance. And making sure that we tried to go as far as we
could knowing what happened in this particular case.

EARHARDT: In this particular case, did the editor remember who called her and directed her to do this?

AJS KIRBY: she did not. She did not know who called = -

EARHARDT: Does that mean because she gets the calis all the time? They're too many for her to remember this one in .
particular?
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A/S KIRBY: { don't think that's the case, no.

EARHARDT: Why couldn’t she remember? If she remembered deleting it, why couldn't she remember who gave her the
direction? '

KILMEADE: Because there are only a few people who have the power to edit out the record.

A/S KIRBY: Look, | was as curious about this as you were and as James was. That's why | wanted the Office of the Legal
Adviser to look at this. | took this sericusly. | can't speak for the memory of this individual. This happened three years
ago and | just can't speak for what she remembered or didn't wren, All she remembered was that it was a request

passed on -- the caller was passing on the request from somebody else in my bureau, in the Public Affairs bureau. And
again, we don't find that acceptable,

CARLSON: Since you're the spokespersan, what do you think of Jen Psaki's admission in the tape, yes, sometimes you
have to lie from the podium. Do you agree with that? Do you lie from the podium?

A/S KIRBY: First of all, no, we don't lie, That's a key tenet of being a spokesman, you can't lie. The moment you do that,
your credibility, you authenticity goes down the toilet. That's not what Jen said in that clip. She didn't say it was okay to
lie, but she said that diplomacy needs privacy sometimes to be effective. And that's actually true. Alot of what our
diptomats do around the world, believe me as a spokesman coming over from the Pentagon, one of the frustrating
things is that | would love to talk about the great work our ambassadors are doing around the world, but sometimes that
has to be remain private so that result can happen. She didn't say she lied or anybody lied.

KILMEADE: Rick Grenell told us — he was a spokesperson at the State Department before, He told us this a half hour ago.
CLIP — RICHARD GRENELL: There's a cover-up going on right now. You don't get to just say that a violation of a Federal
Records Act is a done deal, oh we’re already done, forget it, we're not moving on. This not what happens. This is about
credibility of government.

KILMEADE: 1s there a cover-up?

A/S KIRBY: No, there's no cover-up. Not at-all. I think you guys know me well enough to know that | would never abide
by any such thing. As | said, we Interviewed this individual, We tried to find out what happened. Where | am now Is
where | was yesterday. We just don't know who made the request and why. But if additional information were to come
to light that would change our understanding of the events, | would look at it deeper.

KILMEADE: How firm were you when you sald, | need a name, | imagine if someone said | forgot, | don't know that would
suffice for you.

A/S KIRBY: Wel, listen, | did not get involved in the particular line of questioning. | wanted somebody outside my bureau
to look at this. I wanted an independent view of what happened. So it wouldn't be done by the chain of command, that's
something | brought with me from the military days. You want somebody unbiased and outside your chain of command
to'look at it and that's why | asked our legai shop to do it for you.

KILMEADE: So good of you to get up and try to shed some more light on this story. Thanks so much.

A/S KIRBY: I'm happy to do it. Thanks, guys.

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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Starr, Katherine L

A ——————————— e ——
From: . Starr, Katherine L [RELEASE IN FULL]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 1:27 PM -
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Subject: FO-SPOX {Jan 2013)
Attachments: Function Bureau Strategy - Short Fuse Request

Bureau Structure

The Bureau of Public Affairs is made up of approximately 225 staff (205 clvil servants and 20 Forelgn Service

Officers). They are divided into 12 offices, including two foreign press centers (OC, NY) the Rapid Response Unit, the
Office of the Historian and the U.S. Diplomacy Center located outside of Main State and six media hubs located globally
{Miami, Dubai, London, Brussels, Tokyo, and Johannesburg). State’s Bureau of Public Affairs aiso maintains legistative
ownership of the USAID Press Office, though day to day direction is provided by USAID leadership.

The Assistant Secretary and Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary are supported by 3 DASs who oversee various
functions: Domestic Engagement, International Engagement, and Digital Engagement. mimm
he Ofﬁce'oﬂthe Spokesperson as \gell as the Oﬁ'ce of)Lh' ] lstorian‘Hlstgncally, the;Puinc Affairs st?"‘ucture has bee
fungible to.n'feet the Reeds of the Secretaly *and; the Department"ln.the past*the‘Ass:stant Secretary‘has at: tlmes S als
?‘éwedlﬁs:Spokesperson! Recently, the Office of Digltal Engagement and Office of International Media Enpagement have

been created to elevate and streamline functions within the bureau.
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NO DISCERNIBLE CLASSIFICATION

Starr, Katherine L

[RELEASE IN PART BS|

A I e w—— e
From: - Tredeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Woednesday, June 08, 2016 7:59 PM

To: Jhunjhunwala, Pooja; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Re: Updated -- RTQ if asked on that damn video

Everyone has an opinion. It's like the spelling of Daraya.

From: Jhunjhunwala, Pooja

Sent: Wednesday, June 8B, 2016 7:58 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Re: Updated -- RTQ if asked on that damn video

This is actually the worst. Colonel Mustard in the library with a candié!

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Wednesday, June 8, 2016 7:53 PM

To: Jhunjhunwala, Pocja; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Re: Updated -- RTQ if asked on that damn video

Hahaha, hold this. More edits.

From: Jhunjhunwala, Pooja

Sent; Wednesday, June 8, 2016 7:06 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Re: Updated -- RTQ if asked on that damn video

Thx!

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Wednesday, June 8, 2016 7:05 PM

To: Jhunjhunwala, Pooja; Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Updated -- RTQ if asked on that damn video

A/S Frifield doesn’t expect any reaction Until tomorrow, but just in case:

RTQ:

B5
if pressed onl | B5
Starr, Katherine L NO DISCERNIBLE CLASSIFICATION 1 B5

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No, F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06260439 Date: 03/13/2017



C006260441FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06260441 Date: 0311 372017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

- —

NO DISCERNIBLE CLASSIFICATION

| |
, Starr, Katherine L . PART B5,86
. i " A ]
Fram: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
" Sent: . ’ Wednesday, June 08, 2016 5:25 PM ’
: To: Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Stevenson, Susan N
| Ce: Starr, Katherine L Deaner, Nicole
I Subject: . - . End of day

Quick and dirty one today

' Today's Dally Press Brief focused on Syria, including the hospital attacks and air drops, Including Russian [paction;
' Haiti; South Sudan; the 2013 Daily Press Briefing video. Deputy Spokesperson Toner's statement on the gna_q}s_[n_m
. Aviv also has recelved extenslve coverage.

Highlights: Media engagements :
- | |on background with New York Times on Niger's security and humanitarlan situation B6

‘Highlighls: Media queries:
- Scripps research Syrian refugee arrivals
- PolitiFact on collective/mutual defense treaties
- Media queries on DPRK and nuclear plutonium fuel production; Syria; Tel Aviv attack, Eritrea; S travel,

Flapging
- Washington Post piece on GTMO posted this evenmg, focused on AFGH
- Tonight: Anticipated ]

- Tomorrow: Terrorist Designation of the Yarmouk Martyrs Brigade (Syria)

_B5

Starr, Kathering L NO DISCERNIBLE CLASSIFICATION ' -
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: Starr, Katherine L

I
| From: Tran, Michael J RELEASE IN PART
, Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2016 12:26 PM B6
l To: PA Press Duty
i Subject: FW: RFE/RL Radio Farda Seeking Comment on Video editing issue
Got i,

. From: Eyre, Alan E {London)

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 12:23 PM

To: Nader Sadighl

Subject: RFE/RL Radio Farda Seeking Comment on Videa editing Issue

. Dear Nader,

Im well and | hope you are too, Since the issue isn’t one relating to Iran (it wasn’t an Iran briefing but rather a daily
press briefing), It would be better if you contacted our Public Affairs’bureau for a comment — their email Is
| PAPressDuty@state.gov

All the best- alan

Alan Eyre

State Department Perslan Language Spokesman

! Director, Iran Media/Public Diplomacy Office
U.5. Embassy Lendon

Work Emall: EyfeAE@state.gov
Offica Phone: 020-7894-0473

Mobtle] . B6

This email Is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Nader Sadighi [mailto! | . BB
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 5:07 PM

To: Eyre, Alan E (London)

Subject: Top Urgent

Dear Alan,

Hope you are well and happy.
' I wonder if you would be willing to have a short comment on State Departments investigation
i into the edited Iran briefing video.
: If so please reply by retiirn and let me have a contact number.
; Wishing you all the best,
Nader
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Nader Sadighi '

i Senior.Correspondent :

Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty/Radio Farda

1201 Connecticut Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

I |

. Direct ‘
! Cell . ' -

. 2 .
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Starr, Katherine L

From: Donna O'Neill Ferguson <[ I B6

Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 6:36 PM [RELEASE IN PART Bg)
! To: ; PA Press Duty; PA Press
Subject: FLAGGING MISTAKE in Draft Transcnpt On the Record Roundtable with Secretary Kerry

Upon re-listening at 11:40 into the briefing, I believe the sentence should read thusly:

-

QUESTION: Sir, if I can ask a follow-up on the video questions. Do you want people working for you
who tamper with the historical record --

As oppsed to what we had:

QUESTION: Sir, if I can ask a follow-up on the video questions. Do you want people working for you
to tamper with the historical record?

Sincerest apologies and hopefully this is in time before release and/or the editor already caught it.

On Fri, Jun 3, 2016 at 6:24 PM, Donna O'Neill Ferguson <| L wrote: B6

Flagging this possible error for duty / editor! I'm-about to find it and relisten now. -

———————- Forwarded message --+-------

From: <arshad.mohammed| >

Date: Jun 3, 2016 6:19 PM

Subject: Fwd: Draft Transcript: On the Record Roundtable with Secretary Kerry
To: <donna.oferguson{ P

Cce:

Your call, but June thinks she said 'who' not 'to' in her question. Maybe re-listen to check?
Love you and your fellow scribes

! Sent frorn my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Torbati, Yeganeh (Reuters News)" <| >
Date: June 3, 2016 at 5:43:57 PM EDT

To: "Mohammed, Arshad A. (Reuters News)" < >
i Subject: Fwd: Draft Transcript: On the Record Roundtable with Secretary Kerry

Here's the transcript. They transcribed my question as "do you want people working for you TO
tamper with the historical record” but what I said was "people workmg for you WHO tamper
with the historical record" .

Sent from my iPhone
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i |

Bcgin fomarde;:l message:

From: "Wyatt, Courtni A" <WyattCA(@state.gov>

Date: June 3, 2016 at 23:37:17 GMT+2

Cec: "Norton, John (Ryan)" <NortonJ(@state gov>

Subject: Draft Transcript: On the Record Roundtable with Secretary Kerry

- 2
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Starr, Katherine L

From: T'll'udeau, Elizabeth K

Sent; . Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:56 PM {kELEASE IN PART 85]
To: =+« Starr, Katherine L

Subject: : Re:

Ugh, let this week be over. Tomorrow!

; From: Starr, Katherine L _
. Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 9:53 PM . i
l To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Subject: Re:

True enough and good nightl Wow. Thanks again for the huddlg, that was important to do for a couple
reasons. .

Serit from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

' Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 9:51 PM
To: Starr, Katherine L
Subject: Re:

In terms of video? Yeah.

From: Starr, Katherine L

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 9:49 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Subject:

-

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.
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Starr, Katherine L

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [RELEASE IN PART BS}
' Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 8:38 PM
To: Starr, Katherine L Lo
Subject: Re: Richard Grenell
Yeah! ] B5

. From: Starr, Katherine L
Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 8:36 PM
* To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Subject: Re: Richard Grenell

Ah yes. | . ] BS

| }

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 7:09 PM
To: Starr, Katherine L

Subject: RE: Richard Grenell

Video below.

From: Starr, Katherine L
) Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 7:09 PM
i To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Subject: Re: Richard Grenell

On his twitter account?

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2016 6:53 PM
To: Starr, Katherine L

Subject: Richard Grenell

Sawng people in “the Press Office” talkmg about |t|:] BS

1
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Starr, Katherine L : . : -

L . *
From: . ! Deaner, Nicole . [(RELEASE IN PART B6)

Sent: ; v Thursday, June 02, 2016 4:34 PM

To: Starr, Katherine L

Subject: FW: Palitico - Ryan calls for further investigation into State Dept. video edmng

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: PA Press Clips

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 4:33 PM

To: PA Monitoring Group

Subject: Politico - Ryan calls for further investigation Into State Dept. video editing

Ryan calls for further investigation into State Dept. video editing
Politico
By NICK GASS
' Thursday 03:08 PM EDT Updated 06/02/16 03:14 PM EDT '

House Speaker Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) on Thursday called on the White House to further investigate the editing of a
Ve December 2013 State Department briefing video that deleted a question pertaining to secret negotiations between the
United States and Iran.

The agency this week admitted to splicing out the clip on its YouTube channel.

“This admission proves once again that the White House intentionally misled the American people about the Iran deal,”
Ryan said in a statement through his office. "If they truly care about transparency, the administration should investigate
| who requested this selective editing and why.”

Spokesman John Kirby said earlier Thursday that the agency would investigate the matter if more details come to light.

Deputy spokesman Mark Toner told reporters at the dally briefing later that the editing of the video was not a specific
violation of agency policy “as far as we have checked in terms of our Foreign Affairs Manuat” and other department
guldance.

“This was not in violation of existing policies or regulations,” Toner said. “We're correcting that going forward.”

" Toner said Kirby sent an email to the Bureau of Public Affairs on Thursday explaimng the change in policy and what it is
doing "to get to the bottom of this.”

“Until we find reason to pursue that investigation further, we’re at a dead ‘end. But that in no way excuses the action
that was taken. And | think Assistant Secretary Kirby has shown his commitment to the Integrity of the bureau and the
integrity of the State Department by taking the actions he’s taken and being as transparent as possible in explaining why
he’s taking them.”

1
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The guidance, Toner said, "will make clear that all video and transcripts from daily press brlefings need to be
immediately and permanently archijved in their entirety," with exceptions. :

-

"In the event that narrow and compelling circumstances requ:re edits be made, like the inagvertent release of privacy-
protected information, that just as an example, that would only be made with the express permission of the assistant
secretary,” 'I'oner said. .

Harry Edwards » Press Officer » U.S. Department of State

2201 C St, NW Rm 2109, Washington, DC 20520 |®:88: |
mallto:edwardshal@state,goy {OPENNET) .
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Starr, Katherine L

e
From: Chuck Ross < |4 B6
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 11:28 AM
To: " Trudeau, Elizabeth K : [RELEASE IN PART B6)
Ce: ) PA Press Duty
Subject: ‘ Re: Video edit question

I have it. Thanks for gettixfg back to me.

On Thu, Jun 2, 2016 at 10:27 AM, Trudeau, Elizabeth K <trudeauek(@state.gov> wrote:

Chuck, Stephanie and Lauren passed your query. At this stage, we don't have anything to add to John Kirby's
briefing yesterday. We're happy to pass the transcript, if you don't have it.

Qur thanks for the query, and best wishes.

Elizabeth

Elizabeth Trudeau
Director, Office of Press Relations

|
From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 11:22 AM

To: ‘Chuck Ross’; Beechem, Stephanie
Subject: RE: Video edit question

Hi Chuck --

I have not been working on this topic. [ will pass it along to our press office and ask someone to get back to
you.

Best,
Lauren

From: Chuck Ross [mailto] ]

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 11:19 AM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Beéchem, Stephanie !
Subject: Video edit question

Hi Lauren/Stephanie,

What's the name of the employee who received the Dec. 2013 call to edit the DPB video? I'm thinking of doing
some FOIA work to find out more details about this. She says she doesn't remember who called her. Maybe 1
can find out by requesting her records.

I understand John Kirby's reluctance to not spend too much time and resources on an investigation. [ think the

press can fill in on that,

I won't be contacting the employee directly or anything,

1
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i Thanks, -

! Chuck Ross

The Daily Caller

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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Starr, Katherine L
T

o N
‘From: Bodinet, Philip { >
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:21 AM [RELEASE IN PART B6)
.To: PA Press Duty
Subject: | NEL CAVUTO - FOX NEWS CHANNEL

Good morning,

This is Philip with Neil Cavuto at Fox News Channel. Wanted to reach out and see if Mr. Kirby might be available for an

interview today or tomorrow in the 4pm ET hour regarding the deletion of video footage from a press conference from
2013.

http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2016/06/02/state-department-admits-briefing-
footage-on-iran-deal-intentionatly-deleted.htm|

Thank you,

Phllip Bodinet

Producer .

“Your World with Neil Cavuto® -
Fox News Channel — New York

Office: 212-601-2415

Cell/text;

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to

. anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by
reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox
News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been sent or endorsed by either of them. No representation is
made-that this email or its attach.mcnls are without defect.
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From: Psaki, Jennifer R [RELEASE IN PART B§

Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 7:21 PM
To: S

Subject: Fw: DRAFT TRANSCRIPT: DPB # 196

From: Schachter, Andrew N {PACE) [mailto:SchachterAN@state.gov]

Sent: Monday, December 02, 2‘013 05:46 PM Eastern Standard Time

To: PA FO Core; PA OBS_BS&P; PA Press; PA SPOX; PA Stenos; PA-IME Staff
Subject: DRAFT TRANSCRIPT::DPB # 196

Audio to use for proofing is called “12022013 dpb # 196 Psaki.WMA.” Editor, please confirm receipt.
]

[N

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

DPB # 196 '

MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2013
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED)

**UNEDITED/DRAFT*,
1:54 p.m. EST
MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy --
QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.
MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It’s glorious. (Laughter.)
QUESTION: And you will ;Je 22 for the next --
MS. PSAKI: 1 will be.
QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?
MS. PSAKI: At least, at leas}.t. Well, I have nothing at the top, so Matt, let’s go to what’s on your mind.
QUESTION: Let’'ssee. | havea lot --
MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: -- but nothing is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretary’s trip.
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MS, PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: Both - excluding the middle stop at Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you
expect is going to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan
officials there to tatk with? And then - well, that’ll be that one question for --

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we’ll clearly, as we typicaily do, be doing a briefing en route about the trip and
about our visit 10 the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details about
who will be attending. Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States

"and of NATO will centainly be a big topic of discussion. But [ will let our briefers outline more specifics en

route to Brussels.

QUESTION: All right. Well, [ was going to ask about the Middie East but — as well, the stop in Israel and the
PA. Butif you're just - are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?

MS. PSAKI: 1 likely will, yes.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: (Off-mike.)

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.

QUESTION: Is - what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: Well --

QUESTION: As far as ~ is it true that --

MS. PSAKI: The BSA.

QUESTION: The - exactly.

MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume.

QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone — is on his way to Afghanistan?-

MS. PSAKI: Idon't have any announcements at this point on trave! for him or anyone else. Ob'viously, our
team on the ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've
made our position clear, and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon is the path forward, as we’ve
said many times, to sustaining a partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans in
achieving lasting peace, security, and development. That’s the message that we're conveying at every

level. And as we’ve said before but important to reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We = deferring the
signature of the agreement until after next year’s election is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with-the
certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical months leading to the elections, nor would it

provide the United' States and NATO allies the clarity necessary for a potential post-2014 military presence.

So we're continuing to convey that. Our team on the ground is certainly hard at work. 1 don't have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we’ll certainly let all of you Know.

2
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QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?
MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.S. and
Afghanistan have to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State
Department. Has any process started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you’re referring to the NATO SOFA
that they may have to negotiate and sign, [ believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there's the signing; it goes
through parliament, then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very familiar with, this
doesn’t outline a specific number for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal of planning in regards to
that that DOD would certainly be very engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what "
they said. I'm not familiar with that -- .

QUESTION: Is December 21 the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin
preparing for all troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014.

MS. PSAKI: 1 am not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, I will say. Buton the trip question,
well, as you all know, a decision hasn’t been made. You would know if it had been. It’s not our preference, but
no troops is certainly a potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our
preference, but natural that planning would have to take place for all different options. )

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s doing or conducting
himself the way he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?

MS. PSAKI: [ don’t know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with
him last week, as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as
possible, but I don't have any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan,

QUESTION: So you think that he’s perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the elections?
MS. PSAKI: 1 will let you, Said, do your own analysis. [ don’t have any other analysis on it.

Do we have any more on Afghanistan? i
QUESTION: Just the trip?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --

MS. PSAKI: Yes.

QUESTION: -- could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What’s the importance? We see the winery, et
cetera. .

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of important reform steps in recent

years. They have - they’re taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant

export. But they have a number of exports they also work with. And given the steps they’ve taken, the
. . ' ’
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Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity to pay a visit. You’d have to check my history and facts
here, but [ believe he may be if not the first, one of the first Secretaries to pay a bilateral wsn to Moldova.,

QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement with the EU.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.,

QUESTION: -Moldova did. So you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them
somnething, a sign of support.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we had planned this trip — this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But
certainly, they have put a number of reforms in place and they're workmg hard on their economy and the -if -
the Secretary felt it was important to highlight that,

QUESTION: Following on that --
QUESTION: Okay. Can I go over just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we’ll go to Anne.

QUESTION: I was gone last week 50 I'm — most of last week so what - did the Secretary speak with Karzai
before or after Ambassador Rice was there?

MS. PSAKI: Let’s see. He spoke with Karzai - President Karzai - I’d have to look back. I believe it was
prior to her visit. Let me double check that for you to make sure.

QUESTION: So the last senior official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.
MS. PSAKI: ] believe that’s correct, yes.

QUESTION: Just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would
not, as had been widely expected, attend the OSCE — when you said that, I don't know, about 10 days ago or so

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole episode.

MS. PSAKI; Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling issues that had — it would force his
cancellation. Are you sticking with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy implications to
his decision not to go to the OSCE?

MS. PSAKI: [ am sticking with that. I’m just looking at Lesley here in my — corner of my eye. 1 am sticking
with that. I don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to
attend and travel there afier joining us for the first part of the visit,

QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
4
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QUESTION: isit--
QUESTION: Can you tell us the — oh, sorry.

QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade — charade, for Lesley - of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that
| not going - not going on this trip - not going to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAKI: 1 will let you do your own reporting, Matt. [ don’t have any more analysis or comments on it
from here. '

QUESTION: But there was --
QUESTION: And one more quick one on Ukraine,
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

| QUESTION: Obviously, we’re seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?

i MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturatly, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in

: Kyiv but in cities around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21*, there have
been an increasing number of violent incidents, including against journalists. We stress there is no room, and
we continue to stress there is no room for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue
to call on all sides.to maintain calm, and on Ukrainian authorities to ensure that members of the public and the

| press are able to safely and peacefully exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As [ mentioned a little bit before, we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel
‘ there. The Ukrainian fereign ministry announced that the ministerial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was — what'’s the reaction of --
QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine is a country that aspires to a democratic future?
MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on.

: QUESTION: Right, But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic
' future?

MS. P_SAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell. Actions speak louder than words.
QUESTION: Do you - does this --

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic
Council a couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be
following the path towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

5
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MS. PSAKI: Sure. Our view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have
happened since then, but -- .

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually - that’s what they want? [

mean, it seems to be that they’re demonstrating because they’re angry that the government hasn't taken this path
that’s laid been laid out for them.

MS. PSAKI: I would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. [ don’t
want to speak on their behalf, but our position hasn’t changed on what steps they could take. Obviously, it's up
to Ukraine to take those steps.

QUESTION: So - but I mean the United States is - if you don’t want to give your backing to them - at least
sympathetic to what the demonstrators are asking for.

MS. PSAKI: Again, | mean, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so ] don't — beyond what we’ve
stated publicly many times, [ don’t have any other further public statements on our position, which has been
stated by Assistant Secretary Nuland and by other officials in the past several weeks.

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on
Sunday, and given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be
more closely aligned with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show
any restraint? They’re not the ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets
on the police. It seems they’re taking the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t think I took sides. I think I said that it’s important for all sides to maintain calm, that

there’s no place for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. So I don’t — I would disagree with
the premise of your claims,

QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister’s — called for his security forces to show
restraint and seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the
demonstrators, particularly in Kyiv?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I think | just expressed what our view is of violence against demonstrators, so that's what
our view is. )

QUESTION: Can I - has the Secretary spoken to somebody in Ukraine, his counterpart?
MS. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. [ can check if there’s been any other calls I'm not aware of,

QUESTION: Because one of the big issues for Ukraine is tearing itself away from Russia and looking towards
Western Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine is heading to
China 10 look for that. And if — I was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of - some kind of assurance
or reassurance economically that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support ~ and the
U.S. would suppert any kind of reform through the Intemational Monetary Fund.

MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we’ve made, which, as Jo referenced, is - that our belief is
that European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s
democracy. That's still our belief. That’s been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any

other discussions. Obviously, there’s a lot of - that’s going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that
we have made our position clear.

6

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2018-11026 Doc No. C06190105 Date: 03/13/2017




C0619010571ED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06190105 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

QUESTION: And what is the building’s position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her
detention. | know this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of
Ukraine getting into the EU. So we've consistently expressed concem, encouraged them to take steps
forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been progress on that on the ground.

QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?

MS. PSAKI: I said European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --
QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks?

(Laughter.)

MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave.

Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
QUESTION: Still on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukraine, and Russia get together to discuss some of
these problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilateral discussion to discuss the
gconomic situation and political differences?

MS. PSAKI: It wouldn’t involve the United States, so I don’t have a particular position. I'm happy to talk to
our team and see if we have a view on that,

Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syrié? Let’s go to Margaret.

QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that they’re
going to give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?

! MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm. Wel, I don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you
know, the United States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s
chemical weapons in the safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently
outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW’s efforts. We
are in close contact with the OPCW and our intemmational partners and remain confident that we can meet the
milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of course, the OPCW remains — and the UN remain the lead
coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating steps forward and any timeline, et cetera,

QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we're offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that
financing and loans, or --

MS. PSAKI: Well, we've offered — we’ve offered in the - prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6
mitlion to the OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financial contributions and in kind, so I think we gave
some materials as well. But this; of course, would be a DOD vessel. So | would point you to them on the
specific costs. This, at this point, is an offer. So I think that’s still being worked through.
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QUESTION: So - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million
euros for the private contractors who would actually be --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION -- be doing the disposal themselves. So is any of that money coming through the State
" Department, or is the State Department topped out at $6 million?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we've said we'd be open to cxploring additional ways to provide assistance, I don't have

any announcements today of additional assistance we’re planning to provide, but that certainly is something
we're in discussions with the OPCW about.

QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying --
MS. PSAKI: Itisa--
QUESTION: -- (ingudible) --

MS. PSAKI: -- U.S. Government vessel, not a commercial vessel.

QUESTION: Right.

MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of this — and this may be what you’re asking about — which is the OPCW
reaching out to commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.

QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: So what - so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will
do this?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. 1 think some of it may still be work — be going through
the process of being worked out, Matt, because they ve offered — but obviously, how it would be staffed and the
materials and the money — [ mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.

QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have a location. That's still being discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next
deadline is — not deadline, it's a target — is December 31*. And that is to get all of the chemical weapons
out. But in terms of when the next step would be, I don't have a timeline of that.

Anne,
QUESTION: 1| realize part of this is kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warship, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship sh.ip?

(Laughter.)
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MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. I would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check
on specifically how we categorize it. 1don’t believe it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more
specification on how we — what we call it exactly.

QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, I mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about
to - for a friend here, it ends up being the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t categorize it that way. I mean, certainly this is a priority for the U.S., as it is for the
international community, to destroy and eliminate the chemical weapons. The OPCW is still talking to
countries. There are countries that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we’ll see
how that all shakes out. And certainly, we'd welcome the support or contribution of other countries.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspecti\?e, it should be a shared priority among many nations who
would also share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? I mean, everybody was waving a flag when
that ~ when the thing was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing
that couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources. But they’re still talking
to countries about contributing and being a part of this, and certainly we’re hopeful of that as well.

QUESTION: So if the question is: “Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this once
again,"” --

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt,

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp
out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made ciear we were open 1o contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other
countries that have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make their
decisions about what that will - what will — that will entail, and we’ll let the OPCW decide how all of it will
work together. )

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in
helping move this towards a resolution? Why can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they’ve committed to contribute or
what they have not. Obviously, there are financial ways — there are a number of ways to contribute. We
certainly welcome any country’s contribution. There are different ways that each country can do that.

QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russians specifically about making an - a contribution?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. Id have to check on that and see if it's a discussion that’s been a part of the regular
discussions with Foreign Minister Lavrov,

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many
jihadis that are Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are
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‘ you concerned about these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and
f perhaps organize terrorist acts?

MS., PSAKI: [ haven’t seen his comments specifically. [ know - I believe he may have been on a Sunday
show yesterday. | haven’t read them fully.” We've — we're naturally concemed, as you know, about extremists

| whether they’re going in and certamly and if they’re coming out. Italked a little bit, [ think it was a week or

two ago, about ways that we coordiriate with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and

efforts we undertake to make sure we're watching, but of course we're concerned. 1don’t have any other
specifics for you,

QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council
countries, that have been supplymg arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing
them not to do so?

MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute to
assistance through the SMC.

; QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegraph, that says basically
: the Free Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and

i have no interest, really, in reaching a settlement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely
with General Idris?

i MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idris, we’re still working towards a Geneva
| conference in January, and we still believe there’s no military solution, as you know.

i More on Syria?

i QUESTION: Still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Or-go ahe;ad, Roz.

QUESTION: Still on Syria, the Iranian Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera this
moming. And when it came to Geneva I, he said that while Iran is, quote, not begging to attend the talks in

i

I

' January, it would artend if invited. My first question: Would the U.S. be willing to invite Iran to take part in
. \ these talks? And if so, what does the U.S. believe that [ran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil

|

war?

MS. PSAKI: Well, no decistons have been made about participation yet. There’s another trilateral meeting on
December 20™ coming up that we’ll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Our position hasn't
changed on Iran's participation or whether we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the
Geneva communique. That's a condition we feel is necessary, but obwously this will continue to be discussed
at the next trilateral meeting.

I QUESTION: But given the — that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been
killed in the civil war to date --

| MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad
| regime to, if nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique,
because that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, I don’t have any speculation on what
leverage they may or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been
about their nuclear program and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They’ve not been focused on
Syria. And our position on whether or not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva I, there’s a great deal of value for Iran’s
participation --

MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --
QUESTION: -- considering that it is --
MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Said. I don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But it's a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like
Hezbollah so on. '

MS. PSAKI: If that is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian
regime? I mean, | know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

MS. PSAKI: Sure,
QUESTION: --to Foreign Minister Muallem. Is there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but | don’t have anything
specific for you. I can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly beginning to --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, I think, the fear
is that this is just so blocked at the moment that they’re --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: --it’s not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKI: Welt, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We’ve - they have
happened in the past, as you mentioned, so I will see if there’s more to report on that.

QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or
s0, when there’s been, like, various bouts of violence in Syria, that the Iranian Government has said that there
needs to be a political solution to the situation in Syria. So don’t you think that Iran is making more positive
comments? | mean, I don't think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a polmcal
solution. They haven’t said anything about President Assad leaving (inaudible).
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MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise — I mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing

body. That’s the goal of a Geneva conference. So, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the -
Geneva communique, and --

QUESTION: Weli, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a
transition is far different from the — than the Russians’ definition of a transition. So if the Iranians were to say,
like, okay, we accept a political transition, I mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a political transition. It’s about embracing the Geneva communique, which
they have not done. If they do that, we .will evaluate whether or not we’d support their — an invitation to them
to attend the conference.

QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between
Shiite and Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they’re trying to, in their efforts,

promote more harmony, more peace. Does that add any - does that change the complexion at all, particularly in
Syria? '

MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak too specifically to an interview | haven't yet seen yet, and neither has
anyone on our team. Broadly speaking, obviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step
agreement on their nuclear program, but there are remaining concemns that we have, as you all are familiar with,
whether it’s their involvement in support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian issues, and 5o that has not
changed that. ] can take a closer look once we see the transcript of the interview and see if we have more
comments on Foreign Minister Zarif’s comments.

QUESTION: You’re saying your team does not watch Al Jazeera?

MS. PSAKI: Well, that is not true; we do. However, I believe there’s only been a very short clip that has
played of this interview that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all plays.

QUESTION: Beyond the interview, he’s freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the
other Gulf countries. He wants to visit Saudi Arabia. | mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate their fears
and actually encourage them towards participating in Geneva 11 to make it a success. You must have some sort
of a reading of this effort.

MS. PSAKI: [ don’t have any particular reading of it for you, Said. Our position, I think, has been pretty clear
on whether or not they attend the Geneva conference.

QUESTION: I have another really quick logistics thing. On the December 20™ meeting, that's Wendy
Sherman and that - it’s the same iteration? .

MS. PSAKI: It is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is that nev\;r or was that announced last week or something --
MS. PSAKI: [ believe we tatked about it last week as being the next meeting.
QUESTION: On China - (inaudible).

QUESTION: Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Let’s stay on Iran and then we can go to China.
12 '
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QUESTION: On the 6" of February in this room, I had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victoria
Nuland -~

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: --about Iran. And with your indulgence, I will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record
and so you can respond to it.

“Rosen: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechanisms, the Obama
Adminisiration, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or false?”

“Nuland: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+]
framework, we would be prepared to taik to Iran bilateraily. But with regard to the kind of thing that you're
talking about on a government-to-government level, no."

That's the entirety of the exchange,

As we now know, senior state depariment officials had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateral talks
with senior officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that point.

So the question today is a simple one: When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denied them
from the podium, that was untrue, correct?

MS. PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that - you're talking about a February briefing, so 10 months ago. 1don’t
think we’ve outlined or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I’'m not going to confirm
others beyond that at this point. So 1 don't know that [ have any more for you.

QUESTION: Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-
to-government contacts, no secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 6™ Do
you stand by the accuracy of that?

MS. PSAKI: James, | have no new information for you loday on the timing of when there were any
discussions with any Iranian officials.

QUESTION: Let me try it one last way, Jen --
MS. PSAKI: Ckay.

QUESTION: --and | appreciz;te your indulgence.
MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Is it the policy of the State Department, where the preservation or the secrecy of secret
negotiations is concerned, to lie in order to achieve that goal?

MS. PSAKI: James, I think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good
example of that. Obviously, we have made clear and laid out a number of details in recent weeks about
discussions and about a bilateral channe! that fed into the P5+1 negotiations, and we've answered questions on
it, we've confirmed details. We’re happy to continue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component
leading up to the agreement that was reached a week ago.
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QUESTION: Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as
far back as March of this year, [ don’t see what would prohibit you from addressing directly this
question: Were there secret direct bilateral talks between the United States and Iranian officials in 20117

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the Iranians ~

through a range of channels, some of which you talked — you mentioned, but I don’t have any other SpeCIﬁCS for
you today.

QUESTION: One more on Iran?

QUESTION: The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported that those talks were held as far back as
2011. Were those reports inaccurate?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you're talking about. Are you talking about visits that the Secretary
and others made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?

QUESTION: I'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with franian officials in Oman as
far back as 2011. The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports
inaccurate?

MS. PSAKI: I have nothing more for you on it, James, today.
QUESTION: One more on Iran?
MS. PSAKI: OnIran? Let's just finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz.

QUESTION: One of - one more on Iran. Foreign Minister Zarif said, directly contradicting the Obama
Administration’s contention that sanctions worked, he told our interviewer that when the sanctions were first
imposed, Iran had 200 working centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000. What is this building’s
reaction to his comment that sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotiating table?

MS. PSAKI: Well, again, I would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as
reminder, President Rouhani and others have talked about how the impact — how growing the economy and
putting an end — doing — bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was a priority for them in order to
help the economy and the Iranian people. There’s no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of 0il
revenues, the impact on their economic growth writ large that there was a huge impact of ~ that there — the
sanctions had an enormous impact, and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the
negotiating table.

In terms of progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at their
various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns about steps they
were taking and progress they were making, which was why it was so important to come to an acceptable
agreement that would halt and roll back the progress of their program,

~ QUESTION: Just to follow up on that, though --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal
in Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003,
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Iran was only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this
therefore represents the best possible deal that could be secured.

[sn't it a fact that since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
installed?

" MS. PSAKI: Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James,-but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has

made progréss on enrichment and on developing & nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That's one of
the reasons why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The President and Secrelary Kerry were
big proponents of that. We worked with the international community to do just that to put that necessary
pressure in place.

The point I was trying to make to Roz is that — what she’s asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so
that was --

QUESTION: Right. I'm pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say — and if this is
untrue, I'd be grateful to be disabused of the notion - but the great bulk of Iran’s progress in the development of
its enrichment program has taken place under President Obama's watch, correct? '
MS. PSAKI: I’d have to check on the specific numbers. The --

QUESTION: You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as --

MS. PSAKI: Well, James, I think what we're focused on at this point is the fact that we’re now at a point
where we are halting and rolling back the progress of their program and we’re working towards a
comprehensive agreement to bring an end to it. I can’t speculate for you what would happen without — what
would have happened without sanctions. | would venture to guess --

QUESTION: (Inaudible) sanctions.

MS. PSAKI: But they were being paired together, so that's why I'm bringing it into the conversation.
QUESTION: But the context of the question was exactly: “The Obama Administration says we showed up

because our economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that’s not the case. We have our own reasons for
coming.”

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a close look at his comments and we’ll have more to say about them once we
do.

QUESTION: Can ! just go back to the Geneva meeting and --
MS., PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: - December 20™ with Wendy Sherman?
MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: This is - e
MS. PSAKI: It's that level - in terms of specific attendance, I}l have to just double-check that for you.
i 1s
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Oh, okay.

Yeah,

This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next — the comprehensive

”

Well, they also --

-« or this is the technical discussions?

No, n;:J, no.

No, this is Syria.

This is - sorry, this is Syria.

Oh, I'm sorry.

This is Syria.

Excuse me. ['m sorry.

So this is the brc-Geneva. No, it’s okay. It’s cbnfusir.lg'. Lots of Genevas.
Okay. Butldid have an Iran question, actually.

But is there any new - I mean --

Yeah.

-- when is it that you’'re éoing to start to negotiate thle cclJmprehensive deal with Iran?

Well, right now, what we’re focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the

Right.

So do you have a date for those?
I don't yet have a date on those.
Or a place?

[ don’t yet have a place I’s bemg worked through. Hopefully we’ll have an update for you all

in the commg days.

QUESTION And can I ask — I don’t know if you had seen the reports that the new Bntish envoy to Iran is
actually gomg to visit Tehran tomorrow. [ wondered what the --

MS, PSAKI:

I haven't seen that.
16
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5 QUESTION: Well, I wanted a U.S. reaction to this following on to the question I asked last week about how
i far along the line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. [ still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we’ve already taken,
) which is being a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with Iran. Obviously, different countries are
' going to make their own decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it's helpful that the British envoy could be going to
Tehran?

MS. PSAKI: [ don't know that 1 have that level of analysis on it. 1 don’t have all the details on what the

purpose of the trip is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, ‘every country will make their own
decisions about diplomatic relationships. )

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --
QUESTION: East China Sea?
QUESTION: -- secret negotiations with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: 1apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret
negotiations that the U.S. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as
France, and then that contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it difficult to reach consensus within that
) group. Do you have a reaction to that or a comment on that?

‘

MS. PSAKI: 1don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other
countries, but [ will reiterate for you that this was — these discussions were fed into the P5+1 process. That is
the process that we ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+] members, as
well as our friends in Israel, were briefed early this fall.

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we've been open to bilateral discussions with [ran; that there
are a range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our
important partners on that; and that’s exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen -- '

QUESTION: And when did the talks begi_n?

MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can I ask (inaudible) about China?

MS. PSAlK] Let me just say one thing, though, for James. It's important here too — and then I promise we'll
go to China - it’s important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani’s

election, that in terms of the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of — what an

agreement could look like, that’s when it picked up. So I understand that’s not answering your question, but [
felt it was important to --

1?7
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QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or
who's Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, *Yes, I'm confirming

a certain set of talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no,
that a certain set of talks occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If I have more details for you, James, I will - happy to share them.

QUESTION: I didn’t ask you — I'm asking for your thinking about why you're not addressing the question,
not the specifics of the meetings. What'is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that
are two years old?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today.

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. So as we know, the U.S. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply
with China’s requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese
| Government. So does that mean the U.S. Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by
: the Chinese Government?

MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as | can be here because I know there’s been a range of
reporting. [t has been — some of it has been inaccurate, 1o no fault of - perhaps it's our fault for not explaining
it well enough. So we are not — the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines. The FAA is the
point of contact with airlines. There has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that [ am
[ aware of that has conveyed what has or has not been communicated in that capacity to airlines.
There is - for safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a
process with the notices to airmen issued by foreign countries, as is the case in this case. Their concems are
about the safety and security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S. Government policy is. 1t is not
- this is in no way indicates U.S. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ )
) and has absolutely no bearing on the firm and consistent U.S. Government position that we do not accept the
legitimacy of China's requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It’s inconsistent with standard
practice. And their* requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So
don’t know how much more clear that it is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so I wanted —

QUESTION: It looks like we received the siatement or the Q&A from the State Department, so it looks like
it's from the U.S. Govemment. And also, you are saying --

MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which | certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that

for safety and — for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with -
the notices to airmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had
been communicated to airlines. It did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very
familiar with the statement you're referring to, and there were a lot of — there were some assumptions made.

QEESTION: So (inaudible) --

QUESTION: Okay. It looks like -- +
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QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?

.MS. PSAKI: I would point you to the FAA for what they dild or did not connn;micate to commercial airlines.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?

MS..PSAKI: They are. They --

QUESTION: Yes.

MS. PSAKI: Cenainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: So - [ understand that, but the State Department does have a representative — you're familiar
with the ICAQ?

! MS., PSAKI: [ am not.

| QUESTION: QOkay. It’s in Montreal,

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal --
MS. PSAKI: Good.

QUESTION: --if you ever want to go up there:

MS. PSAKI: I will take that advice.

QUESTION: It’s the International Civilian - it's the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you -
know if the United States is going to use its membership in the ICAO to oppose this Chinese decision?

MS. PSAKI: 1don’t.

QUESTION: And if you don’t know, could you ask?
MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm hafspy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.

| QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese
requirements --

MS. PSAKI: Well, it doesn’t accept — yeah, the Chinese requirements, right. .
QUESTION: Right. That’s what you'said.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Doesn't that — if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they
should comply with it, how is that not accepting ~ the government accepting the legitimacy?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, there's a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an
aviation expert, as it evidenced by your Montreal question. So | would point you to them on that.

Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Govermment does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
announcement witl not change how the United States conducts military operations in the region, which is
something DOD announced last week. And that is certainly a U.S. Government decision to make.

QUESTION: So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not obey the — or will not follow the
Chinese requirements if they're flying through this airspace?

\ MS. PSAKI: Military planes?
| QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the --
' MS. PSAKI: 1am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.

QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his plane
an Air Force plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I am saying military planes would not, and that fevel of specificity I'd certainly have to
check and see where that falls in.

. QUESTION: What is this episode - what impact is this episode having on U.S.-Sino relations?

MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made
clear our concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announced, the fact that there was no
prior notice. As you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of
course, be meeting with key leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a topic of discussion,
but there are a number of other issues that we discuss both with China and other partners in the region.

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?

' MS. PSAKI: I wouldn't categorize this into — I wouldn’t put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it

' worked. Our pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have
with Asia, with countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of
that than the Vice President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia
soon, that he was just there a couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of our

| commitment to the region. And we work with them on a — countries in the region on a broad range of issues.

QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less
aggressive in its serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against U.S.
businesses and government, territorial aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic issues, we
work with them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue we're
talking about now, that we express concerns about when warranted, and we'll continue to do that. But we know
that the relationship is a vital one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree.

QUESTION: Jen, could I (inaudible) for a second?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: Is it fair to characterize the U.S. position as being that aside from the official policy, for the

purposes of safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commercial carriers should abide by the
Chinese ADIZ requirements?

MS. PSAKI: [don’t have ~ I'd point you again to the FAA on more specifics than what I just

conveyed. There are a range of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our
general position as a U.S. Government is that we don’t accept China’s requirements. And obviously, the
military ~ actions of military exercises is evidence of that.

QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

.QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two main U.S. airlines are complying with — are taking steps to comply. Delta
and United are the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit
of confusion/consternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S.
commercial airliners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a — do you have any kind of reassurance

_or any kind of response to that?

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region
about a range of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue to
be. This is - for specific actions of individual commercial airliners, I would point you to them or the FAA on
any regulations.

QUESTION: But - s0 you're not - but you're not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S.
citizens on flights that are flying through the area?

MS. PSAKI: Well, certainly safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone. Obviously, there
are policies in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don’t oversee airline regulations. The
FAA does, so I would point you to them.

QUESTION: (Inaudible.) Did the United States Government - the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or
not changed? What is'the position to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We - China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though
the newly-announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and
Taiwan, and includes territory administered by Japan. As I mentioned, we — the fact that China’s announcement
has caused confusion and increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concems and
the need for China to rescind the procedures. It’s consistently been our position and one we have
communicated both publicly and privately. I know there was some confusion over the weekend about airlines
and specifically.

QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still - not accepting China’s new air defense zone, But I wonder,
like, Japan has its own air defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan. But it looks like the U.S. doesn’t say

anything about it. So do you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s
air defense zone?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reaSons is that they announced this without prior consultations. It was
inconsistent with longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of other
longstanding air defense zones of some other neighboring countries.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identification zone; it's just the
manner in which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. I think I have — I’ve just consistently said that we believe they should rescind the
procedures. I've just — I've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requirements. So I think
I've made that pretty clear.

QUESTION: (Inaudible.)

QUESTION: Is the first --

* QUESTION: In response to the — China's declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is

poised to expand its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United
States? Would you encourage it or discourage it?

MS. PSAKI: [ haven't seen those reports, or | don’t even know if they’re reports or if there’s been an
announcement, | haven’t seen any announcement, I guess I should say. So let me check into that, and --

QUESTION:. They say they have already started consultations with the United States.
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to cht?ck into it and see if we have more to say on that.
QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called --

QUESTION: Jennifer, you t:alk about safety --.

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to chéck on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change topic?

QUESTION: No.

QUESTION: Youtalk about safety Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or
something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there is — they created these Air Defense Identification
Zones, they've asked for prior flight plans. So of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory
process, and — but I don'( have any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it.

QUESTION: Is it a real concern, downing an airliner?

MS. PSAKI: 1don’t think [ have any more for you on that question.
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QUESTION: Jen_, when you're taking that question that Roz had --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to
rescind it?

MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure.
QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Well, at least --

QUESTION Apart from the specific concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its
excessiveness, at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any —
are there broader concems about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S.
concerned that the Chinese are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in it as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, pant of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other --

QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --

MS. PSAKI: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure.

QUESTION: Right, right. But in terrns of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first

step or could be a first step-towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of
territory and ocean maritime space that it says that it owns?

'MS. PSAKI: Well, I don’t want to make a prediction of that.

! QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --

MS. PSAKI: But -

QUESTION: --that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior notice
and all that other - the safety concerns.

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area — territory administered by Japan,
it includes overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certainly, that does touch on what your
question is here. In terms of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, I certainly wouldn't venture to make
that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of
these zones over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?

MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we’ve long --

QUESTION: Well, that’s over the territorial dispufes over the — it's a question of sovereignty for these little
atolls and bits of rock.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or is
that a hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they — if and when
they do it?

MS. PSAKI: ltis a hypothetical question at this stage in time.

QUESTION: All right.

QUESTION: One more thing." Just one more thing on that. China at the same time has announced they sent a
fighter jet against United States and Japanese aircraft last week. Did you comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: 1am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?
QUESTION: Ifit's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.
James,

QUESTION: Given that China makes this &eclaration -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands
a dispute with the Chinese --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviolent way, wasn't it a kind of a provocative act
for the' United States to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

MS. PSAKI: Well, [ would point you to DOD on that, but I would reiterate the fact that we have made clear

that this action, this announcement, is not going to change our.military exercises. And that is an example of
that.

QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware — or has there been at this
point any conversations that you’re aware of in this - from this building with the Chinese directly? It’s kind of
on Jill’'s question. And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice President when he
goes 1o --

MS. PSAKI: Let me check. I know we have expressed concerns. I mentioned this last week,. Matt, so let me
just make sure you have it.

QUESTION: Jen, the - Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese official?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to --
QUE_STION: On Wednesday, the vice premier.

QUESTION: Lu.
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QUESTION: Yeah.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a long time ago.

QUESTION: Iknow it does. And it was happening on Wednesday.

MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of
discussion. Also, Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador -
Locke has also been in touch, of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the fast couple of
days, I'm happy to check and see what else we can read out for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAKI: 1don’t have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.

QUESTION: New topic?

QUESTION: Soit’s strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're
going to seek to resolve it?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I don’t have anything for you on it at this point. We’re taking this day by day. I conveyed
for you what we've done and what we’ve communicated. But obviously, we’re taking steps day by day.

QUESTION: But is that a kind of - is that a consideration?

MS. PSAKI: Not that ['m aware of, Elise. But obviously, we're taking this day by day.

QUESTION: Can we change --
QUESTION: New subject?
MS. PSAKI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.

QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China's argument is that we institute the
ADIZ that other countries have already instituted. If you’re saying that China does not have a right to do that,
they can say, well, what’s good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal
foot to stand on. If you're opposed to the way in which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of
debate. And China has said we can get rid of our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean, something like
that could happen. . But somehow — are you really saying that you do not accept — you do not give China the
right to declare a defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: [ think I've thoroughly outlined what our concems are, so I’m not sure I have much more to add
to your question.

QUESTION: Just on another topic, jen - sorry.
MS. PSAKI: Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then I'm happy to go to you.
QUESTION: North Korea?

Y,
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MS. PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments
about that, any reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest is — and let me do this first and then ['ll do the second part. On November 30",
l North Korea permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill Newrnan. It

- and given his advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may
return home and reunite with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman’s

detention. According to the report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his

detention. We don’t have any other further information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given
his age and health, we continue to call for North Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean ~ that that apology was ~ that he wrote and that was
released by the North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he —~ and do you
have reason to believe that all of those things in that apology are true?

MS. PSAKI: We just don't have any other further analysis. We’ve seen the same reports all of you have seen,
of course, about his interview and the publication of that, but [ don’t have any.other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up in the meeting
with the Swedes?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there’s more detail we can
outline for all of you. )

QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?
MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?
QUESTION: Correct.

t MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why [ am able to lal‘k about him now.

QUESTION: Okay. So then if - since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your ~ whoever itis
that liaises with the Swedes on this --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Iassume it’s EAP, but I guess it could also be EUR — and find out if Mr, Newman, in his
discussions with the Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession and

when it was that he recorded this or when it --

MS, PSAKI: 1 am happy to take that and see if there’s more we can share.
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Go ahead, Lesley. .

QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back in what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything
today? And how long did they meet with him, and was it in a jail? Wasitina --

QUESTION: Guest house,
QUESTION: -- government — a guest house?

QUESTION: A jailhouse® guest house. '

MS. PSAKI: A guest house, Idon’t have many specifics on that. I'm happy to also check with Matt’s
questions and to see if there's more we can share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn't it include a --

QUESTION:; But they did say = the Swedes did say that l';e -

QUESTION: -- physical exz;.mination of him?

QUESTION: The Swedes d.id, [ think, say that he was --

MS. PSAKI: I believe they’ve spoken publicly about it.

QUESTION: --that he wa's treated — lthat’s he’s being treated (inaudible), right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well.’ So | don’t have any other specifics on it, but if there's
more we share beyond what they’ve said publicly, I'm happy --

QUESTION: Including whéther or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: 1 just want to get back to his confession. I mean, it is kind of written in language that kind of fits
the narrative that North Korea has been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this. Are you
— [ mean, there’s often times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So I mean, I'm just - about this particular confession, do you have any
reason to believe that he did not confess to all of those things?

MS. PSAKI: 1don't-1 certainly understand why you re asking. Idon't have any particular analysis on it at

this stage. 1 will see if lhlS is somethmg that our team is looking lnto, and if there's more we can say about it
specifically.

QUESTION: And what is this building doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from
imprisonment? [ mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae. What's actually being done to get them
out?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that's an
important component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea. We certainly do continue to

call for his release. I don’t have any other predictions or announcements on trave! or visits of other officials at
this point to tell you about.

QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, [ mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf
of Mr. Newman?

MS. PSAKI: 1don't have more I can outline for all of you, but I can check and see if there is any more to tell.
QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese (inaudible)?
MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics I can outline.

QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of .
t the United States that have to do with Newman or - as a prelude to his possible release?

MS. PSAKI: don't have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion
entailed beyond confirming -- -

QUESTION: Well, any ~ in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?
MS. PSAKI: 1don’t have any details on it. | am happy to check if there’s any more to share with all of you.
QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we've long had a channel, but we’ve been working in lhié case through
our Swedish protective - protecting power.

QUESTION:  But you have been in touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy to check if there’s anything more on
that. '

| QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr. Newman's family?

MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see if I have the detail of when we last spoke with him - with his
family. 1don’t have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facilitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given
" that this gentleman’s actually — I mean, he’s quite elderly -- '

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that if — there would be concem enough to try and travel to visit him.
MS. PSAKI; Mm-hmm. I'm not aware of a request that they’ve made about that specifically, but we can see.

QUESTION: So all the attemion,. really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we’ve said, Kenneth Bae has been
held for quite a long time.
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MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm. You're right.

QUESTION; So in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, I mean, are you
emphasizing because of Mr. Newman's age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part
of a package that you think that they --

MS. PSAKI: 1 mean, we'd certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that
level of detail, I just don’t have that.

QUESTION: These American citizens being held against their will in a rogue state, they’re hostages, right?

MS. PSAKI: [ mean, they’re being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so I don’t
know that I néed to categorize it further, James.

QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?
MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could I move onto the --

QUESTION: (Off-mike.) (Laughter.)

QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip. |

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the- West Bank and to Israél.

MS. PSAKI: Yesah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us — today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of
the Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps
another Geneva, where the Palestinian-Israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this
suggestion?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | haven’t seen those comments from him specifically. [ know this has been an idea floated
out there. Qur focus remains on the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're a
facilitator in that effort. There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great
interest in the success - in a successful outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other

countries that want to contnbute to growing the Palestinian economy. But that's our focus, not on planning yet
another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed :I'ibi, claims that the 20,000
housing that the Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is -~ ~
construction is ongoing. Do you have any information on that?

MS. PSAKI: Idon't have anything new on that. I'd have to look into that for you.

Scott?
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QUESTION: (Inaudible.)
MS. PSAKI: Oh.

QUESTION: Can we stay ¢n stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the
idea of internationalizing the process, would the United States — would the Administration object to an
internationalization of the peace process?

: MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means. Obviously, as you all are well aware, there’s
direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That’s what our focus is on, so certainly
that’s not a path we’re pursuing.

' QUESTION: Well, I think that the point that - right, it's not a path that you're pursuing --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

i QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they
make is that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to
call it, of Israeli-Palestinian peace talks going back decades. '

! MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And you haven't gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. It's been one failure after
another. [s it perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should
proceed. We’re less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that
are engaged and invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact
with the Palestinians and engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the Israelis in this
effort. So our focus remains on the direct negotiations, and [ don’t think we’re at this point speculating on a
different alternative forum,

QUESTION: Well, let me - okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration
that the United States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or
capable, competent, credible mediator for peace between Israel and the Palestinians?

' MS. PSAKI: [ don’t know that we’ve ever stated it exactly like that. We're playing a facilitator role which
both sides are comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with
the Israelis and the Palestinians. Texpect that will continue. But in the meantime, we'll continue to play the
facilitator role as long as it’s productive.

QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage and
influence with [srael or the Palestinians? I mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr.
Newman or Mr, Bae in North Korea --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

k[
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QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through
them, maybe after you're done yelling at them about their air defense zone. But do you still think that the

United States - does the Administration believe that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the
Palestinians? ‘

MS. PSAKI: Well, I think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we're at this point because
both sides decided to come to the table. I don’t think it’s about leverage. There's - it's in the interest of both
sides to come to an agreement on the final status issues, and that's what they’re working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could I just ask — there was an agreement --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow Israel to actually touch some

funding for scientific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research in
areas of — in the West Bank --

MS. PSAKI:' Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an ~ I mean, does the American ~ do America -
does America believe that this is a good agreement for the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always
. mentioned that he fears an increasing isolation of Israel on the international stage?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | haven’t talked to our team about it, so 1'd have to talk to them and see if we have
! any particular view on the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And is — what is the message that Secretary Kerry’s going to be bringing with him when he visits
Israel later on this week? -

MS. PSAKI: Well, I think he’ll be talking to both sides about the importance of staying firm with the timeline
and working through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the
importance of coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he’s meeting with Prime
Minister Netanyahu, they’ll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with Iran and having an ongoing
dialogue about that as well.

QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the lsraelis and Palestinians, since the
resignation of the Palestinian team?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have any updates on meetings at this point. I'll see if there's any more we want to
! provide to all of you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that.

QUESTION: But [ mean, since the last time the Secretary's been there, there’s been another announcement of
i new settlement construction.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinian — it ust seems that without him actually physically
there holding their hand for hours at a time, that they’re not able to sustain it on their own.

K}
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MS. PSAKI: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. So obviously, we didn’t expect

this to be easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed
their commitment to seeing this through.

QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? [ mean, particularly on the - actually,
on either side, whether it’s the Israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Palestinians’ full
negotiatiang team just giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that’s a good example. The negotiating team ~ President Abbas
reaffirmed his own commitment to seeing this through --

QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKI: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they’re continuing to -
move forward.

QUESTION: It just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that
there'll be a peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be
there. And so it does seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together personally, and isn’t there, like,

a limit to how much he can do?

MS. PSA.K.I: Sure. That’s why he has a team to help work through it every day. \
QUESTION: Well, [ meant more the parties themselves.

MS. PSAKI: You're right, but there also is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing
! to the nine-month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods

throughout the process. But both sides remain committed to that, and so we’ll continue to work through it.

QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like — unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn’t sound like since
Secretary Kerry’s last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

| MS. PSAKI: I wouldn’t jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn't confirm every
meeting.

QUESTION: Sure.
MS. PSAKI: So let me see if I can confirm any meetings since that peint for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador lndyk is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he
— Ambassador Indyk, where --

MS. PSAKI: He’s here. I saw him this momning.
QUESTION: He’s here. Okay.

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Let’s just do one or two more here.
Scott.

QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what’s going on in Thailand right now?
32
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MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to politically motivated
violence. We condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise

restraint and respect the rule of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tension in Thailand, and
we are following the situation closely.

Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and
seizure of public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences. We

firmly believe all parties should work together to resolve differences through peaceful dialogue in ways that
strengthen democracy and rule of law.

Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and - has spoken with the prime minister and opposition
leaders to also encourage restraint and peaceful dlalogue You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in
Bangkok issued a secunty message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large polmcal demonstrations
may continue in coming day - in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central
Bangkok, and is advising them to avoid areas of demonstration and to exercise caution.

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would
accept nothing short of her resignation. s that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?

MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of
course, have seen his comments, but I don’t think we’re going to weigh in further at this point, aside from
encouraging restraint on the ground.

QUESTION: Would you weigh in on the general amnesty bill that the ruling party failed to get through
parliament, which was one of the instigations for this?

MS. PSAKI: | know - 1don't know if I've spoken.to that in the past, Scott. I'd have to - I don’t have anything
for you on it at this particular moment, but I'm happy to follow up post-briefing.

Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back, you’ve been very patient.

QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What’s the U.S.

‘response 10 the Australian Government’s rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midiand’s bid for

GrainCorp?

MS. PSAKIJ: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels
Midland's proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. "We do not - we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe
Hockey has expressed openness to approving an increase in ADM’s current share in GrainCorp. The United
States is the largest foreign investor - foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment
projects to date, and we look forward to working closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and
investment ~ stronger trade and investment ties.

QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up.

MS. PSAK!: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?

3
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MS. PSAKI: [don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to
comment on any of them, As you know, we're undergomg our own review of these processes, which we expect
to conclude by the end of the year.
QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second. -
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial
meetings?

MS. PSAKI: It's a good question, Matt. 1'd hdve to check. It wasn’t one raised while I was there, but let me
check and see if.it was.

QUESTION: And if it was, did — was — were you given any indication that this is the way your closest
antipodal ally was going to go?

MS. PSAKI: I will check and see if it was even raised.

Okay, let’'s do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Can I throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we’ll examine the document carefully
once it is finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian
people, of course, will decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support &
transition process that leads to an inclusive civilian government selected through free, fair, and transparent
elections, and civilian government based on the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open
and competitive economy, So we will see when it is transferred, and we will take a close look at it,

Bahrain.

QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any view on the government --

QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the
prohibition of religious parties in Egypt?

MS. PSAKI: Again, we’ll wait to comment on it until it’s been officially transferred. Obviously, there are
steps in there we may be complimentary of and others we may not be,

QUESTION: Yes, please.

QUESTION: Does the decision of the — not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to
be released? It was yesterday or today.
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MS. PSAKI: Let me see. Ithink 1 have something on this. One moment, Matt.

" QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it — if you just want to make it a 'I:Q, that's fine,

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, that’s fine. I believe I have something on it for you. Let’s see. We continue to encourage
Bahrain to take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors
of society to voice their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain
Center for Human Rights Nabeel Rajab — is that who you're talking about ~ okay --

QUESTION: (Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: .- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months of his
two-year prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year. We remain deeply concerned
about the three-year prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to
protect the universal rights of freedom of expression and asscmbly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini
society to engage in peaceful expressions of political opinion.

QUESTION: Do you think that he should've been released as was — as he could’ve been today?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I believe we are concemned about his — we were concerned about his three-year prison
sentence, | believe. Let me check and see, but I believe that’s what we're implying here.

QUESTION: [ mean, this is not the first. | mean, there have been several other opposition activists and so

forth that have been detained. 1 mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about
Bahrain’s commitment to political reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step — to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern. So [ don’t
have any analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall relationship, but each time there
has been an incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.

QUESTION: Well, but each time — you say each time that there’s been an incident. [ mean, there’s a pattern
of incidents. | mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 don't have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone,

QUESTION: Thank you.

{The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)

#H#

Andy Schachter
PA/PRS Transcription Unit, Room 111%A
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! Fischer, Kyle G
N —
From: Forgerson, Luke A <ForgersoritA@state.gov>
Sent: , Friday, July 29, 2016 1:54 PM
. To: Hahs, Ona M; Gardner, Joshua B

' Subject: Inquiry Regarding DPB Dec 2 -- Annotated Video on YouTube

Ona,
, Thanks,
: Luke

From: Forgerson, Luke A

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 9:32 PM
. To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
' Cc: Brown, Cynthia A
Subject: DPB -- December 2

! Elizabeth,

' The full video of the December 2, 2013, daily press briefing has been uploaded:
' http://video state.gov/en/video/2886914568001

We will annotate the video on the Department's YouTube Channel to link to this video.

Th anks, “
Luke
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Under the Radar

Josh Gerstein on the Courts, Transparency, & More

Falow (@nshgatsian  § 18.6K folowers

Fox reporter confronts State Department on Iran denial
By JOSH GERSTELN 112/02/13 05:41 PM EST

Fox News Chief Washington Correspondent James Rosen visited the State Department
briefing room Monday to challenge what he suggested were false denials the department
issued about high-level talks between Iran and the United States.

With current State Department spokesperson Jen Psaki at the podium, Rosen read from a

1A ot Itico.comitl ogs/under -he-r actar 7201 3 2A1cx-repartar -contrants- sixie-departm end-onHran- denal 178651
¢ ) . .
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piz-rul) Fox reparter corfronts State Department on trpn denlal - POUTICO

' question he asked then-spokesperson Victoria Nuland in February about reports of "direct,
, secret bilateral talks with Iran.”

"With regard to the kind of thing you're talking about on a government-to-government
level: no,” Nuland replied.

Rosen pointed Monday. to reports that senior U.S. officials, including Deputy Secretary of
State Bill Burns and then-Director of Policy Planning Jake Sullivan, held a series.of
meetings in Oman in recent years with top Iranian officials.

“The question today is a simply one: when the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly
denied them, that was untrue, correct?” Rosen asked.

In response, Psaki noted that the State Department recently confirmed such a meeting took
place in March of this year—after the denial in question. However, she did not deny reports
that the meetings stretched back to 2011. .

"You're talking about a February briefing, so ten months ago. [ don't think we've outlined or
confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I'm not going to confirm or
outline others beyond that at this point,” Psaki said.

Rosen then asked Psaki if she would "stand by the acc'uracy" of Nuland's denial.
“James, I have no new information for you today,” Psaki replied.

Rosen followed up further by asking if it is "the policy of the State Department to liein
order” to maintain the secrecy of negotiations.

“There are times when diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This isa goo&
example of that,” Psaki said.

Psaki also said the U.S.-Iran talks "really picked up after [Iranian] President Rouhani'’s
election” in June of this year, but she acknowledged she was not answering the question
about when those talks began. U.S. officials have said the high-level back-channel was
important to the interim nuclear deal reached in Geneva last month. However, the
discussions have been controversial, in part because Israel was reportedly kept in the dark
about the talks until September of this year.

Rosen pressed Psaki on the thinking of State Department briefers on whether it would be
appropriate to mislead reporters about matters such as sensitive diplomatic negotiations.
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“I'm not going to do a psychiatrists’ chair today," Psaki declared.

“What about a couch?" Rosen shot back.
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y
Fischer, Kyle G -
I S
From:; Trudeay, Elizabeth K
Sent: . Monday, May 09, 2016 5:26 PM
To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John
Ce: ' Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A

! Subject: RE: Urgent

Thanks James, Noting that the transcript is fully up here:

www.state.gov/r/pa/prs dpb/2013/12/218178 htm#IRAN let us look into the video - I wasn't hear at the time, so
checking with our team. Thanks for the heads up. Looking at It now.

From: Rosen, James [mailto:'- |
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John

Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A
Subject: RE: Urgent

-At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psakl with the false statement made to me by Toria Nuland at the
2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this:

-

ROSEN: There have been reports that intermittently, and cutside of the formal P-5+1 mechanisms the
Obama Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct, secret, bilateral talks with Iran, Is that
| true or false?

NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P-
S+1 framework, we would be prepared to talk to Iran bilaterally. 8ut with regard to the kind of thing
that you're telking about on a government-to-government level, no.

Of course, the secret Iran tallks had begun eight months before that exchange.

The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifying the part that bas been edited -
out of DOY’s video of the briefirg on its website and YT channel.

We want to know why and when DOS inserted a white-flash into the 12/2/13 video to censor the part where |
asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland’s false statement on the lran talks {and Psaki In essence said the
administration needed “privacy”).

All of this is obviously relevant in light of the NYTM questions about whether Rhodes/DOS et al mls!ed the
people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the Iran talks.

If we don't hear back by 5:45p — we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to report It as such in
our bp show,

James Rosen .
Chief Washington Correspondent
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Host, "The Foxhole"
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
(office) -
{mobile)

l I

Author, Cheney One on One

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [hitp://redirect.state.sbu/?url=maiito:trudeauek@state.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:13 PM

To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John

Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A

Subject: RE: Urgent

James, | am 50lo in town today —~ Kirby and Toner on road. Adding Beechem and Hickey on this.

Not sure | understand Q.
r

From: Rosen, James r 2url= : osen W
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5 10 PM

To: Kirby, John .

Cc: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Toner, Mark C -

Subject: Urgent

Need a call from one of you in the next thirty minutes or 50. We are going to go to air with the information
below, in the context of the whole Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we'd like to give 005 a chance to clear
it up. My contact info is below. The relevant info is also below, courtesy of one of our video librarians in the
Fox News Washington bureau. The basic question is why — and when — DOS censored its video of the

highlighted portion of the 12/2/13 briefing (26:58 into the clip} with a white flash, on both the DOS web page
and the DOS YT channel. Yours cordially, James : -

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
{office)

{mobile)

I ]

Author, Cheney One on One

Highlighted below. The video posted online here
(http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://redirect.state.shu/2url=http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://video.state.gov/e

n/video/2886914568001) ends with Psaki responding to Roz's question saying “....and so that has not changed that.”
White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz talking again.

TRANSCRIPT:

1:54 p.m. EST

MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy -

QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.

MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much, Twenty-two, it's glonous {Laughter.}
QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next -

MS. PSAKI: | will be.
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QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?
MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, | have nothing at the top, so Matt, Jet’s go to what's on your mind.
QUESTION: Let's see. | have a lot -- .
MS. PSAKI: Okay. 4
QUESTION -- but nothing is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretarv’s trip.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: Both = excluding the middle stop in Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you expect Is going
to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan officials there to talk with?
And then — well, that’'ll be that one question for --
MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be doing a briefing en route about the trip and about our visit to
the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details about who will be attending.
Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States and of NATO will certainty be a
big topic of discussion. But | will let our briefers outline more specifics en route to Brussels.
QUESTION: All right. Well, | was going to ask about the Middle East but — as well, the stop in Israel and the PA, But If
you’'re just — are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?
MS., PSAKI: | llkely will, yes.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan -
MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.
QUESTION: Is — what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: Well -- )
QUESTION: As far as — is it true that --
MS. PSAKI: The BSA.
QUESTION: The — exactly.
MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume.
QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone — is on his way to Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: | don't have any announcements at this-point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our team on the
ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others have been In close contact. At this point, we've made our position ctear,
and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon s the path forward, as we've said many times, to sustaining a

" partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans In achieving lasting peace, security, and
development. That's the message that we’re conveying at every level. And as we've said before but important to
reiterate here, given it’s a week later now: We — deferring the signature of the agreement untll after néxt year's election
is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with the certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical
months leading to the elections, nor would It provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary for a
potential post-2014 military presence,
So we're continuing to convey that. Our team on the ground is certainly hard at work. | don t have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we'll certainly let all of you know.
QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?
MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.
QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.S. and Afghanistan have
to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State Department. Has any process
started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO SOFA that they may
have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there's the signing; it goes through parliament,
then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very familiar with, this doesn’t outline a specific number
for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal of planning in regards to that that DOD would certainly be very
engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what they said. I'm not familiar with that --
QUESTION: Is December 21* the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin preparing for all
troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014,
MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get into new rediines or deadlines today, | will say, But on the trip question, well, as you all
know, a decision hasn't been made. You would know if it had been. It's not our preference, but no troops is certalnly a

-
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potentlal outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. S0 that is, again, not our preference, but natural that planning
would have to take place for all different options.
QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s doing or conducting himself the way
he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with him last week,
as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be slgned as quickly as possible, but i don’t have
any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan,
QUESTION: So you think that he’s perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the electlons?
MS. PSAKI: | will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | don’t have any other analysis on it.
Do we have any more on Afghanistan?
QUESTION: Just the trip? '
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.' -
QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --
MS. PSAKL: Yes,
QUESTION: -- could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et cetera.
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of important reform steps in recent years. They have -
they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant export. But they have a number of
exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity
to pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts here, but i believe he may be, if not the first, one of the first
Secretaries to pay a bilateral visit to Moldova.
QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukralne declded not to sign the agreement with the EU.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Moldova did. 5o you could read inte this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them something,
a sign of support.
MS. PSAKL: Well, we had ptanned this trip — this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But certainly, they
have put a number of reforms In place and they’re working hard on their economy and the - if — the Secretary felt it was
important to highlight that.
QUESTION: Following on that --
QUESTION: Okay. Can | go over just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we’ll go to Anne.
QUESTION: | was gone last week so I'm — most of last week, so what —did the Secretary speak with Karzai before or
after Ambassador Rlce was there?
MS. PSAKI: Let’s see. He spoke with Karzai — President Karzai - I'd have to look back. | believe it was prlor to her visit, Let
me double check that for you to make sure.
QUESTION: So the last senlor official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.
MS. PSAKI: | believe that's correct, yes.
QUESTION: Just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would not, as had
been widely expected, attend the OSCE ~ when you said that, | don't know, about 10 days ago or so --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole episode.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: And at that point you sald it was scheduling issues that had - it would force his cancellation. Are you sticking
with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy Implications to his decision not to go to the OSCE?
MS. PSAKI: | am sticking with that. I'm just looking at Lesley here in my =‘corner of my eye. | am sticking with that. |
don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland Is still planning to attend and travel there
after joining us for the first part of the visit.
QUESTION: On Syria?
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
' QUESTION: Is it --
QUESTION: Can you tell us the —~ oh, sorry,
QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade — charade, for Lesley ~ of scheduhng reasons, is it not the case that not doing -
not going on this trip ~ not going to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?
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MS. PSAKL: | will let you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any moere analysis or comments on it from here.-
QUESTION: But there was --

QUESTION: And one more quick one on Ukraine.

MS, PSAKL: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Obviously, we're seelng the demonstrattons violent crackdown.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongoling dermonstrations, not only in Kyiv but in cities
" around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 217, there have been an increasing

number of violent incldents, including against journalists. We stress there is no room, and we continue to stress there is

no room for violence in a country that aspires 10 a democratic future, We continue to call on all sides to maintain calm,

and on Ukrainian authoritles to ensure that members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully

exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As | mentioned a little bit befoere, we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland Is still planning to travel there, The Ukrainian

foreign ministry announced that the ministerial Is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was -

QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine is a country: that aspiresto a demacratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certalnly, these are important values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic future?-

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell. Actions speak louder than words,

QUESTION: Do you — does this --

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic Council a

couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be following the path

towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

MS. PSAK!: Sure. Our view has not changed on that. Obvlously, there have been a lot of events that have happened

since then, but --

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that’s what they want? | mean, it

seems to be that they're demonstrating because they're angry that the government hasn’t taken this path that's been

laid out for them,

MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. | don’t want to

speak on their behalf, but our position hasn't changed on what steps they could take, Obvigusly, it’s up to Ukraine to

take those steps.

QUESTION; So - but, | mean, the United States is —if you don’t want to give your backing to them - at least sympathetic

to what the demonstrators are asking for.

MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so | don’t - beyond what we've stated publicly many

times, | don’t have any other further public statements on our position, which has been stated by Assistant Secretary

Nuland and by other officials in the past several weeks.

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on Sunday, and

given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be more ciosely aligned

with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show any restraint? They're not the

ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets on the police. it seems they're taking

the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

MS. PSAKIL: | don’t think I took sides. | think | said that it’s important for all sides to maintain calm, that there’s no place

for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. So | don’t - | would disagree with the premise of your

claims.

QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister's — call for his security forces to show restraint and

seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the demonstrators,

particularly in Kyiv?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think | Just expressed what our view is of violence against demonstrators, so that's what our view is.

'QUESTION: Can | - has the Secretary spoken to somebody In Ukraine, his counterpart?

MS. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. | can check if there’s been any other calls 'm not aware of.
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QUESTION: Because one of the big issues for Ukraine is tearing itself away from Russia and looking towards Western
Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine is heading to China to look for
that. And if — | was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of - some kind of assurance or reassurance economically
that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support - and the U.S. would support any kind of
reform through the International Monetary Fund.
MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we’ve made, which, as Jo referenced, is - that our belief is that European
integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s democracy. That's still our belief. That’s
been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any other discusslons, Obviously, there's a lot of — that's
going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that we have made our position clear.
QUESTION: And what [s the bullding’s position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her detention. |
know this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of Ukralne getting into the
EV. So we've consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps forward. Obvlously, there hasn’t been
progress on that on the ground.

" QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?
MS. PSAKI: | said European Integration Is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --
QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks? -
(Laughter.)
MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave,
Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
QUESTION: Still on Ukraine.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukraine, and Russla get together to discuss some of these
problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilateral discussion to discuss the economic
situation and political differences?
MS. PSAKI: It wouldn't involve the United States, so | don't have a particular position. I’'m happy to talk to our team and
see if we have a view on that.
Vkraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let’s go to Margaret.
QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that they're going to
give operatlonal sugport, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm. Well, | don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you know, the United
States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s chemlical weapons In the
safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-
deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We are in close contact with the OPCW and our
international partners and remain confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of
course, the OPCW rematns - and the UN — remain the lead coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera.
QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we're offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that financing and
loans, or --
MS, PSAKI: Well, we've offered - we've offered In the — prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6 miilion to the
OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financial contributions and in kind, so | think we gave some materials as well. But
this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. $o | would peint you to them on the specific costs. This, at this point, is an offer,
So | think that’s still being worked through.
QUESTION: So - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 miliion euros for the
private contractors who would actually be --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. S0 is any of that money coming through the State Department, or is the
State Department topped out at 56 million?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we've said we'd be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance. | don't have any
announcements today of additional assistance we’re planning to provide, but that certainly Is something we're in
discussions with the OPCW about.
QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying —
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MS. PSAKI: Itisa --

QUESTION: -- {inaudible) --

MS, PSAKI: -- .S, Government vessel, not a commercial vessel.

QUESTION: Right.

MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of this — and this may be what you're askmg about = which is the OPCW reaching out to
commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.

QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: So what = so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will do this?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. | think some of it may still be work - be going through the process
of being worked out, Matt, because they've offered - but obviously, how it would be staffed and the materials and the
money — | mean, all of those are pieces that are still belng discussed.

QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have a location. That's still being discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next deadline is — not
deadline, it's a target — is December 31%. And that is to get all of the chemical weapaons out. But in terms of when the
next step would be, 1 don’t have a timeline of that.

Anne.

QUESTION: | realize part of this is kmd of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer,

MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warship, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?

{Laughter.) ’

MS. PSAKE: That is a very specific ship question. | would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check on specifically
how we categorize it. | don’t believe it Is a warship, but let me see if we can get more specification on how we — what we
call it exactly,

QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about to ~ for a
friend here, it ends up being the U.5. having to essentially do this on its own?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize it that way. | mean, certainly this is a priority for the U.S., as it is for the international
community, to destroy and eliminate the chemical weapons. The OPCW is still talking to countries. There are countries
that have made publlc comments about their willingness to help, so we'll see how that all shakes out. And certainly,
we'd welcome the support or contribution of other countrles.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priority among many nations who would also
share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when that = when the thing
was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing that
couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources. But they’re still talking to countries
about contributing and beling a part of this, and certainly we're hopeful of that as well.

QUESTION: So if the question is: “Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this, once again,” -

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt.

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you’re not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are ¢ther countries that
have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make their decisions about what that
wlll - what will - that will entail, and we’'ll et the OPCW decide how all of it will work together.

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been Instrumental, as you say, in helping move
this towards a resolution? Why can't Russia contribute in a significant way like you can? '

MS. PSAKL: I'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute or what they have
not. Obviously, there are financial ways — there are a number of ways to contribute. We certainly welcome any country’s
contribution. There are different ways that each country can do that.

QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russians specifically about making an -~ a contribution?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it's a discussion that’s been a part of the regular discussions
with Foreign Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still an Syria.

MS., PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many jihadis that are
| Americans and Europeans and Westerners and 50 on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are you concerned about
‘ these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and perhaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments specifically. | know — | believe he may have been on a Sunday show yesterday. 1
haven't read them fully. We've — we’re naturally concerned, as you know, abgut extremists whether they’re going in and
. certainly and if they’re coming out. | talked a little bit, | think it was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate
i with our international partners In the region to kind of track thils and effarts we undertake to make sure we're watching,
but of course we’re concerned. | don’t have any other specifics for you.
QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, that
have been supplying arms and money In the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing them not to do so?
MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and ail the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute assistance
through the SMC,
QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegragh, The London Telegraph, that says basically the Free
Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and have no interest,
really, in reaching a settlement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely with General Idris?
MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idris, we’re still working towards a Geneva conference in
January, and we still believe there’s no military solution, as you know.
More on Syria?
' QUESTION: Still on Syria.
M5. PSAKI: Or — go ahead, Roz.
QUESTION: Still on Syria, the Iranian Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera this morning. And when it
came to Geneva [, he said that while Iran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in January, it would attend if invited.
. My first question: Would the U.S. be willing to invite Iran to take part in these talks? And if 50, what does the U.S.
' believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the clvil war?
MS. PSAKI: Well, no decisions have been made about participation yet. There’s another trilateral meeting on December
. 20™ coming up that we’ll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Our position hasn’t changed on Iran’s
participation or whethier we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the Geneva communique. That's a
condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed at the next trilateral meeting.
QUESTION: But given the — that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been killed in
the civil war to date -- '
MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad regime to, if
nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?
MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique, because
that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, 1 don’t have any speculation on what leverage they may
or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been about their nuclear program
and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They've not been focused on Syria. And our position on whether or
not they should attend the Geneva conference In January hasn’t changed.
QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva |, there’s a great deal of value for Iran's participation --
MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --
QUESTION: -- considering that it is --
MS. PSAKI: We’d have to evaluate it, Said. | don't want to get ahead of -
QUESTION: But it’s a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like Hezbollah
so on,
MS. PSAKL: fthat is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.
QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian regime? ) mean,
I know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --
MS. PSAKI: Sure,
QUESTION: -- to Foreign Minister Mualtem. Is there anything going on at the moment?
MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but [ don't have anything specific for
you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level,
QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly beginning to -~
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. ]
QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, | think, the fearls that this is
just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.,

QUESTION: -- it’s not going anywhere,

MS. PSAKI: Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We've = they have happened in
the past, as you mentioned, so | will see if there's more to report on that.

QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or so, when
there’s been, like, various bouts of violence in Syria, that the Iranian Government has said that there needstobe a
political solution ta the situation in Syria. So don’t you think that Iran is making more positive comments? | mean, | don‘t
think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a political solution. They haven't said anything
about President Assad leaving {inaudible}.

MS. PSAKI: Well, the whale premise — | mean the whole goal Is to'create a transitional governing body. That’s the goal of
a Geneva conference. 5o, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the Geneva communique, and --
QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a transition is far
different from the — than the Russians’ definition of a transition. So if the lranians were ta say, like, okay, we accept a
politicat transition, ! mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a’political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communigue, which they have not
done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we’d support thelr - an invitation to them to attend the
conference.

QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested In aggravating any sectarlan tensions between Shiite and
Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they're tryIng to, in their efforts, promote more
harmony, more peace. Does that add any — does that change the complexion at all, particularly in Syria?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak too specifically to an interview | haven't yet seen yet, and neither has anyone on our
team. Broadly speaking, obviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step agreement on their nuclear
program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with, whether it's their Involvement In
support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian issues, and so that has not changed that. | can take a closer look on¢e we
see the transcript of the Interview and see if we have more comments on Foreign Minister Zarif’s comments!
QUESTION You're saying your team does not watch Al Jazeera?i

MS PSAKI: Well, that is not true; we do. However, | believe there’s only been a very short clip that has played of ‘this
intervlew that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all ;:davsl
QUESTION Beyond the Intervlew, he’s freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reachlng out to the other Gulf
countries. He wants to visit Saudi Arabia. | mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate their fears and actually
:encourage them towards participatmg in Geneva |l to make it a success. You must have some sort of a reading of this
effort

MS PSAKI: | don't have any particular reading of it far you, Said. Qur position, | think, has been pretty clear on
whether or not they attend thé Geneva conference:

QUESTION. | have another really quick logistics thing On the December 20" meeting, that's Wendy.Sherman and that
= it's the same iteration?
MS PSAK!: It is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm!

QUESTION Is that new or was that announced last week or somethin

MS PSAKI: [ believe we talked' about it last week as being the next rruaetnggl
QUESTION: On China - (inaudime)'
QUESTION: Please, Jen, can we stay onIran, please?

‘MS. PSAKI: Sure, Let's stav on Iran and then we can go to Chlna.‘

QUESTION On the 6™ of February in this room, | had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victoria Nuland -2
MS PSAKI: Mm-hmm!}
QUESTION - about Iran. And with your indulgence, | will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record.and 50
you can respond to it!
'”Rosen There have been reporrs that intermittently, ond outside of the formal P5+1 mechan!sms, the Obamg
\Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or false?|
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"Nuland: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1 framewaor r5°
we would be prepared to talk to lran bilaterally. But with reqard to the kind of thing that you're talking about on g
government-to-govemment level, n‘o_."l‘

Fhat's the entirety of the exchange.

As we now know, senlor state department officials had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateraf talks with
senior officials of the Irantan Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that polntl
So the question today is a sImpIe one; When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denled them from the
podlum, that was untrue, correct?
MS PSAKI: | mean, James, | — that — you're talking about a February briefing, 50 10 months ago. | don’t think we'’ve
outlined or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. 'm not going to confirm others beyond that at
this point. So | don’t know that | have any more for you!
QUESTION Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-to4
government contacts, no secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 67 Do you
§tand by the accuracy of that?,
lI\M‘». PSAKI: James, | have no new information for you today on the timing of when there were any discussions with
any Iranian officials!
QUES‘I’ION' Let me try it one last way, Jen -2
MS PSAKI: Okay!
QUESTION -- and | appreciate } your indulgence! >
MS PSAKI: Sure!
QUESTION Is it the policy of the State Departmerlt where the preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
concerned, to lie in order to achieve that goal?,
MS. PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This Is a good example
of that. Obviously, we have made clear and laid out a number of detalls in recent weeks about discussions and about
a bllateral channel that fed into the P5+1 negotiations, and we’ve answered questions on it, we've confirmed r:letalls‘I

P g bl

QUESTION Since you, standlng at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as far back
as March of this year, | don’t sée what would prohlbit you from addressing dlrectly this question: Were there secret
direct bilateral talks between the United States and Iranian officials in 20117
'MS PSAKI: | don’t have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the Iranlans through a range
of channels, some of which you talked — you mentioned, but | don't have any other specifics for you today!
QUESTION: One more on Iran?t'_

pUESTION The Los Ange!es' Times and Politico have reported that those talks were held as far back as 2011. Were
those reports Inaccurate?,

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you're talking about. Are you talking about visits that the Secretary and others
made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?l
QUESTION I'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with iranian officials In Oman as far back as
2011 The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports Inaccurate?

MS PSAKI: | have nothing more for you on it, James, today{
QUESTION One more on Iran?,

MS. PSAKI: On Tran? Let’s just finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz!

QUESTION: One of — one more on Iran. Foreign Minister Zarif said, directly contradtcting the Obama Admlnlstration"g
contention that sanctions worked, he told our interviéwer that when the sanctions were first imposed, tran had 200
worklng centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000. What Is this buildlng’s reaction to his comment that
sanctlons did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotiating table?,

MS. PSAKI: Well, again, | would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as reminder)
Presldent Rouhani and others have talked about how the impact - how growing the economy and putting an end
doing bringing an end to the sanctions Is something that was a priority for them in order to help the economy and
the Iranian people. There's no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oll revenues, the impact on thelr
economic growth writ targe that there was a huge impact of - that there — the sanctions had an enormous Impactr—l
and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the negotlating table!
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In terms of progress made on.their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at their
various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns about steps they were
taking and progress they weré making, which was why it was so important to come to an acceptable agreement that
r\rould halt and roll back the progress of thelr program'
QUESTION: Just to follow up on that, though -

MS PSAKI: Mm-hmm!

QUESTION - Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal in
IGene\ra, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003, Iran was
only in possession of 164 centrlfuges Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this therefore represen

the best possible deal that could be se(:uredI

Isn't it a fact that since the Obama-afden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran's centrifuges have been
installed?
MS PSAKI: Well, I'd have to Iook at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has made
progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That's one of the rem'
why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The President and Secretary Kerry were big proponents Of,
that. We worked with the international community to do just that to put that necessary pressure in place!
aThe p::lnt | was trying to make to Roz is that — what she’ s asking sounds to me like two separate questionm
| was -
QUESTION Right. I'm pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say — and if thls is untrue, I'd
lI:ve grateful to be disabused of the notion — but the great bulk of Iran’s progress in the development of its enrichment
program has taken place under President Obama’s watch, correct?,
MS. PSAKI: I’d have to check oh the specific numbers. The - ‘—-n
QUESTION You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as -
MS PSAKI: Well, James, 1 think what we're focused on at this pount Is the fact that we’re now at a point where we are
haltlng and rolling back the prOgress of their program and we're working towards a comprehensive agreement_t_g
' bring an end to it. | can’t speculate for you what would happen without — what would have happened without
sanctions I would venture to guess -3
QUESTION (Inaud!h!e} sanctluns"_-’
MS PSAKI: But they were belng palred together, so that’s why I'm brlnggg it into the conversation!
QUES‘I’ION But the context of the question was exactly *The Obama Administration says we showed up because our
economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that's not the case. We have our own reasons for coming.”
MS. PSAKE: Well, we will take a.close look at his comments and we’ll have more to say about them once we do.
QUESTION: Can | ]ust go back to the Geneva meeting and -
MS. PSAKI: Sure.’
QUESTION: -- December 20" with Wendy Sherman?
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.
' QUESTION: This is -- ,
MS. PSAKI: It's that level — in terms of specific attendance, VIl have to Just double-check that for you,
QUESTION: Oh, okay.
M5. PSAKI: Yeah. .
QUESTION: This is.going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next — the comprehensive agreement --
MS. PSAKI: Well, they also -- '
QUESTION: -- or this is the technical discussions?
MS. PSAKI: No, no, no. '
QUESTION: No, this is Syria.
MS. PSAKI: This is — sorry, this is Syria.
QUESTION: Oh, I'm sorry.
MS. PSAKI: This Is Syria. '
QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.
MS. PSAKI: So this is the pre-Geneva, No, it’s akay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.
QUESTION: Okay. But | did have an Iran question, actually.
QUESTION: But is there any new - | mean -

4§ |
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QUESTION: Yeah.

QUESTION: -- when Is it that you're going 1o start to negotlate the comprehensive deal with Iran?
MS. PSAKI; Well, right now, what we’re focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the six-month -
QUESTION: Right. )

QUESTION: So do you have a date for those?

MS. PSAKI: 1 don't yet have a date on those.

QUESTION: Or a place? )
MS. PSAKI: | don't yet have a place. It's being worked through. Hopefully we’ll have an update for you all in the coming
days.

QUESTION: And can | ask — 1 don‘t know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to lran is actually going to
visit Tehran tomorrow. | wondered what the --

MS. PSAKI: | haven’t seen that.

QUESTION: Well, | wanted a U.S, reaction to this following on to the question | asked last week about how far along the
line you are prepared 1o go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran.

MS. PSAK): Mm-hmm. [ still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we’ve already taken, which Is being
a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with lran.-Qbviously, different countries are going to make their own
decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it’s helpful that the British envoy could be going to Tehran?
MS. PSAKL: | don’t know that | have that leve! of analysis on it. | don’t have all the details on what the purpose of the trip
Is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make their own decisions about diplomatic
relationships, .

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --

QUESTION: East China Sea?

QUESTION: -- secret negotiations with Iran,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: | apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret negotiations that
the U.S. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as France, and then that
contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it difficult to reach consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction
to that or a comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | don't want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other countries,
but | will reiterate for you that this was - these discussions were fed into the P5+1 process. That is the process that we
ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+1 members, as well as our friends In Israel,
were briefed early this fall. '

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we’ve been open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that there area
range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our important
partners on that; and that’s exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin?

MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can | ask about China?

MS, PSAKI: Let me just say one thing, though, for James, it's important here too — and then | promise we'll go ta China -
jt's important here also to note, though, that these really picked up-after President Rouhani’s election, thatin terms of
the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of — what an agreement could look like, that's
when it picked up. So | understand that's not answering your question, but { felt it was important to --

QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or who's
Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, I'm confirming a certain set of -
talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no, that a certain set of talks
occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKL: If | have more details for you, James, § will ~ happy to share them,

QUESTION: 1 didn’t ask you - I'm asking for your thinking about why you're not addressing the question, not the
specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that are two years
old?

[3
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MS. PSAKL: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today.

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? {Laughter.}

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. So as we know, the U.S. Government has already told U.S. carrlers to comply with China’s
requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government. So does
that mean the U.S. Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government?
MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as | can be here because | know there’s been a range of reporting. It has
been - some of It has been inaccurate, to no fault of —perhaps it’s our fault for not explaining it well enough. So we are
not - the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines. The FAA is the polnt of contact with airlines. There
has not been any Information that has been put out or confirmed that | am aware of that has conveyed what has or has
not been communicated in that capacity to airlines.

There is - for safety and security of passengers, U.5. carriers operate internationally ~ operate consistently as a process
with the notices to airmen issued by foreign countries, as is the case in this case. Their concerns are about the safety and
security of passengers, That is different from what the U.S. Government policy is. It Is not —this is in no way indicates
U.S. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absolutely no bearing on the
firm and consistent U.S. Government position that we do not accept therlegitimacy of China’s requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It’s Inconsistent with standard practice. And
their requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So i don’t know how much
more clear that it is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so | wanted -

QUESTION: [t looks like we received the statement or the Q&A from the State Department 50 it looks like it's from the
U.5. Government. And also, you are saying --

MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which 1 certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that for safety
and - for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with the notices to
airmen issued by forelgn governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had been communicated to
airlines. It did not convey that the U.5: Government supported this effort. So I'm very familiar with the statement you're
referring to, and there were a lot of — there were some assumptions made.

QUESTION: So (inaudible) --

QUESTION: Okay. It locks like --

QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?

MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to commercial airlines.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?

MS. PSAKI: They are. They --

QUESTION: Yes. -

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. {Laughter.}

QUESTION: So - | understand that, but the State Department does have a represematlve you're familiar with the
ICAQ?

MS. PSAKI: | am not.

QUESTION: Okay. It's in Montreal.

MS. PSAKE: Okay.

QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal --

MS. PSAKE: Good. t

QUESTION: -- if you ever want to go up there, .

MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice.

QUESTION: It's the International Civilian - it's the civilian airline — the UN agency for alrlines. Do you know if the United
States is going to use Its membershtp in the ICAQ to oppose this Chinese decision?

MS. PSAKL: | don't.

QUESTION: And if you don’t know, tould you ask?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.

QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese requirements --
VIS, PSAKI: Well, it doesn't accept — yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.

QUESTION: Right. That's what you sald.

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: Doesn’t that ~if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they should
comply with it, how |s that not accepting — the government accepting the legitimacy?

MS. PSAKD: Well, there’s a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an aviation expert,
as it evidenced by your Montreat question. So | would point you to them on that.

Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
announcement will not change how the United States conducts military operations in the region, which is something
DOD announced last week. And that is certainly a U.S. Government decision to make.

QUESTION: So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not obey the — or will not follow the Chinese
requirements if they're flying through this airspace?

MS. PSAKI: Military planes?

QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the --

MS. PSAKI: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.

QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his plane, an Air Force
plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | am saying military planes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certainly have to check and see
where that fallsin.

QUESTION: What is this episode — what impact is this episode having on U.S5.-Sino relations?

MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made clear gur
concerns about not only what was announced but how this was anhounced, the fact that there was no prior notice. As
you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key
leaders to discuss a range of issues, Certainly, this could be a topic of discusslon, but there are a number of other issues
that we discuss both with China and other partners in the reglon,

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t categorize this into — | wouldn’t put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it worked.
Qur pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have with Asia, with
countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice
President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia soon, that he was just there a
couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of our commitment to the reglon. And we work with
them on a = countries in the region on a broad range of Issues.

QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less aggressive in its
serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against U.S. businesses and
government, territorial aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic issues, we work with
them on strategic issues, There are still issues, including human rights, Including this issue we’re talking about now, that
we express concerns about when warranted, and we’ll continue to do that. But we know that the relationship is a vital
one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree. :
QUESTION: Jen, could I {inaudible} for a second?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it fair to characterize the U.S, position as being that aside from the official policy, for the purposes of
safety and avoliding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commerciat carriers should abide by the Chinese ADIZ
requirements?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have = I'd point you again to the FAA on more specifics than what | just conveyed. There are a range
of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our general position as a U.S. Government is

that we don’t accept China’s requirements. And obviously, the mlhtary actions of military exercises is evidence of that,
QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

QUESTION: Sorry, sorry, Just a quick follow-up on that,

MS. PSAKL: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two main U.S. airlines are complying with - are taking steps to comply. Delta and United are
the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit of
confusionfconsternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.5. commercial

airliners to file their flight plans with China, Do you have a —do you have any kind of reassurance or any kind of response
to that?
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MS. PSAKI: We caordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the reglon about a range
of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue to be. This is - for specific
actions of individual commercial airliners, | would point you to them or the FAA on any regulations.

QUESTION; But - 50 you're not ~ but you're not afraid for the safety or concérned about the safety of U.S. citizens on

flights that are flying through the area?

MS. PSAKI: Well, certainly safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone. Obviously, there are policles

in place and regulations In place because of that. But we don’t oversee alrline regulations. The FAA does, so | would

peint you to them,

QUESTION: {Inaudible.) Did the United States Government = the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or not changed"

What [s the positlon to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We - China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though the newly-

announced ADIZ overlaps with panrts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and Taiwan, and includes

territory administered by Japan. As | mentloned, we ~ the fact that China’s announcement has caused confusion and
increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the valldity of concerns and the need for China to rescind the
procedures. It’s consistently been our position and one we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there
was some confusion over the weekend about alrlines and specifically.

QUESTION: Jen, you sald that you are not still — not accepting China’s new alr defense zone. But | wonder, like, Japan has

) its own alr defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan. But it tooks like the U.S. doesn’t say anything about It. So do

' you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s air defense zone?

MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons is that they anngunced this withgut prior consultations. It was inconsistent with

" longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, It overlaps with a number of other longstanding air defense zones -

of same other neighboring countries,

| QUESTION: Jen --

' QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the abllity of China to declare such a Identification zone; it's just the manner in
which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. | think | have — I've just consistently said that we believe they should rescind the procedures. 've just -

: V've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China's requirements. So | think I've made that pretty clear.
QUESTION: (Inaudible.)

QUESTION: Is the first -- -

: QUESTION: In response to the — China’s declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is poised to expand
its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United States? Would you encourage it
or discourage it?

MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen those reports, or | don’t even know if they're reports or if there's been an announcement. |

haven’t seen any announcement, | guess | should say. So let me check into that, and --

QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have more to say on that.

QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called -

QUESTION: lennifer, you talk about safety --

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTICN: Can we change topic?
i QUESTION: No.

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there Is — they created these Air Defense Identification Zones, they've

asked for prior flight plans. S0 of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory process, and - but | don’t have
| any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it.

QUESTION: Is it a rea! concern, downing an airliner?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t think | have any more for you on that question.

QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that question that Roz had --

MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to rescind it?

MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure.
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QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Well, at least --

QUESTION: Apart from the specific concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its excesslveness,
at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any — are there broader
concerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? |s the U.5. concerned that the Chinese

_ are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in It as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other -

QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --

MS. PSAKL: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure.

QUESTION: Right, right, But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first step or could be

a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take controi of areas of territory and ocean maritime
space that It says that it owns?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't want to make a predictuon of that,
QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned -
MS. PSAKI: But --
QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior notice and all that
other — the safety conceras.
MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area — territory administered by Japan, it includes
overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certainly, that does touch on what your guestion is here. In terms
of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certainly wouldn’t venture to make that at this point.
QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be welt within their rights also to declare one of these zones
over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?
MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we've long --
QUESTION: Well, that's over the territorial disputes over the - it’s a question of sovereignty for these little atolls and bits
of rock.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this If the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or is that a
hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they ~ if and when they do it?

MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at thls stage in time.
QUESTION: All right.
QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that, China at the same time has announced they sent a thter jet
against United States and Japanese alrcraft last week, Old you comment on that?
MS. PSAKL: 1 am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?
QUESTION: If it's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.
James,
QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaratlon -
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands a dispute
with the Chinese --
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviolent way, wasn’t it a kind of a provocative act for the
United States to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | would point you to DOD on that, but | would reiterate the fact that we have made clear that this
actlon, thls announcement, is not going to change our milltary exercises. And that Is an example of that.
QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware — or has there been at thls polnt any
conversations that you're aware of in this = from this building with the Chinese directly? It’s kind of on Jill's question,
And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice President when he goes to -
MS. PSAKI: Let me check. | know we have expressed concerns. | mentioned this last week, Matt, so let me just make
sure you have It.

QUESTION: Jen, the -~ Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese official?
MS. PSAKIL: I"d have to --
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QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier,

QUESTION: Lu.

QUESTION: Yeah.

MS. PSAKL: I'd have to look back at that, It seems like a Iong time ago.

QUESTION: | know it does. And it was happening on Wednesday.

MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of discussion. Also,
Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador Locke has also been in touch,

of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the last couple of days, I'm happy to check and see what else
we can read out for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.

QUESTION: New topic?

QUESTION: So it’s strictly a bllateral or a multilateral thmg, but putside the auspices of the UN is how you're going to
seek to resolve it? '

MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 don’t have anything for you on it at this polnt. We're taking this day by day. | conveyed for you what
we've done and what we've communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps day by day.

QUESTION: But is that a kind of - is that a consideration?

MS. PSAKI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise. But obwously, we're taking this day by day.

QUESTION: Can,we change --

QUESTION: New subject?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Jill, Go ahead.

QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China’s argument is that we institute the ADIZ that other
countries have already instituted. If you're saying that China does not have a right to do that, they can say, well, what's
good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed
to the way in which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of debate. And China has said we can get rid of
our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean, something like that could happen. But somehow ~ are you really saying
that you do not accept ~ you do not give China the right to declare a defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: | think I've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, $0 I'm not sure | have much more to add to your
question.

QUESTION: Just on another toplg, Jen —sorry.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then I'm happy to go to you.

QUESTION: North Korea?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm. |

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments about that, any
reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAK): Well, the latest is — and let me do this first and then I’ll do the second part. On November 30™ North Korea
permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrili Newman. 1t - and given his
advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may return home and
reunite with his family,

We, of course, have seen the Karean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman’s detentlon. According to the
report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to hls detention. We don’t have any other further
information regarding the reason for his detention. But agaln given his age and health, we continue to call for North
Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean = that that apology was ~ that he wrote and that was released by the
North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he - and do you have reason to believe
that all of those things in that apology are true? ’

MS. PSAKI: We just don’t have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen, of course,
about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up in the meeting with the
Swedes?
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, MS. PSAKI: | don't have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see If there’s more detail we can outline for all
; of you. '
QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr, Newman sign a PAW?
MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?
QUESTION: Correct.
MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why | am able to talk about him now.
QUESTION: Okay. So then if — since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back te your — whoever it is that liaises
with the Swedes on this --
MS. PSAKE: Mmi-hmm.
QUESTION: | assume it’s EAP, but ) guess it could also be EUR - and find out if Mr, Newman, |n his discussions with the
Swedes, talked at all about or sard that he had freely made this alleged confession and when it was that he recorded this
or when it --
MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see if there's more we can share,
Go ahead, Lesley.
QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back In what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anvthing today? And
how long did they meet with him, and wasitina jail? Wasitina --
; QUESTION: Guest house.
QUESTION: -- government ~ a guest house?
. QUESTION: A jaithouse guest house. .
MS. PSAKD: A guest house, | don’t have many specifics on that I'm happy to also check with Matt's questions and to see
if there's more we can share on that as well.
QUESTION: But didn’t it include a --
QUESTION: But they did say - the Swedes did say that he --
QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?
QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was --
MS. PSAKI: | believe they've spoken publicly about it.
_ QUESTION: -- that he was treated — that's he’s being treated (inaudible), right?
MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well, So | don’t have any gther specifics on it, but if there’s more we
share beyond what they've said publicly, I'm happy --
QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?
QUESTION: | Just want to get back to his confession. | mean, it is kind of written in language that kind of fits the narrative
that North Korea has been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this. Are you — | mean, there's often
times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress --
MS. PSAKI; Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- or something like that. S0 | mean, I'm just = about this particular confession, do you have any reason to
believe that he did not confess to ali of those things?
MS. PSAK!: | don't — | certainly understand why you're asking. | don't have any particular anatysis on it at this stage. | will
see If this Is something that our team is looking into, and if there’s more we can say about it specifically.
QUESTION: And what is this bullding doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from imprisonment? |
mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae. What's actually being done to get them out?
MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power Just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that’s an Important
" component of reaching out to citizens who are detained In North Korea. We certainly do continue to call for his release. )
don’t have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at this point to tell you about.
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf of Mr,
Newman?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have more | can outline for all of you, but | can check and see if lhere is any more to tell.
QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese (inaudible}?
MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics | can outline.
QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of the United
States that have to do with Newman or - as a prelude to his possible release?
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MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion entailed
beyond confirming --

QUESTION: Well, any — in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any details on it. | am happy to check if there's any more to share with all of you.

QUESTION! But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we’ve long had a channel, but we've been working in this case through our Swedish
protective — protecting power.

QUESTION: But you have been In touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy to check if there’s anything more on that,
QUESTION: Are you In touch with Mr, Newman's family?

MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been, Let me see if | have the detail of when we last spoke with him - with his family. |
don’t have that detail for you. I’m happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facllitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given that this
gentleman's actually — | mean, he’s quite elderty --

MS. PSAKL; Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- 50 you would imagine that if = there would be concern enough to try and travel to visit him,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. 'm not aware of a request that they’ve made about that specifically, but we can see.
QUESTION: So all the attention, really, Is on this Mr, Newman. But as we've said, Kenneth Bae has been held for qulte a
long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, You're right.

QUESTION: So in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, | mean, are you
emphasizing because of Mr. Newman’s age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part of a
package that you think that they --

MS. PSAKI: | mean, we'd certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. in terms of that level of detall, |
just don’t have that. >
QUESTION: These American citizens being held against their will in a rogue state, they're hostages rlght?

MS. PSAKI: | mean, they're being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, 50 | don't know that |
need to categorize it further, James. '
QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?

MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

QUESTION: {Off-mike.) (Laughter.L

QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel,

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us ~ today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of the
Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps another
Geneva, where the Palestinian-Israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this suggestion?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | haven’t seen those comments from him specifically. | know this has been an idea floated out there.
Qur focus remains on the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're a facilitator in that effort.
There are certainly a number of countries who have,a great investment and great interest in the success — in a successful
outcome here, including the Arab League, includ:ng many other countries that want to contribute to growing the
Palestinian economy. But that’s our focus, not on planning yet another conference,

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, claims that the 20,000 housing that the
Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there [s - construction Is ongoing. Do you
have any information on that?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything new on that, I'd have to look Into that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: {Inaudible.}

MS. PSAKI: Oh,

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?
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MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this Idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but Just the idea of
internationalizing the process, would the United States - would the Administration object to an Internationalization of
the peace process? '

MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means. Obviously, as you all are well aware, there’s direct
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That's what our focus is on, s¢ certainly that's not a path
we're pursuing.

QUESTION: Well, | think that the point that - right, it's not a path that you're pursuing -~

MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they make is
that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to call it, of Israeli-
Palestinian peace talks going back decades.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: And you haven't gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. It's been one failure after another. Is it
perhaps not time to try something new;, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAKL: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should proceed.
We're less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that are engaged and
invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact with the Palestinians and
engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the 1sraelis in this effort. So our focus remains on the
direct negotiations, and 1 don’t think we’re at this point speculating on a different alternative forum.

QUESTION: Well, let me — okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Adminlstration that the United
States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logicat or capable, competent, credible
mediator for peace between Israel and the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKE: | don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that. We're playing a facilitator role which both sides are
comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with the Israelis and the
Palestinians. | expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we’ll continue to play the facilitator role as long as it’s
productive.

QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration believe that the United 5States still has leverage and influence with
1srael or the Palestinians? | mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr. Newman or Mr. Bae [n North
Korea --

™S, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Kereans and you would like to go through them, maybe
after you're done yelling at them about their air defense zone. But do you still think that the United States — does the
Administration believe that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we’re at this point because both sides
decided to come to the table. | don't think it’s about leverage. There’s ~ it's in the interest of both sides to come to an
agreement on the flnal status issues, and that’s what they're working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could 1 just ask — there was an agreement -- ’

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which wilt allow Israel to actually touch some funding for

scientific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research in areas of — in the West
Bank --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an - | mean, does the American — do America — does America
believe that this is a good agreement for the €U and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always mentioned that he
fears an increasing isofation of Israel on the international stage? .

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | haven’t talked to our team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see if we have any particular
vlew an the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And is — what is the message that Secretary Kerry's going to be bringing with him when he visits Israel later
on this week? '

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think he'll be talking to both sides about the importance of staylng firm with the timeline and working
through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the importance of
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coming to a peacefu!l end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he's meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu,
| they’ll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with Iran and having an ongoing dialogue about that as well.
: QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israelis and Palestinlans, since the resignation
of the Palestinian team? '
MS. PSAKI: | don't have any updates on meetings at this polnt I'lt see If there’s any more we want to provide to all of
you [n terms of specific meetings and timing of that.
QUESTION: But | mean, since the |ast time the Secretary’s been there, there's been another annguncement of new
. settlement construction.
MBS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinlan = it ust seems that without him actually physically there
holding their hand for hours at a time, that they’re not able to sustain it on their own.
MS. PSAKI: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. 5o obviously, we didn’t expect this to be
easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed their commitment
to seeing this through.
QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? | mean, particularly on the - actually, on elther side,
y whether it’s the Israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Palestinians’ full negotiatiang team just
giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if -
MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating - and that's a good example, The negotiating team — President Abbas reaffrmed
* his own commitment to seeing this through --
QUESTION: But it Just --
MS. PSAKI: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. 5o they’re continuing to move
forward.
, QUESTION: It just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that there’llbe a
peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be there. And so it does
seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together personally, and isn't there, hke, a limit to how much he can
] do?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through it every day.
QUESTION: Well, | meant more the parties themselves.
MS. PSAKI: You're right, but there also is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing to the nine-
month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods throughout the process. But
both sides remain committed to that, and so we’ll continue to work through it.
QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound fike — unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn’ t sound like since Secretary
Kerry’s last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.
MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn t conﬂrm every meeting,
QUESTION: Sure.
" MS. PSAKI: So let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.
QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he — Ambassador
Indyk, where -- '
MS. PSAKI; He's here. t saw him this morning.
QUESTION: He's here, Okay.
MS. PSAKI: Ckay. Let's Just do one or two more here.
Scott.
QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what's going.on in Thailand right now?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to politically motivated violence, We
condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise restraint and respect the rule
. of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tension in Thailand, and we are following the sltuation closely.
Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and seizure of
‘ public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences. We firmly believe all
parties should work together to resolve differences through peaceful dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and
rule of law. '
Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and — has spoken with the prime minister and opposition leaders to
also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in Bangkok issued a
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security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large political demonstrations may continue in coming day
- in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central Bangkok, and is advising them to avoid
areas of demonstration and to exercise caution.
‘ QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would accept
nothing short of her resignation. Is that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?
MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of course, have
seen his comments, but | don't think we’re going to weigh in further at this point, aside from encouraging restraint on
' the ground.,
QUESTION: Would you weigh In on the general amnesty bll! that the ruling party failed to get through parliament, which
| was one of the instigations for this?
MS. PSAKI: | know — | don't know if I've spoken to that in the past, Scott. I'd have to — | don’t have anything for you on it
at this particular moment, but ’'m happy to follow up post-briefing.
Okay, let's do two more here. In the back, you've been very patient.
QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation What's the U.S, response to the
Australian Government’s rejection of the U.5. company Archer Daniels Midland’s bid for GrainCorp?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels Midland’s
proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not - we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe Hockey has expressed
openness to approving an increase in ADM's current share in GrainCorp, The United States is the largest foreign investor
- foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment projects to date, and we look forward to working
closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and investment = stronger trade and investment ties.
QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up.
MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Did — unrelated matter, but has the U.S, Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?
MS. PSAK!: | don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to comment
on any of them. As you know, we're undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect to conclude by the
end of the year.
QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Did — was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial meetings?
MS. PSAKI: It's a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. It wasn’t one raised while | was there, but let me check and see
if it was.
QUESTION: And if it was, did - was - were you given any indication that this is the way your closest antipodal ally was
going to go?
MS. PSAKI: | will check and see if it was even raised.
Okay, let’s do one more. Go ahead, Samir.
QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?
MS. PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?
Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we’ll examine the document carefully once it is
finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian people, of course, will
decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a transition process that leads to
an [nclusive civillan government selected through free, falr, and transparent elections, and civilian government based on
the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open and competitive economy. S0 we will see when itis
transferred, and we will take a close look at it.
Bahrain.
QUESTION: Yeah, Do you have any view on the government -
QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the prohibition of religious
parties in Egypt?
MS. PSAKI: Again, we'll walt to comment on it untilit’s been officially transferred. Obviously, there are steps in there we
may be complimentary of and others we may not be.
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QUESTION: Yes, please.

. QUESTION: Does the decision of the — not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to be released?
It was yesterday or today.
MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. One moment, Matt.
QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it - If you just want to make it a TQ, that's fine,
IS, PSAKI: Yeah, that’s fine. | believe | have something on it for you. Let's see. We continue to encourage Bahrain to
take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors of society to voice
their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights
Nabeel Rajab - is that who you're-talking about - okay --
QUESTION: {Inaudible.)
MS. PSAKI: -- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months of his two-year
prison sentence and is scheduled to be reteased in May of next year, We remain deeply concerned about the three-year
prison sentence for teading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to protect the universal rights of
freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini society to engage in peaceful expressions
of political opinion. .
QUESTION: Do you think that he should've been released as was — as he could’ve been today?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | believe we are concerned about his — we were concerned about his three-year prison sentence, |
believe. Let me check and see, but | belleve that's what we're Implying here.
QUESTION: | mean, this is not the first. | mean, there have been several other opposition activists and so forth that have
been detained. | mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about Bahrain's commitment
to political reforms?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step — to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern. So | don’t have any
analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall relationship, but each time there&has been an
incident, we have certainly expressed our cancern.
QUESTION: Well, but each time — you say each time that there's been an incident. | mean, there’s a pattern of incidents.
! mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone,
QUESTION: Thank you.
(The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)
DPB # 196

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by
reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox
News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been sent or endorsed by either of them. No representation is
made that this email or its attachments are without defect.

23

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193240 Date: 12/06/2016




C061932311ED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193231 Date: 12/06/2016

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

[RELEASE IN PART B5,B6)

Fischer, Kyle G
L

From: Hickey, Lauren A

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:45 PM
To: Harf, Marie E

Subject: . RE: Urgent

Call me marie: ) B6

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Harf, Marie E
$ent; Monday, May 09, 2016 5:44 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Werberg, Samuel; Beechemn, Stephanle; Kirby, John Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y

Subject: Re: Urgent

And if needed, here's Jen in dpb on Nov 23, 2013:

- QUESTION: The Boston Globe was reporting today that then-Senator Kerry was a part of the talks in Oman, so | wanted

to know if you do have any general comment gn that. And also, given the time in advance of the P5+1 talks that
occurred, does that give any indication of how complicated and challenging this next round of tatks is going to be, given
that there was so much of a preamble before the P5+1 talks started?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Well, let me just give you — | know there have been a range of reports
over the last couple of days, so let me just give you a quick overview, for those who are
interested. So Secretary Kerry, when he was Senator and Chairman of the Foreign
Relations Committee, did travel to Oman in coordination with the White House and with
the Administration to meet with the Sultan and explore whether Oman could be a channel
for engaging with the Iranians.

There - we have long had many channels to communicate bilaterally with the Iranians,
including exchanges of high-level letters, bilateral discussions on the margins of the P5+1,
passing messages through the Swiss protecting power in Tehran, passing messages
through the UN missions in New York. And the Omanis, as many of you may remember,
helped facilitate the release of hikers — of the hikers, as well, several years ago. So that
was a trip he took when he was Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee.

There also have been, through that same line of communication, meetings in Oman = |
know they've been reported — that — with the Iranians to discuss whether there was a
channel for moving forward. These have been closely coordinated or we've briefed our
P5+1 partners on those. We've consistently told P5+1 partners and our Israeli friends that
if things developed substantively we'd — of course, it would be fed into the overall process,
which is exactly what happened. So that's just a quick overview, but certainly | can confirm
the Secretary’s trip there when he was — to Oman when he was a senator, and the
importance of that as a channel leading up.
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But one last thing and then I'll go to you, Chris. Obviously, the election, as we predicted
last spring — the election of President Rouhani, the new administration, the exchange of
letters with the President, the openness to pursuing a channel moving forward was when
things really picked up, and that's really what led, through the P5+1 process, to lhe
agreement this weekend.

QUESTION: What was the timeline for this when you said that the Secretary was in the
Senate?

MS. PSAKI: He went to Oman in December of 2011.
QUESTION: Thank you

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:42 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marle E; Werberg, Samuel; Beechem Stephanie, Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emlly Y

Subject: RE: Urgent

| Lauren, Beechem, can you call?

From: Hickey, Lauren A ’
. Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:41 PM

Yo: Harf, Marle E; Trudeau, Elizabath K; Werberg, Samuel; Beechem, Stephanie; Kurby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily ¥
Subject: RE: Urgent

Trudeau - | assume you are calling James? His deadline is 545,

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Harf, Marle €
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:41.PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y

Subject: Re: Urgent . .

Thank the lord

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:40 PM
© To: Harf, Marie E; Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norrls, Emily Y
Subject: RE: Urgent

Success - fully available on DVIDS { ]
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httgs:({www.dvidshub.net{videoﬂ10329ldai|v-state-department-briefin_g#.VzEDanR-ls

From: Harf, Marie E
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:39 PM

To: Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y

Subject: Re: Urgent

| was here then and don't remember any editing at all -

From: Werberg, Samuel

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:37 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Harf, Marie E; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y '

Subject: Re: Urgent

BS
+Emily in case | go out of service area again.

L]

From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:35 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth X; Harf, Marle E; Beechem, Stephanle, Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

This email is. UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:34 PM

To: Harf, Marie E; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Bringing together threads{
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BS
From: Harf, Marie E
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:32 PM ;
To: Trudeau, Ellzabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie, Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samue!
Subject: Re: Urgent .
] BS
| By the time of that press briefing, it was all out,
From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:30 PM
To: Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Harf, Marie €; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samue}
i Subject: RE: Urgent
] b
: Luke Forgerson from ODE looking into it now. | told him we need answer in 20 minutes. :
L I BS
From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:30 PM
To: Beechem, Stephanie; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John, Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samue!
Subject: RE: Urgent
B5

| n—

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Beechem, Stephanie
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:29 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Adding Sam here - he says he hasn't heard of it

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

| From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:27 PM
To: Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Cc: Beechem, Stephanie
Subject: FW: Urgent
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Marie — Any insight here? The transcript is online! B5S

This email 1s UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Rosen, James [malilto] |
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth X; Kirby, John
Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanle; Hickey, Lauren A ]
Subject: RE: Urgent ‘ . B6

At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psaki with the false statement made to me by Toria Nuland at the
2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this:

ROSEN: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P-S+1 mechanisms the

Obama Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct, secret, bilateral talks with Iran. is that
true or false? ’

NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P-
5+1 framewaork, we would be prepared to talk to lran bilaterally. But with regard to the kind of thing
that you're talking about on a government-to-government level, no.

Of course, the secret Iran talks had begun eight months before that exchange.

The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifyiﬁg the part that has been edited
out of DOS's video of the briefing on its website and YT channel.

We want to know why and when DOS inserted a white-flash into the 12/2/13 video to censor the part where |
asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland's false statement on the Iran talks (and Psaki in essence said the
administration needed “privacy”). '

All of this is obviously relevant in light of the NYTM questions about whethe?.Rhodes/DOS et al misled the
people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the Iran talks.

If we don’t hear back by 5:45p — we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to report it as such in
our 6p show.

James Rosen
Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole" -
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC .

{office)

{mobile) -
{ I

Author, Cheney One on One

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [hitp://redirect.state.sbu/?url=mailto:trudeavek@state.gov)
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:13 PM
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To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John
Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A
Subject: RE: Urgent

James, | am solo in town today - Kirby and Toner on road.'Adding Beechem and Hickey on this,
Not sure | understang Q.

From: Rosen, James [http://redirect.state shu/2ur=mailto] l B6
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:10 PM :

To: Kirby, John

Ce: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Toner, Mark C

Subject: Urgent

Need a call from one of you In the next thirty minutes or so. We are going to go to air with the information
below, in the context of the whole Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we'd like to glve DOS a chance to clear
It up. My contact info is below. The relevant info is also below, courtesy of one of our video librarians In the
Fox News Washington bureau. The basic question is why = and when - DOS censored its video of the

highlighted portion of the 12/2/13 briefing {26:58 into the clip) with a white flash, on both the DOS web page
andthe DOS YT channel. Yours cordially, James

....................

James Rosen
_ Chlef washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
(office)
{mobile)

|

Author, Cheney One on One

Highlighted below. The video posted online here
(http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://redirect.state.sbu/?uri=http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://video.state.gov/e
nfvideo/2886914568001} ends with Psaki responding to Ror's question saying “....and so that has not changed that.”
White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz talking again,

TRANSCRIPT:
1:54 p.m. E5T
MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy --
QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.
MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. {Laughter.)
QUESTION: And you wlll be 22 for the next --
MS. PSAKI: | wlll be.
QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?
MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, 1 have nothing at the top, so Matt, let’s go to what’s on your mind,
' QUESTION: Let's see. [ have a lot --
, MS. PSAKI: Okay. :
QUESTION: - but nothing is really worth starting with, so let's Just start with the Secretary’s trlp
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: Both — excluding the middle stop In Meldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you expect is golng

to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan officials there to talk with?
And then - well, that’ll be that one question for --
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MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be dojng a brlefing en route about the trip and about our visit to
the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details about who will be attending.
Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States and of NATO will certainly be a
big topic of discussion. But | will fet our briefers outline more specifics en route to Brussels.

QUESTION: All right, Well, | was going to ask about the Middle East but = as well, the stop in Israe! and the PA. But if
you're just — are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?

MS. PSAKI: | likely will, yes. ’

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind.

MS5. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan -- .

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.

QUESTION: Is - what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?

MS, PSAKI: Well --

QUESTION: As far as —is it true that --

MS. PSAKI: The BSA.

QUESTION: The - exactly.

MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume,

QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone — is on his way to Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: | don‘t have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our team on the
ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've made our position clear,
and so have the Afghan people. Signing the B5A soon is the path forward, as we've sald many times, to sustaining a
partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans in achieving lasting peace, security, and
development. That's the message that we're conveying at every level. And as we've said before but important to
reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We — deferring the signature of the agreement until after next year’s election
is not viable. it would not provide Afghans with the certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical
months leading to the elections, nor would it provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary fora
potential post-2014 military presence.

S0 we're continuing to convey that. Qur team on the ground is certainly hard at wark, { don’t have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we’'ll certainly let all of you know.

QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?

MS. PSAKS: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.S. and Afghanistan have
to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State Department Has any process
started on SOFA, signing of S0FA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO SOFA that they may
have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there’s the signing; it goes through parliament,
then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very familiar with, this doesn’t outline a specific number
for a troop presence, so there would be a great dea! of planning in regards to that that DOD would certainly be very
engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what they said. 'm not familiar with that --
QUESTION: Is December 21" the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin preparing for all
troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014,

MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, | will say. But on the trip question, well, as you all
know, a decislon hasn’t been made. You would know if it had been. It's not our preference, but no troops is certalnly a
potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our preference, but natural that planning
would have to take place for 31l different options.

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s doing or conducting himself the way
he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with him last week,
as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as possible, but | don’t have
any analysls of particular actlons or comments in Afghanistan.

QUESTION: 50 you think that he's perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the elections?

MS. PSAKI: | will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | don't have any other analysls on It.
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Do we have any more on Afghanistan?
QUESTION: Just the trip?

" MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --
MS. PSAKI: Yes.
QUESTION: -- could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et cetera.
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of Important reform steps In recent years. They have -
they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant export. But they have a number of
exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity
10 pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts here, but | believe he may be, if not the first, one of the first
Secretaries to pay a bilateral visit to Moldova.
QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement with the EU.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: Moldova did. So you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them something,
a sign of support,
MS5. PSAKI: Well, we had planned this trip — this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But certainly, they
have put a number of reforms in place and they're working hard on their economy and the - if — the Secretary felt it was
important to highlight that. ' .
QUESTION: Following on that --
QUESTION: Okay. Can | go over just to Afghanistan for one very brlefly?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we’ll go to Anne,
QUESTION: | was gone last week so 'm = most of last week, so what - did the Secretarv speak with Karzai before or
after Ambassador Rice was there?
MS. PSAKI: Let's see. He spoke with Karzai — President Karzai = I'd have to look back. | believe it was prior to her visit. Let
me double check that for you to make sure. -
QUESTION: So the last.senior official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice,
MS. PSAKI: | believe that’s correct, yes.
QUESTION: Just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would not, as had
been widely expected, attend the OSCE — when you said that, | don’t know, about 10 days ago or so --
MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole episode.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling Issues that had = it would force his cancellation. Are you sticking
with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy implications to his decision not to go to the OSCE?
MS. PSAKI: | am sticking with that. I'm just looking at Lesley here in my - corner of my eye. | am sticking with that. |
don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to attend and travel there
after joining us for the first part of the visit.
QUESTION: On Syria?
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmrm,
QUESTION: Is it --
QUESTION: Can you tell us the — ¢h, sorry.
QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade ~ charade, for Lesley - of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that not doing -
not going on this trip - not going to Kylv is a sign of displeasure?
MS. PSAKI: | will fet you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any more analysis or comments on it from here.
QUESTION: 8ut there was —
QUESTION: And one more quick one-on Ukraine.
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in Kyiv but in cities
around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21%, there have been an increasing
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number of violent incidents, including against journalists. We stress there is no room, and we continue to stress there is
no room for violence 1n a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue to call on all sides to maintain calm,
and on Ukrainian authorities to ensure that members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully
exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As | mentioned a little bit before, we stifl have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel there. The Ukrainian
foreign ministry announced that the ministerial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was -

QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine is a country that aspires to a democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell. Actions speak louder than words.

QUESTION: Do you — does this --

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic Council a
couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be following the path
towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Our view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have happened
since then, but -- '

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that’s what they want? | mean, it
seems to be that they’re demonstrating because they’re angry that the government hasn't taken this path that's been
laid out for them.

MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. | don’t want to
speak on their behalf, but our position hasn’t changed on what steps they could take. Cbviously, it’s up to Ukralne to
take those steps. : _
QUESTION: So - but, | mean, the United States is = if you don’t want to give your backing to them — at least sympathetic
to what the demonstrators are asking for.

MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so | don’t - beyond what we've stated publicly many
times, | don’t have any other further public statements on our position, which has been stated by Assistant Secretary
Nuland and by other officials In the past several weeks.

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on Sunday, and
given that they all seem, to a person, 10 be sayin'g that the government is.ignoring their wish to be more closely aligned
with Europe, isn't it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show any restraint? They're not the
ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets on the police. It seems they’re taking
the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

MS. PSAKL: | don't think | took sides. | think | said that [t's important for all sides to maintain calm, that there's no place
for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. 5o 1 don’t = | would disagree with the premise of your
claims,

QUESTION: What does this buitding think of the prime minister’s — call for his security forces to show restraint and
seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the demonstrators,
particularly in Kyiv?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think | Just expressed what our view [s of violence against demonstrators, so that's what our view is.
QUESTION: Can | - has the Secretary spoken to somebody In Ukraine, his counterpart?

MS. PSAKI: He has not in the tast several days. 1 can check if there's been any other calls I'm not aware of.

QUESTION: Because one of the big issues for Ukraine is tearing itself away from Russia and looking towards Western
Europe for ecanomic support. And one of the big things Is that the president of Ukraine is heading to China to look for
that. And if - | was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of - some kind of assurance or reassurance economically
that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support — and the U.5. would support any kind of
reform through the International Monetary Fund. '

MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we've made, which, as Jo referenced, Is - that our belief is that European
integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s democracy. That’s still our belief. That's
been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any other discussions. Qbviously, there’s a lot of — that's
going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that we have made our position clear.

QUESTION: And what is the building’s position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her detention. |
know this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of Ukraine getting into the
EU. So we've consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been
progress on that on the ground.

QUESTION: I'm sarry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?

MS. PSAKI: | said European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --

QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks? -

{Laughter.) .

MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave.

Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?

QUESTION: Still on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EV, Ukraine, and Russia get together to discuss some of these
problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilateral discussion to discuss the economic
situation and political differences?

MS. PSAKL: It wouldn’t involve the United States, so | don’t have a particular position. I'm happy to talk to our team and
see if we have a view on that.

Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let’s go to Margaret. .

QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that they’re going to
give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. Well, | don‘t know If it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you know, the United
States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s chemical weapons in the
safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-
deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We are in close contact with the OPCW and aur
international partners and remain confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of
course, the OPCW remains — and the UN - remaln the lead coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera.

QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we’re offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that financing and
loans, or -

MS. PSAKL Well, we've offered - we've offered in the — prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6 million to the
OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financial contributions and in kind, so I think we gave some materials as well. But
this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. So | would point you to them on the specific costs. This, at this polnt, is an offer.
So | think that’s still being worked through.

QUESTION: So — but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million euros for the
private contractors who would actually be --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. So is any of that money coming through the State Department, or is the
State Department topped out at $6 million?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we've said we’'d be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance. | don’t have any
announcements today of additional assistance we’re planning to provide, but that certainly is something we're in
discussions with the OPCW about.

QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying --

MS. PSAKI: ftisa --

QUESTION: -- {inaudible) --

MS. PSAKL: -- L.S. Government vessel, not a commercial vessel.

QUESTION: Right. .

MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of this — and this may be what you're asking about — which is the OPCW reaching out to
commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.

QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: So what — so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will do this?
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MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. 1 think some of it may still be work — be going through the process
of being worked out, Matt, because they've offered — but obviously, how it would be staffed and the materials and the
money — | mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.

QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?

MiS. PSAKI: | don't have a location. That's still being discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next deadline is — not
deadling, it's a target — is December 31, And that is to get all of the chemica! weapons out. But in terms of when the
next step would be, | don't have a timeline of that.

Anne,

QUESTION: I realize part of this Is kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer.

IS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warship, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?

{Laughter.}

MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. | would hesitate to answer incorrectly, I'd have to check on specifically
how we categorize it. | don‘t believe it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more specification on how we — what we
call it exactly.

QUESTION: Qkay. And on the policy side, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about to —fora
friend here, it ends up being the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?

MS. PSAKI: 1 wouldn’t categorize it that way. | mean, certainly this is 3 priority for the U.S,, as it is for the international
community, to destroy and eliminate the chemical weapons. The GPCW is still talking to countries, There are countries
that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we'll see how that all shakes out. And certainly,
we’d welcome the support or contribution of other countries.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priority among many nations who would also
share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when that — when the thing
was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing that
couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources. But they’re still talking to countries
about contributing and being a part of this, and certainly we're hopeful of that as well,

QUESTION: So if the question is: “Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this, once agam

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt.

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other countries that
have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity, They’re all going to make their decisions about what that
will = what will - that will entail, and we'll et the OPCW decide how all of it will work together,

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in helping move
this towards a resolution? Why can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKI: ¥'m not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute or what they have
not. Obviously, there are financial ways - there are a number of ways to contribute. We certainly welcome any country’s
contribution. There are different ways that each country can do that.

QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russians specifically about making an — a contribution?

VIS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it’s a discussion that's been a part of the regular discusslons
with Forelgn Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many jihadis that are
Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are you concerned about
these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and perhaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments speclfically. | know — | believe he may have been on a Sunday show yesterday. |
haven’t read them fully. We've — we're naturally concerned, as you know, about extremists whether they're going in and
certainly and if they’re coming out. 1 talked a little bit, | think it was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate
with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and efforts we undertake to make sure we're watching,
but of course we're concerned. | don’t have any other specifics for you.
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QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, that
have been supplying arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing them not to do so?

MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute assistance
through the SMC,

QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegraph, that says basically the Free
Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and have no interest,
really, in reaching a settlement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely with General Idris?

MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idris, we're still working towards a Geneva conference In
January, and we still believe there’s no military solution, as you know.

More on Syria?

QUESTION: Still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Or - go ahead, Roz,

QUESTION: Still on Syria, the Iranian Foreign Minlster Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera this morning. And when it
came to Geneva |l, he said that while Iran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in January, it would attend if invited.
My first question: Would the U.S. be willing to invite Iran to take part in these talks? And if so, what does the U.S.
believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil war?

MS. PSAKI: Well, no decislons have been made about participation yet. There's another trilateral meeting on December
20™ coming up that we'll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Our position hasn’t changed on Iran’s
participation or whether we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the Geneva communique. That's a
condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed at the next trilateral meeting.

QUESTION: But given the — that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been killed [n
the civll war to date --

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to Induce the Assad regime to, if
nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?

MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique, because
that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference Is. So, | don’t have any speculation on what leverage they may
or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them In recent weeks have been about their nuclear program
and moving towards a flrst-step agreement on that. They've not been focused on Syrla. And our position on whether or
not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva |, there's a great deal of value for Iran’s participation --

MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --

QUESTION: -- considering that it is -

MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Said. | don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But it's a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like Hezbollah
s0 on.

MS, PSAKI: If that is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian regime? | mean,
| know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

WS, PSAKL: Sure.

QUESTION: -- to Foreign Minister Muallem. Is there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but | don’t have anything specific for
you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some Eurapean countries are quietly beginning to --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. .

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, | think, the fear is that this is
just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- i's not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKL: Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We've — they have happened in
the past, as you mentioned, so | will se¢ if there’s more to report on that.
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QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or so, when
there’s been, like, varlous bouts of violence in Syria, that the iranian Government has said that there needsto be a
political solution to the situation in Syria. So don’t you think that Iran Is making more positive comments? | mean, | don't
think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a political solution. They haven't said anything
about President Assad leaving {inaudible}.
MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise = | mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing body. That’s the goal of
a Geneva conference. 50, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the Geneva communique, and --
QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a transition is far
different from the = than the Russians’ definition of a transition. So if the Iranians were to say, like, okay, we accept a
political transition, | mean, does that really mean that they --
MS. PSAK!: It's not just about a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communigue, which they have not
done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we’d support their - an invitation to them to attend the
conference.
QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between Shiite and
Sunni, between Alawite and other majer Islamic communities; that they're trying to, in their efforts, promote more
harmony, more peace. Does that add any — does that change the complexion at all, particularly in Syria?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak too specifically to an Interview | haven’t yet seen yet, and neither has anyone on our
team. Broadly speaking, obviously we tock a significant step forward with the first-step agreement on their nuclear
program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with, whether It's their involvement In
support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian issues, and so that has not changed that. | can take a closer look once we
see the transcript of the interview and see if we have more comments on Foreign Minister Zarif's comments!
QUESTION You're saying your.team does not watch Al Jazeera?
MS PSAKI: Well, that Is not true; we do. However, | believe there s only been a very short clip that has played of this
Intervlew that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all plavs
QUESTION: Beyond the interview, he's freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the other Gu!
countries. He wants to visit Saudi Arabla. | mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate their fears and actuall
encou[@ge them towards participating in Geneva If to make it a success. You must have some sort of a reading of this
effort,
MS. PSAKLE: | don’t have any particular reading of it for you, Said. Our position, | think, has been pretty clear on
l\.mrhether or not they attend the Geneva conference!
QUESTION I have another really quick logistics thlng On the December 20*" meetlng, that's Wendy Sherman and that
L i’'s the same Iteration?
MS. PSAKI: It Is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm!
QUESTION: Is that new or was that announced last week or something -
MS PSAKI: | believe we talked: about it last week as being the next meetLI?\—g"
QUESTION On China - (lnaudible)
QUESTION Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?,
MS PSAKI: Sure. Let's stay on fran and then we can goto China)
QUESTION On the 6™ of February in this room, | had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victoria Nuland ~
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm/
. .QUESTION ~ about Iran. And with your indulgence, | will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record and 50
you can respond to it‘r
"’Rosen: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechanisms, the Obama
Administration, or members o{ it, hove conducted direct secret bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or false?'{
“Nuland: We hove made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1 framework,
we would be prepared to talk to lran bﬂateraﬂy But with regord to the kind of thing that you're talking about on J_b
government to-government !eve.' no |_,
That’s the entirety of the exchange
As we now know, senior state department officials had, In fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateral talks wlth
senlor officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that polnt'
So the question today is a simple one: When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denied them from the
podiurn that was untrue, correct?

13

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193231 Date: 12/06/2016




C061932311ED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193231 Date: 12/06/2016
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

MS. PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that - you’re talking about a Februaw briefing, so 10 months ago. | don’t think we've
outlined or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I’'m not going to confirm others beyond that z;?
this point. So | don’t know that | have any more for you!
QUESTION: Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government- -0+
government contacts, no secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 672 Do you
stand by the accuracy of that?
MS PSAKI: James, | have ho néw information for you today on the timing of when there were any discussions with
arn.'r Iranian ofﬂclalsf .

QUESTION Let me try it one last way, len -5

MS PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION - and | appreclate your indulgence!

Ms PSAKI: Sure/

QUESTION: Is [t the policy of the State Department where the preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
toncerned, to lie in order to achieve that goal?

MS. PSAKI: James, I think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress This is a good example
of that. Obviously, we have made clear and lald out a number of details in recent weeks about discussions and about
a bilateral channel that fed into the PS+1 negotiations, and we’ve answered questions on it, we've confirmed c|etalls‘I
We're happy to continue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component leading up to the agreement that'_
was reached a week ago'
QUESTION Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as far back
Els March of this year, | don’t see.what would prohlibit you from addressing dlrectlv this question: Were there secret
dlrect bilateral talks between the United States and Iranian officials in’ 2011?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the Iranlans through a rangg
of channels, some of which you taiked — you mentioned, but | don’t have any other specifics for you today:
QUESTION One more on Iran?,

FlU ESTION: The Los Ange!es Times and Politico have reported that those talks were held as far back as 2011, Were
those reports Inaccuratei',

!VIS. PSAKI: I’m not sure which reports you're tatking ahout Are you talking about visits that the Secretary and others
made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?
QUESTION I'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian officials in Oman as far back as
2011 The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports inaccurate?,

MS PSAKI: | have nothing more for you an it, James, today.

QUESTION One more on Iran?l

MS PSAKI: On tran? Let’s just finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz!

QUESTION One of - one more on Iran, Foreign Minister Zarif said, directly contradicting the Obama Administration’s
contentlon that sanctions worked, he told our Interviewer that when the sanctions were first imposed, ‘ran had.200
hworking centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000, What is this building’s reaction to hls comment that
fanalons did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotlatlng table?;
Ms PSAXI: Well, again, | would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as reminder!
President Rouhani and others have talked about how the impact — how growing the ecenomy and putting an end 1
doing — bringing an end to thé sanctions is something that was a priority for them in order to help the economy and
the tranian people. There’s no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oil revenues, the impact on th‘tfr,
economlc growth writ large that there was a huge impact of - that there — the sanctions had an enormous impact}
and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the negotiating tableI
In terms of | progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at their
uarious facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns ‘about steps they were
taklng and progress they were making, which was why it was so important to come to an ‘acceptable agreement th‘?
would halt and roll back the progress of their program

PUESTION : Just to follow up on that, though -5

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION — Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of Interviews after the announcement of the deal In
Geneva, more than once stated that when iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003, Iran was
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:only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this therefore represents
the best possible deal that could be secured!
Isn’t it a fact that since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
Installed?;
II'M'IS ‘PSAKI: Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has made‘____'
progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That’s one of the reasons
lwhy.r we stepped up sanctions ouer the past couple of years. The President and Secretary Kerry were big proponents of
lthat We worked with the lnternatlonal community to do ]ust that to put that necessary pressure in place!

Erhe point | was trying to make to Roz Is that - what she's asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so that

was -

]'O.UESTION Right. I'm pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say — and if this is untrue, I'd

be grateful to be disabused of the notion — but the great butk of lran s progress in the development of its enrichment
program has taken place under President Obama's watch, correct?,

Ms PSAKL I'd have to check on the speclfic numbers. The -

QUESTION You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as —

MS PSAKI: Well lames, 1 thlnk what we re focused on at this point is the fact that we're now at a ) point where we are
halting and rolling back the progress of. thelr prograrn and we’re working towards a comprehensive agreement to
brlng an end to'it. | can't speculate for you what would happen without -~ what would have happened without
sanctions 1 would venture to guess -
FJ,UESTION {Inaudible} sanctlons‘_'

MS PSAKI: But they were being paired togéther, so that's why I'm bringing it into the conversation!
QUESTION But the context of the question was exactly: “The Obama Administration says we showed up because our
economy is failing apart. I'm here to tell you that’s not the case. We have our own reasons for coming.”

MS. PSAKL: Well, we will take a close look at his comments and we'll have more to say about them once we do.
QUESTION: Can | just go back to the Geneva meeting and -

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- December 20™ with Wendy Sherman?

ViS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: This is --

MS. PSAKI: It's that level — in terms of specific attendance, I'll have to just double-check that for you.
QUESTION: Oh, okay.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah,

QUESTION:; This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next — the comprehenswe agreement --
MS. PSAKL: Well, they also --

QUESTION: -- or this is the technical discussions?

MS. PSAKI: No, no, no.

QUESTION: No, this is Syria.

MS. PSAKI: This is — sorry, thisis Syria.

QUESTION: Oh, Frn sorry. .

MS. PSAKI: This is Syria.

QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.

MS. PSAKI: So this is the pre-Geneva. No, it’s okay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.

QUESTION: Okay. But | did have an Iran question, actually. '

QUESTION: But is there any new — | mean --

QUESTION: Yeah,

QUESTION: -- when is it that you're going to start to negotlate the comprehensive deal with Iran?

MS. PSAKI: well, right now, what we're focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the six-month —
QUESTION: Right.

QUESTION: So do you have a date for those?

MS. PSAKI: | don't yet have a date on those.

QUESTION: Or a place?
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MS. PSAKI: | don’t yet have a place. It's being worked through. Hopefully we'll have an update for you all in the coming
days.

QUESTION: And can | ask = | don’t know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to tran Is actually going to
visit Tehran tomorrow, | wondered what the --

MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen that,

QUESTION: Weil, | wanted a U.S. reaction to this following on to the question | asked last week about how far along the
line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we’ve already taken, which is belng
a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with Iran. Obviously, different countries are going to make their own
decisions, apd as with most issues, we certainly support that. '
QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it's helpful that the British envoy could be golng to Tehran?

MS. PSAKIL: | don’t know that | have that leve! of analysis on it. | don’t have all the details on what the purpose of the trip

is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make thelr own decislons about diplomatic
relationships.

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --

QUESTION: East China Sea?

QUESTION: -- secret negotiations with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: | apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret negotiations that
the U.5. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among £5+1 allies such as France, and then that
contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it difficult to reach consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction
to that or a comment on that? '

MS. PSAKI: | don't want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other countries,
but 1 will reiterate for you that this was — these discussions were fed into the P5+1 process, That is the process that we
ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+1 members, as well as our friends in Israel,
were briefed early this fall.

As to the discussions, we have atways been clear we've been open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that there are a
range of channels to do that through; that if apything got serlous, that we would certalnly be briefing our important
partners on that; and that's exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin?

MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can | ask about China?

. MS. PSAK!: Let me just say one thing, though, for James, It’s Important here too — and then 1 promise we'll go to China -
it’s important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani’s election, that in terms of
the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of — what an agreement could look like, that's
when it picked up. So | understand that's not answering your question, but | felt it was important to --

QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or who's
Secretary of State, If you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, I'm confirming a certaln set of
talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or. no, that a certain set of talks
occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If | have more details for you, James, | will - happy to share them.

QUESTION: 1 didn’t ask you — I'm asking for your thinking about why you're not addressing the question, not the

specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that are two years

old?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today.,

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? {Laughter.)

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. S0 as we know, the U.S. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply with China's

requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government. So does
“that mean the U.S. Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government?
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MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as | can be here because | know there’s been a range of reporting. It has

been ~ some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of — perhaps it’s our fault for not explaining it well enough. So we are

not - the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines. The FAA is the point of contact with alrlines, There

has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that | am aware of that has conveyed what has or has

not been communicated in that capacity to airlines.

There is - for safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a process

with the notices to airmen issued by foreign countries, as is the case in this case. Their concerns are about the safety and

security of passengers, That is different from what the U.5. Government policy is. It is not = this Is in no way indicates

U.S. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absotutely no bearing on the

firm and consistent U.S5. Government positlon that we do not accept the legitimacy of China’s requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It's Inconsistent with standard practice. And

their requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So | don’t know how much

more clear that it Is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so | wanted -

QUESTION: It looks like we received the statement or the Q&A from the State Department, so it looks like it's from the

U.S. Government. And also, you are saying --

MS. PSAKI: Well, In that statement, which | certalnly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that for safety

and ~ for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with the notices to

alrmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had been communicated to

airlines. It did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very familiar with the statement you're
" referring to, and there were a lot of ~ there were some assumptions made.

QUESTION: 50 {inaudible} -

QUESTION: Okay. It looks like --

QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?

MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to commercial airlines.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?

MS. PSAKI: They are. They --

QUESTION: Yes,

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: So — | understand that, but the State Department does have a representative — you're familiar with the

ICAD? ) '

MS. PSAKE: | am not.

QUESTION: Okay. It's in Montreal.

MS. PSAKI: Okay. .

QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal -

MS. PSAKI: Good.

QUESTION: -- if you ever want to go up there.

MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice.

QUESTION: It's the International Civilian — it’s the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you know if the United

States is going to use its membership in the ICAC to oppose this Chinese decision?

MS. PSAKI: | don't, v

QUESTION: And if you don’t know, could you ask?

MS. PSAK): Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.

QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese requirements --

MS. PSAKI; Well, it doesn't accept - yeah, the Chinese requirements, nght

QUESTION: Right. That's what you said.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Doesn’t that — if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they should

comply with it, how is that not accepting — the government accepting the legitimacy?

MS. PSAKI: Well, there’s a whale field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an aviation expert,

as it evidenced by your Montreal question. So | would point you to them on that.
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Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China's requirement is by the fact that the
announcement will not change how the United States conducts military operations in the region, which is something
DOD announced last week. And that is certainly a U.5. Government decislon to make.

QUESTION: So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not cbey the — or will not follow the Chinese
requirements if they're flying through this airspace?

MS. PSAKI: Military planes?

QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the ~

MS. PSAKI: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.

QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his plane, an Air Force
plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | am saying military planes would not, and that level of specificity 1'd certainly have to check and see
where that falis in,

QUESTION: What is this episode — what impact is this episode having on U.5.-Sino relations?

MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made clear our
concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announceéd, the fact that there was no prior notice. As
you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key
leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a topic of discussion, but there are a number of other issues
that we discuss both with China and other partners in the region,

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize this into - | wouldn’t put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it worked.
Cur pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have with Asla, with
countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice
President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia soon, that he was Just there a
couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of cur commitment to the region. And we work with
them on a - countries in the region on a broad range of issues.

QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less aggressive In its
serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against U.S. businesses and
government, territorial aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic Issues, we work with
them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue we're tatking about now, that
we express concerns about when warranted, and we'll continue to do that. But we know that the relationship is a vital
one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree,

QUESTION: Jen, could | {inaudible) for a second?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Is it fair to characterize the U.S. position as being that aside from the official policy, for the purposes of
safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate Incident, that commercial carriers should abide by the Chinese ADIZ
requirements?

MS. PSAKI: 1 don't have - I'd point you again to the FAA on more specifics than what | just conveyed. There are a range
of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our general position as a U.S. Government is
that we don’t accept China's requirements. And obviously, the military - actions of military exercises Is evidence of that.
QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two malin U.S, airlines are complying with = are taking steps to comply. Delta and United are
the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit of
confusionfconsternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S. commercial
airtiners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a —= do you have any kind of reassurance or any kind of response
to that?

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region about a range
of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been In touch with Japan and will continue to be. This is - for specific
actions of individual commercial airliners, | would point you to them or the FAA on any regulations.
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QUESTION: But — so you're not —~ but you're not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S. citizens on
flights that are flying through the area? .

MS. PSAKI: Well, certainly safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone. Obviously, there are policies
in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don't oversee airline regulations. The FAA does, so | would
point you to them,

QUESTION: {Inaudible.) Did the United States Government - the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or not changed?
What is the position to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We — China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though the newly-
annaunced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republlc of Korea, and Talwan, and includes
territory administered by Japan. As | mentioned, we - the fact that China’s announcement has caused confuslon and
increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concerns and the need for China to rescind the
procedures. It's consistently been our position and one we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there
was some confusion over the weekend about airlines and specifically.

QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still - not accepting China’s new air defense zone. But | wonder, like, Japan has
its own air defense zone, and also part of it covers Talwan. But it looks like the U.S. doesn’t say anything about it. So do
you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China‘s air defense zone?

MS. PSAKE: Well, one of the reasons is that they announced this without prior consultatlons. It was inconsistent with
longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of other longstanding air defense zones
of some other nelghbering countries.

QUESTION: jen --

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identification zone; it's just the manner In
which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. 1 think | have = 1've just consistently sald that we belleve they should rescind the procedures. I've just -
I've also stated a couple of times that we don't accept China’s:requirements. So { think ¥'ve made that pretty clear,
QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

QUESTION: Is the first --

QUESTION: In response to the — China's declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is poised to expand
its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United States? Would you encourage it
or discourage it? .

MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen those reports, or | don't even know i they're reports or if there's been an announcement. |
haven’t seen any announcement, | guess | should say. So let me check into that, and -

QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have mare to say on that.

QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called --

QUESTION: Jennifer, you talk about safety —

QUESTION: -- for the 20one to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change topic?

QUESTION: No. )

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there Is — they created these Air Defense Ident!ficatlon Zones, they've
asked for prior flight plans. So of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory process, and — but I don’t have
any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it,

QUESTION: [s it a real concern, downing an airliner?

MS, PSAKI: | don’t think | have any more for you on that question.

QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that guestlon that Roz had --

MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually Is directly asking the Chinese to rescind it?

MS. PSAKL: Happy to. Sure.

QUESTION: Thank you,

QUESTION: Well, at least --
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QUESTION: Apart from the speclfic concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its excessiveness,
at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any — are there broader
concerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S. concerned that the Chinese
are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in it as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other --

QUESTION: Right. But In terms of territorial claims --

MS. PSAKIL: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure.

QUESTION: Right, right. But In terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this Is the first step or could be

a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of territory and ocean maritime
space that It says that it owns?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t want to make a prediction of that.

QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --

MS. PSAKI: But —

QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior notice and all that
other - the safety concerns.

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area - territory administered by Japan, it includes
overlapping area with other countries in the region. 50 certainly, that does touch on what your question is here. In terms
of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certainly wouldn’t venture to make that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of these zones
over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?

MS. PSAKI; Well, you're familiar with what our position Is on that, and we’ve long --

QUESTION: well, that’s over the territorial disputes over the - it’s a question of sovereignty for these little atolls and bits
of rock.

MS, PSAKL: Mm-hmm. )

QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or is that a
hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they = If and when they do it?
MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at this stage in time.

QUESTION: All right.

QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that, China at the same time has announced they sent a fighter jet
against United States and Japanese aircraft last week. Did you comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | am not familiar with that specific report. In = where, exactly?

QUESTION: If it's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.

James.,

QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaration -

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly prablematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands a dispute
with the Chinese --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonvlolent way, wasn't it a kind of a provocative act for the
United States to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | would point you to DOD on that, but | would reiterate the fact that we have made clear that this
actlon, this announcement, is not going to change our military exercises. And that is an example of that.

QUESTION: 5o other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware — or has there been at this peint any
conversations that you're aware of in this — from this bullding with the Chinese directly? It’s kind of on Jill's question.
And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice President when he goes to —

MS. PSAKI: Let me check. | know we have expressed concerns. | mentioned this last week, Matt, so let me just make
sure you have it.

QUESTION: Jen, the — Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese off‘ual?

MS. PSAKL: I'd have to --

QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier.

QUESTION: Lu.
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QUESTION: Yeah.
MS. PSAK!: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a long time ago.
QUESTION: | know it does. And it was happening on Wednesday.
MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of discussion. Also,
Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador Locke has also been in touch,
of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the last couple of days, I’'m happy to check and see what else
we can read out for all of you.
QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.
QUESTION: New topic?
QUESTION: So It’s strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're going to
seek to resolve t?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day by day. | conveyed for you what
we've done and what we’ve communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps day by day.
QUESTION: But is that a kind of - is that a consideration?
MS. PSAXI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise. But obviously, we're taking this day by day.

"QUESTION: Can'we change --
QUESTION: New subject?
MS..PSAKL: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.
QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China’s argument is that we institute the ADIZ that cther
countries have already instituted. If you're saying that China does not have a right to do that, they can say, well, what's
good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed
to the way In which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of debate. And China has said we can get rid of
our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean, something like that could happen. But somehow - are you really saying
that you do not accept = you do not give China the right to declare a defense identification zone?
MS. PSAKL; | think I've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, so I'm not sure | have much more to add to your
question.

QUESTION: Just on another topic, Jen = sorry.

MS. PSAKIL: Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then I'm happy to go to you.

QUESTION: North Korea?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confesslon. Do you have any comments about that, any
reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest is - and let me do this first and then Il do the second part. On November 30™, North Korea
permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill Newman. It — and given his
advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may return home and
reunlte with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regardlng Mr. Newman's detention. According to the
report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his detention. We don't have any other further
information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given his age and health, we continue to call for North
Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean - that that apology was - that he wrote and that was released by the
North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he — and do you have reason to believe
that all of those things in that apology are true?

MS. PSAKI: We just don’t have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen, of course,
about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up In the meeting with the
Swedes?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there’s more detail we can outline for all
of you.
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QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?

MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?

QUESTION: Correct. )

MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why | am ahle to talk about him now.

QUESTION: Okay. So then if - since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your — whoever it is that liaises
with the Swedes on this -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: ! assuma it's EAP, but | guess it could also be EUR = and find out if Mr. Newman, in his discussions with the
Swedes, talked at al! about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession and when it was that he recorded this
orwhen it -

MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see if there's more we can share.

Go ahead, Lesley.

QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back in what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything today? And |
how long did they meet with him, and was it in a jail* Was it ina -

QUESTION: Guest house.

QUESTION: -- governmeant — 2 guest house? ’

QUESTION: A jailhouse guest house,

MS. PSAKI: A guest house. | don’t have many specifics on that. I’'m happy to also check with Matt’s questions and to see
if there’s more we can share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn't it include a -

QUESTION: But they did say — the Swedes did say that he --

QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?

QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was --

MS. PSAKIL: | believe they've spoken publicly about it.

QUESTION: — that he was treated — that's he’s being treated {inaudible}, right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well. So | don’t have any other specifics on it, but if there's more we
share beyond what they've sald publicly, I'm happy --

QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: | just want to get back to his confession. | mean, it is kind of written in language that kind of fits the narrative
that North Korea has been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this, Are you — | mean, there's often
times that you would say, iike, oh this person seemed under duress -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. )

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So | mean, I'm just — about this particular confession, do you have any reason to
believe that he did not confess to all of those things?

MS. PSAKI: | don't - | certainiy understand why you're asking. | don’t have any particular analysis on it at thls stage 1 will
see if this is something that our team is looking Into, and if there’s more we can say about it specifically.

QUESTION: And what is this building doing to secure his release beyond cailing for his release from imprisonment? |
mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- for the other American under detentlon, Kenneth Bae. What’s actually belng done to get them gut?

MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that's an important
component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea. We certainly do continue to call for his release. |
don't have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at this point to tell you about.
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf of Mr.
Newman? -

MIS. PSAKI: | don't have more | can outline for all of you, but | can check and see if there Is any more to tell,

QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese {inaudible}?

MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics | can outline,

QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of the United
States that have to do with Newman or — as a prelude to his possible release?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discusslon entailed
beyond confirming --
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QUESTION: Well, any —in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any details on it. | am happy te check if there’s any more to share with all of you.

QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we’ve long had a channel, but we’ve been working in this case through our Swedish

protective — protecting power,

QUESTION: But you have been in touch with the Nortl:a Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS.: PSAKIL; On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy to check if there’s anything more on that,

QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr. Newman's family?

MS, PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see if | have the detail of when we last spoke with him — with his family. |

don’t have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facilitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given that this

gentleman’s actually ~ | mean, he's quite elderly -- -

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm. .

QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that if - there would be concern enough to try and travel to visit him.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. I'm not aware of a request that they'veé made about that speclfically, but we can see,

QUESTION: So all the attention, really, Is an this Mr. Newman. But as we've sald Kenneth Bae has been held for quite a
"long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You're right,

QUESTION: So in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the retease, | mean, are you

emphasizing because of Mr. Newman's age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part of a

package that you think that they -

MS. PSAKL: | mean, we'd certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that tevel of detail,

just don't have that,

QUESTION: These American citizens being held against their will in a rogue state, they're hostages, right?

MS. PSAKI: | mean, they're being held by the governments The governments have confirmed that, so 1 don’t know that |

need to categorize it further, James.

QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?

MS. PSAKL: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

QUESTION: (Off-mike.) {Laughter.)

QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Okay. The portlon to the West Bank and to Israel.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

" QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us = today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of the

Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps another
Geneva, where the Palestinian-Israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this suggestion?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | haven't seen those comments from him specifically. | know this has been an idea foated out there.
Our focus remains on the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're a facilitator in that effort.
There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great interest in the success — in a successful
outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other countries that want to contribute to growing the
Palestinian economy. But that's our focus, not on planning yet another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, claims that the 20,000 housing that the
Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is — construction is ongoing. Do you
have any information on that?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have anything new on that. I'd have to look inte that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

MS. PSAK): Oh,

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKIL: Yeah.
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QUESTION: Just on this idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the idea of
internationalizing the process, would the United States — would the Administration object to an internationalization of
the peace process?

MS. PSAKI: Well, it’s hard to know exactly what that means. Obviously, as you all are well aware, there’s direct
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That's what our focus is on, so certainly that's not a path
we're pursuing.

QUESTION: Well, I think that the polnt that - right, it's not a path that you're pursuing --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they make is
that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to call It, of Israell-
Palestinlan peace talks golng back decades.

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And you haven’t gotten anything out of it. There's been no success. It’s been one failure after another. Is it
perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAK): well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should proceed.
We're less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that are engaged and
invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact with the Palestinlans and
engaged in this effort, There are many who are engaged with the 1sraelis in this effort. So our focus remains on the
direct negotiations, and 1 don’t think we’re at this point speculating on a different alternative forum.

QUESTION: Well, let me — okay, Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration that the United
States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or capable, competent, credible
mediator for peace between Israel and the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that. We’re playing a facilitator role which both sides are
comfortable with, There are other countrles engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with the tsraelis and the
Palestinians. | expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we'll continue to play the facilitator role as long as it's
productive.

QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration belleve that the United States still has leverage and influence with

Israef or the Palestinians? | mean, you say, [n reference to other questions about, say, Mr. Newman or Mr, Bae in North
Korea --

MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Kereans and you weuld like to go through them, maybe
after you're done yelling at them about their air defense zone. But do you still think that the United States - does the
Administration belleve that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we’re at this point because both sides
decided to come to the table. | don't think it's about leverage. There’s — it’s in the interest of both sides to come toan .
agreement on the final status Issues, and that's what they're working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could | just ask — there was an agreement --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow Israel to actually touch some funding for

sclentific research. There have been some problems because the EY wanted to bar all research in areas of ~in the West
Bank --

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an — | mean, does the American — do America - does America
belleve that this is a good agreement for the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always mentioned that he
fears an increasing isolation of 1srael on the international stage?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | haven’t talked to our team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see if we have any particular
view on the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And Is ~ what is the message that Secretary Kerry's going to be bringing with him when he visits Israef later
on this week?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think he'll be talking to both sides about the Importance of staying firm with the timeline and working
through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the Importance of
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coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he’s meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu,
they’ll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with Iran and having an ongoing dialogue about that as well.
QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the israelis and Palestinians, since the resignation
of the Palestinian team?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any updates on meetings at this point. I'li see if there’s any more we want to provide to all of
you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that.

QUESTION: But | mean, since the last time the Secretary’s been there, there’s been another announcement of new
settlement construction,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinian - it ust seems that without him actually physically there
holding their hand for hours at a time, that they're not able to sustain it on their own.

MS. PSAKL: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. So obvipusly, we didn’t expect this to be
easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed their commitment
to seeing this through. .

QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the read, though? | mean, particularly on the — actually, on either side,
whether it's the Israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Palestinians’ full negotiatiang team just
giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotlating - and that's a good example. The negotiating team -~ President Abbas reaffirmed
hls own commitment to seeing this through --

QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKI: — whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they’re continuing to move
forward.

QUESTION: it just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that there’libe a
peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be there. And so it does
seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together personally, and isn’t there, like, a limit to how much he can
do? ’

MS. PSAKI; Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through It every day.

QUESTION: Weli, | meant more the parties themselves.

MS. PSAKI: You're right, but there alsa is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing to the nine-
month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods throughout the process. But
both sides remain committed to that, and so we’ll continue te work through it.

QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like — unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn’t sound like since Secretary
Kerry’s last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn’t confirm every meeting,
QUESTION: Sure.

MS. PSAKI: So let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk is there now? Is he there? 1s he in the region? Is he — Ambassador
Indyk, where --

MS. PSAKI: He's here. | saw him this morning,

QUESTION: He's here. Okay.

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Let’s just do one or two more here.

Scott.

QUESTION: What Is the U.S. view of what’s going on in Thailand right now?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to politically motivated violence. We
condemn violence as a means to achieve politicat objectives and urge all sides to exercise restraint and respect the rule
of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tenslon in Thailand, and we are following the sltuation closely.
Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are Important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and seizure of
public or private property, however, are not acceptabte means of resolving political differences. We firmly believe all
parties shoutd work together to resolve differences through peaceful dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and
rule of law. ' _
Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minlster and — has spoken with the prime minister and opposition leaders to
also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the U.5. Embassy in Bangkok issued a
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security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large political demonstrations may continue In coming day
— in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central Bangkok, and is advising them to avoid
areas of demonstration and to exerclse caution.

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would accept
nothing short of her resignation. 1s that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?

MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of course, have
seen his comments, but { don’t think we’re going to weigh in further at this polnt, aside from encouraging restraint on
the ground.

QUESTION: Would you welgh in on the general amnesty bill that the ruling party failed to get through parliament, which
was one of the instigations for this?

MS. PSAKI: L know ~ | don't know if I've spoken to that in the past, Scott. ¥'d have to - | don’t have anything for you on it
at this particutar moment, but I’'m happy to follow up post-briefing,

Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back, you've been very patient.

QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What's the U.S. response 10 the
Australian Government's rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midland’s bid for GrainCorp?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels Midland’s
proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not - we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe Hockey has expressed
openness to approving an increase in ADM’s current share in GrainCorp. The United States is the largest foreign Investor
— foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment projects to date, and we lpok forward to working
closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and investment — stronger trade and investment ties.
QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up

MS$. PSAKI; Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - unrelated matter, but has the U.5. Government accepted private medical, legal, or refigious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to comment
on any of them. As you know, we're undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect to conclude by the
end of the year.

QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Did — was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial meetings?

MS. PSAKL: It's a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. it wasn't one raised while | was there, but let me check and see
if it was. ,

QUESTION: And if it was, did — was — were you glven any indication that this is the way your closest antipodal ally was
going to go?

S, PSAKI: | will check and see if it was even raised.

Okay, let’s do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we’ll examine the document carefully once itis
finallzed and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian people, of course, will
decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a transition process that leads to
an inclusive civilian government selected through free, fair, and transparent elections, and civilian government based on
the rule of taw, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open and competitive economy. So we will see when it is
transferred, and we will take a close look at it.

Bahrajn,

QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any view on the government —

QUESTION: A guick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the prohrbmon of religious
parties in Egypt?

MS. PSAK): Again, we'll wait to comment on it until it’s been officially transferred Obviously, there are steps in there we
may be complimentary of and others we may not be,
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QUESTION: Yes, please,
QUESTION: Does the decision of the — not to release this hOman rights campaigner when he was eligible to be released?
, It was yesterday or today. _ .
MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. One moment, Matt. .
QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it — if you just want to make it a TQ, that’s fine.
MS. PSAKI; Yeah, that’s fine, | believe | have something on it for you. Let’s see. We continue to encourage Bahrain to
take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors of society to voice
their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights
Nabeel Rajab - is that who you're talking about - okay --
QUESTION: {Inaudible.)
MS. PSAKI: -- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months of his two- year
prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year. We remain deeply concerned about the three-year
prison sentence for leading lltegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to protect the universal rights of
freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini society to engage in peaceful expressions
of pglitical opinion.
QUESTION: Do you think that he should’ve been released as was — as he could’ve been today? .
MS. PSAKI: Well, | believe we are concerned about his — we were concerned about his three-year prison sentence, |
believe. Let me check and see, but | believe that's what we're implying here.
QUESTION: | mean, this is not the first. | mean, there have been several other opposition activists and so forth that have
[ been detained. | mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about Bahrain's commitment
‘ to political reforms?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step - to take necessary steps te promote
. reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern. So | don’t have any
analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall refatlonship, but each time there has been an
incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.
QUESTION Well, but each time - you say each time that there’s been an incident. | mean, there s a pattern of incidents.
| mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone,
QUESTION: Thank you.
{The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)
DPB # 196 )
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The Allure of the Useful Lie 0

National Journal
Wednesday, December 03, 2013
By Major Garrett

When asked if it is the “policy” of the State Department to "lie” to keep secret talks under wraps, Psaki salid: “There are
times when diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress.”

The enigmatic Iranian nuclear deal may bring more cloaks and daggers down the road.

With concision and clarity utterly lacking in administration discussions of Obamacare, the State Department on Monday
called a lie a lie.

Under persistent questioning from James Rosen, Fox News' chief Washington correspondent, State Department
spokeswoman Jen Psaki admitted that her predecessor, Victoria Nuland, misled reporters when, in February, she denied
the existence of "direct, secret bilateral talks with tran.”

The question was Rosen's, and Nuland's denial was unequivocal: "With regard to the kind of thing you're talking about
on a'government-to-government level: No." .

It has now been revealed that senior U.5. diplomats—Deputy Secretary of State William Burns and Jake Sullivan, Vice
President Joe Biden's top forelgn policy adviser—conducted at least five secret negotiations with Iranian offlclals in
Oman's capital of Muscat. Top administration nuclear-arms negotiator Wendy Sherman also participated.
Administration officials later admitted that lower-level talks with [ran commenced in 2011 and occurred in Muscat.

This information now awkwardly marring the transparency table, Rosen reasonably asked Psaki [f it is the "policy” of the
State Department to “lie" to keep secret talks under wraps. “There are times when diplomacy needs privacy in order to
progress,” Psaki said.

The lie matters less than the investment in the talks themselves. They began when the U.S. was still fighting in Iraq,
Iran’s belligerence there and across the region was legitimately feared, and lranlan strongman Mahmoud Ahmadinejad
was bellicose and manic.

The March talks intensified before the June election of new Iranian President Hassan Rouhani, meaning the Obama
administration believed enough had been achieved with Iran's old guard that It could possibly seal a deal this year. Also,
the tatks continued even as the White House successfully pushed for tougher sanctions, imposed by its international
partners and Congress. This belies the overheated assumptions back in September at the United Nations that Rouhani
and his widely traveled forelgn minister, Mohammad favad Zarif, by themselves.were paving the way toward a thaw in
relations and a possible phase-one nuclear deal.

That means the White House has been playing the long game for some time, secretly taiidng and publicly sanctioning
along the way. The administration ¢an be accused of many things, but naivete and gullibility cannot be among them,
They know the old and new Iranian guard and talked up to and around Iran's Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei—
measuring his intentions, ambitions, and boundaries. From such calculations, big deals can be made. And the fact that
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the administration took these long-running measurements means it is not, as some have accused, falling for a fanciful
Rouhani/2arif "charm offansive.”

That doasn't mean the phase-one deal is an unvarnished success or unmitigated disaster. it is a product of continuously
sifted calculations on both sides, and it most conspicuously illustrates the limits of sustained economic and diplomatic
pressure applied by the PS+1. As the White House has made abundantly clear, these negotlating partners—Russia,
China, Britain, France, and Germany—had reached their own limits of isolating, punishing, and proddmg {ran.
Negotiations carried out with such partners, by thelr very nature, constraln U, S interests.

Russla has Iong-standmg economic and foreign policy interests, some of which conflict with ours. Preventing lran from
obtaining a nuclear weapon influences China's calculus in dealing with a nuclearized North Korea and its now publicly
declared intent to extend naval influence in the South China Sea. Again, China's aims are not the same as ours. Keeping
these two nations in the P5+1 harness was becoming increasingly complicated, as was maintaining European buy-in on
economic sanctions that denied Britain, France, and Germany millions in commerce they eventually want to recoup.

*Plus, the pace and Invisibility of Iran's uranium énrichment made the threat of it crossing the "breakeut” threshold too
dangerous and real to ignore. For the White House, the time for a time-out was now. Waiting longer could have left the
world, the region, and Israel with an untenable nuclear fait accompli.

“That doesn't mean there are not trap doors, the biggest of which concerns possible Iranian recipients of the estimated
v §7 billion In sanctions relief iran wlli now enjoy. As Der Splegel polrits out, those now unfrozen funds, or some of them,
' could wind yp in the hands of the National Development Fund, a benign-sounding entity that Western intelligence
agencies suspect supports two nefarious entities: Novin Energy, a secretive part of Iran's feared nuclear-weapons
program, and the Quds Force, a nasty cell within the (ranian Revolutionary Guards with a history of anti-Western
terrorist training misslons and campaigns (it's currently fighting to protect Syrian dictator Bashar al-Assad).

! What becomes of Iran's phase-one financial relief is 3 crucial issue for the U.S. to weigh—in addition to requiring full
compliance with the new inspection protocols of tranian enrichment facilities and the Arak heavy-water nuclear reactor.

This is why Congress is watching and threatening to wield the threat of tougher economic sanctions even as the initial
deal begins to be implemented. The House passed its bill in August, and it sits as a ready cudgel on the desk of Senate
Foreign Retatlons Committee Chairman Robert Menendez, D-N.)., should Iran dissemble or backslide. While the White
House makes great sport of opposing new economic sanctions, the threat reminds Iran about the price of
noncompliance—and that the U.5. can and will assert its sovereign forelgn policy goals even if Russia, China, and Europe
go economically and geopolitically wohbly.

The administration told what it considered a useful lie about secret talks with Iran. The key to phase one of the Iran deal
is for the White House to tell no lies to itself now about Iran's actions. It's equally important the adminlistration not lie to
itself about the value of its cloak-and-dagger diplomacy. Just because [t got us here doesn't mean It can get us to an lran
that abandons its equally secretive pursuit of nuclear weapons.

The author Is National Journat Correspondent-at-Large and Chief White House Correspondent for CBS News. He is also a
distinguished fellow at the George Washingtan University School of Media and Public Affairs.

Harry Edwards ¢ Press Officer » Press Desk « U.5, Department of State
2201 C St, NW Rm 2109, Washington, DC 20520 | ®:88:[ |
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bosey / Syria / ISIL

' AP: In New Push, IS Advances Toward Syrian City Of Palmyra. Islamic State militants advanced toward
the Syrian city of Palmyra on Wednesday, threatening to besiege the world-famous ancient site only several

‘ weeks after the government recaptured it from the extremists. Media allied with the group and other activists

' said IS fighters seized a strategically located but deserted rocket-launching site close to an air base less than 60

kilometers (40 miles) from Palmyra. LINK

NYT: Iraq: Death Toll From Sadr City Car Bombing Rises to 63. Iraqi officials say the death toll from a car
bombing in a commercial area in a predominantly Shiite neighborhood of Baghdad las risen to at least 63
people killed. Two police officers say the explosives-laden car that went off Wednesday morning at a crowded

i outdoor market in Baghdad's eastern district of Sadr City also wounded up to 85 people, several seriously LINK

AFP: Millions In US Aid To Syrians Suspended Over Graft Probe. The US government has suspended
millions of dollars in funding to several organisations providing aid for Syria after discovering they were
systematically overpaying Turkish companies for basic goods with the collusion of some of their staff. The US
Agency for Intemational Development's independent government auditor said it had "established grounds
resulting in the suspension of 14 entities and individuals involved with aid programs from Turkey." LINK

| Pravda: John Kerry Admits Russia Saves Tens Of Thousands Of Lives In Syria. Initial ceasefire became

: possible in Syria owing to Russia's efforts, US Secretary of State John Kerry said in an interview with CNN, In
the interview, Kerry explained Russia's vision of the political solution to the conflict in Syria may be
"workable," but it was Moscow's participation in the conflict that "saved tens of thousands of lives." The US
diplomat also said that nearly a million people were able to receive humanitarian aid. LINK

TR

NYT: Kerry Rebuts Claims That U.S. Is Undercutting Iran Trade And Investment. Secretary of State John
Kerry on Tuesday rebutted complaints that the United States is impeding others from investing and trading with

Iran despite the easing of sanctions against that country under the nuclear agreement that took effect in January,

Mr. Kerry said that some businesses were misusing the United States as an excuse. LINK

WP Fact Checker: Kerry’s Claim That Iran Has Only Received ‘33 Billion’ From The Nuclear Deal. This
was always Iran’s money, but the total amount made available remains unclear. But Kerry’s claim that Iran has
“received™ $3 billion since the agreement went into effect is misleading. That number reflects only what Iran
has transferred back to the country, and belies the fact that U.S. officials are actively urging banks to give Iran
even more access to the international banking system. LINK

L l

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193689 Date: 12/06/2016



C061936897IED U.S. Department of State Case No, F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06193689 Date: 12/06/2016

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Daily Mail: State Department Says 'Glitch' Responsible For Missing Moment From Press Briefing Video
When It Essentially Admitted To Lying About Iran Nuclear Talks. The State Department is blaming the
curious disappearance of unhelpful footage from an old press briefing on a 'glitch’ today as the fallout continues
from a profile that suggested the administration duped the press and its allies into backing the Iran nuclear deal.
Yesterday Fox News reporter James Rosen discovered that a portion of his 2013 exchange with then-State

Department spokeswoman, now White House Communications Director, Jen Psaki was missing from the video
archive. LINK )

a0

NYT (Sanger): Obama’s Visit Raises Ghosts of Hiroshima. With his decision to speak beneath that famous
dome, Mr. Obama is taking a step 11 of his predecessors avoided. Merely by showing up in Hiroshima, he will
have no choice but to navigate a minefield of conflicting memory, in Japan and in the United States. The two
drastically different interpretations of what happened have always pulled, sometimes in unspoken ways, at the
strong alliance between the United States and Japan that emerged from the ashes. LINK

=

Times Of Israel: French PM To Visit Israel In Bid To Relaunch Peace Process. French Prime Minister
Manuel Valls will visit Israel and the Palestinian territories this month in a bid to relaunch the peace process
following the worst flare-up of violence in the Gaza Strip for two years, his office said Tuesday. His visit, from
May 21-24, comes as France seeks to engineer a peace deal based on a two-state solution. LINK

Corruption

VOA News: Kerry To Face Questions At Anti-Corruption Summit. ...anti-corruption campaigners said the
top U.S. diplomat will get a message, quietly, but repeatedly at the anti-corruption summit. “He will hear the
world identifies the U.S. as the biggest non-cooperative jurisdiction,” said Cobham. Analysts say Washington
and London are taking the need for anti-corruption reforms seriously. LINK

Ryfes Department

NYT (Myers): Released Emails Show Use Of Unclassified Systems Was Routine. A review of the 30,322
emails from Mrs. Clinton’s private server that the State Department has made public under the Freedom of
Information Act provides an extensive record of how such sensitive information often looped throughout

President Obama’s foreign policy apparatus on unclassified systems, from embassies to the United Nations to
the White House. LINK

WP: U.S. Will Not Seek Death Penalty For Accused Ringleader In Benghazi Attacks. The Justice
Department announced Tuesday that it will not seek the death penalty against Ahmed Abu Khattala, 54, a U.S.-
designated terrorist whom prosecutors accuse of leading the 2012 attacks in Benghazi, Libya, that killed four
Americans. The announcement, contained in a notice to the federal trial court in Washington, clears the way for

a major terrorism trial in the nation’s capital, the first in the United States since 20135, barring a plea agreement
by Abu Khattala. LINK

WP: Clinton Aide Cheryl Mills Leaves FBI Interview Briefly After Being Asked About Emails. Near the
beginning of a recent interview, an FBI investigator broached a topic with longtime Hillary Clinton aide Cheryl
Mills that her lawyer and the Justice Department had agreed would be off limits, according to several people
familiar with the matter. Mills and her lawyer left the room — though both returned a short time later — and
prosecutors were somewhat taken aback that their FBI colleague-had ventured beyond what was anticipated, the
people said. LINK

2
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Fischer, Kyle G

From: Rhodes, Benjamin J. < ] B6
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 8:44 AM

To: Harf, Marie E; Meehan, Bernadette; Psaki, Jennifer R

Ce: Tiantawach, ¥ Dew

Subject: RE: Iran issues for today's DPB

We can discuss|

: -----Original Message-----

From; Harf, Marie E [mailto:HarfME@state.gov)

Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 7:51 AM

To: Rhodes, Benjamin J.; Meehan, Bernadette; Psaki, Jennifer R BS
Cc: Tiantawach, Y Dew

Subject: Iran issues for today's DPB

Hi Buys --
Couple things | wanted to flag. just wanted to put them on your B85
radar, ’ . -
BS
B5
I |
| 1
I H
!
- BS

1

*
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Fischer, Kyle G
-

P i A
From: . Rosen, James | ]
Sent: . Tuesday, May 10, 2016 6:12 AM
To: Harf, Marie E [RELEASE IN PART B6|
Subject: Re: The Oman talks began in 2011

Thanks for this. The really pivotal exchange was mine with Toria. And with Psaki, she did finally allude to the
need for "privacy" as the reason for the deception by Toria (you can now see the exchange with Jen again, as
DOS has reinserted it'back into the video page on the DOS-website, doing away with the white-flash edit).

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole”

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

(office) -
(mobile)

I )

Author, Cheney One on One

On May 9, 2016, at 6:14 PM, Harf, Marie E <HarfME@state.gov> wrote:

As Jen said on the record in this exchange from the Nov 23, 2013 daily press briefing - not only
eight months earlier as you said in your earlier note. And by the time of that exchange with Jen
that you had, everything about the secret channel was out...

QUESTION: The Boston Globe was reporting today that then-Senator Kerry was a part of the
talks in Oman, so I wanted to know if you do have any general comment on that. And also, given
the time in advance of the P5+1 talks that occurred, does that give any indication of how
complicated and challenging this next round of talks is going to be, given that there was so much
of a preamble before the P5+1 talks started? : '

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Well, let me just give you — I know there have been a range of reports over
the last couple of days, so let me just give you a quick overview, for those who are interested. So
Secretary Kerry, when he was Senator and Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, did
travel to Oman in coordination with the White House and with the Administration to meet with
the Sultan and explore whether Oman could be a channel for engaging with the Iranians.

There — we have long had many channels to communicate bilaterally with the Iranians, including
exchanges of high-level letters, bilateral discussions on the margins of the P5+1, passing
messages through the Swiss protecting power in Tehran, passing messages through the UN
missions in New York. And the Omanis, as' many of you may remember, helped facilitate the
release of hikers — of the hikers, as well, several years ago. So that was a mp he took when he
was Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee.

There also have been, through that same line of communication, meetings in Oman — I know
they've been reported — that — with the Iranians to discuss whether there was a channel for

1
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.moving forward. These have been closely coordinated or we’ve briefed our P5+1 partners on
those. We’ve consistently told P5+1 partners and our Israeli friends that if things developed
substantively we’'d — of course, it would be fed into the overall process, which is exactly what
happened. So that’s just a quick overview, but certainly 1 can confirm the Secretary’s trip there
when he was — t0 Oman when he was a senator, and the importance of that as a channel leading
up.

But one last thing and then I'll go to you, Chris. Obviously, the election, as we predicted last
spring ~ the election of President Rouhani, the new administration, the exchange of letters with
the President, the openness to pursuing a channel moving forward was when things really picked
up, and that's really what led, through the P5+1 process, to the agreement this weekend.

QUESTION: What was the timeline for this when you said that the Secretary was in the Senate?
MS. PSAKI: He went to Oman in December of 2011.

QUESTION: Thank you.

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by
reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox
News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been sent or endorsed by cither of them No representation is
made that thls email or its attachments are without defect.
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Fischer, Kyle G

l I .|
y . From: Harf, Marie € RELEASE IN PART B8
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 6:13 PM
I : To: . Kirby, Jehn
[ Subject: Re: Post Briefing Clip - WP - State Department’s Kirby: 'very concerned’ about missing
. video of Iran question from Fox News
So bizarre.

‘ From: Kirby, John
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 6:11 PM
To: Harf, Marle E

Subject: RE: Post Brleﬁng Clip - WP - State Department’s Kirby: ‘very concerned’ about missing video of Iran question
from Fox News

) Not really. Very strange.

! From: Harf, Marle E
: Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 6:10 PM
To: Kirby, John

Subject: Fw: Post Briefing Clip - WP - State Department’s Kirby: *very concerned’ about missing video of Iran questron
from Fox News

i Did you get any r'nore clarity on what happened here?

From: PA Press Clips <PAPre laMonitors@state.qgv>
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 6:04 PM
To: PA Monitoring Group

Subject: Post Brieflng Clip - WP - State Department’s Kirby: *very concerned’ about misslng video of Iran question from
Fox News

State Department’s Kirby: ‘very concerned’ about missing video of Iran question from Fox News

Washington Post

By Erik Wemple

Friday, May 13 at 5:06 PM EDT

High Representative of the European Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy Federica Mogherini and tranian
) Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif at a news conference in Vienna in 2015. {Herbert Neubauer/European
| Pressphoto Agency) ’
’ State Department spokesman John Kirby today said that he was “very concerneg” about the disappearance of\video
from a December 2013 briefing in which Fox News reporter James Rosen pressed then-spokeswoman Jen Psaki about
the administration’s messaging regarding negotiations with Iran. About eight minutes of discussion, Rosen reported,

mysteriously disappeared from the State Department’s site and from the agency’s YouTube page. In its place was a
simple white flash.

“| say this as not just a spokesman for the department, but as the assistant secretary of state for public affairs — that 'm
very concerned by this. And | have every intention of making sure that we look into it thoroughly and try to get answers
as best we can about what happened here,” said Kirby.
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The vanished video has a complicated provenance. The short story: Rosen In February 2013 asked then-spokeswoman
Victoria Nuland whether the United States was carrying on bilateral discussions with lran and was told no, Ten months
later, a_fter it became clear that such discussions had indeed taken place, he asked Psaki this question:

QUESTION: Is [t the policy of the State Department, where the preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
concerned, to lie in order to achieve that goal?

MS. PSAKL; Sarnes, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is'a good examp!le of
that. Obviously, we have made clear and lald out a number of details In recent weeks about discussions and about a
bilateral channe! that fed into the P5+1 negotiations, and we’ve answered questions an it, we've confirmed detalls.

We're happy to continue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component leading up to the agreement that was
reached a week ago.

That exchange disappeared from the above-mentioned sites. Fox News discovered the unexplained gap this week, after
a New York Times Magazine profile of deputy national security adviser for strategic communication Ben Rhodes accused
the Obama administration of misleading the public about when the nuclear negotiations with Iran began.

In answering questions about the gap, Kirby did not use the word “glitch,” an explanation trotted out this week by his
colleague, Elizabeth Trudeau. "There was a glitch In the State Department video,” said Trudeau at Tuesday’s briefing.
Matt Lee, AP's diplomatic ‘correspondent, today asked Kirby if he knew whether someone Intentionally created the gap
because of the “content” init. “I don’t have enough information right now to say one way or the other. And 'm not —

and | don’t want to get ahead of the process,” Kirby responded. State has noted that the full transcript of the session has
stayed intact over the years. :

A producer for Fox News came across the omission. He was working at the direction of Rosen, who told him, ™l want

you to get these two briefings — one where they lied to me, and one later on when | confronted thern about it,” Rosen
sald Wednesday on Fox News's afternoon program “The Flve.”

Harry Edwards » Press Ofﬂcer * U.S. Department of State

2201 C St, NW Rm 2109, Washington, OC 20520 | @:88: |
malito:edwardsho2@®state aov (OPENNET)
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Fischer, Kyle G '
-
From: Rosen, James { ]
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 6:59 PM
To: Harf, Marie E
Subject: : RE: Heard you're working on a story

M., This |s probably better addressed In person. So what works for you? |

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

{office}

{mobile)

I

Author, Cheney One on One

-----Qriginal Message-----

From: Harf, Marie E [http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=malito:HarfME@state.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 6:40 PV

To: Rosen, lames

Subject: Re: Heard you're working on a.story

. I ' You know that.
My job isn't dealing with reporters’ stories any more, except in a limited way on Iran, and | am very careful to not get in
the way of Kirby doing his job. It's not like you've reached out a bunch and ! rebuffed you. I'd always be happy to hear
from you. Also, | will say that the iast interactions we had on stories were different - for some reason, it seemed that you
had stopped believing anything I told you. It's likg something had changed - not taking anything 1 said seriously - and
then | hear that you're refusing to use quotes given t0 you by my colleagues at Treasury on iran-related issues, and | can
figure out what's going on. Any Insight here?

Original Message
From: Rosen, James
Sent: Monday, May 8, 2016 6:30 PM
To: Harf, Marie £
Subject: RE: Heard you're working on a story

Right]

James Rosen
Chlef Washington Correspondent

H 1
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Host, "The Foxhole”
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

{office}
L {mobile} |
i

Author, Cheney One on One

-----Origlnal Message----- _
From: Harf, Marie E {http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?ushttp-
3A_ redirect.state.sbu_-3Furl-30mailto-3AHarfME-
40state pov&d=DQIFAW&c=cnx1hdOQtepEQkpermZGwQ&r=iFlkgh19RhBsrSWIAY4oTWpvYCEn7q5gQ6dk-
IHG_liu&m=d¢ShUplven_efF_c3-ZCsgipadjQ7SKzyeZyb1flIMeE&s=ckohwipitmIM2GOWrZnGB7pywokjsviBkEo|3vn-
a_B8&e=)
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 6:15 PM
To: Rosen, James
i Subject: Re: Heard you're working on a story

I You only hear from me on irant | can't speak for anyone else at state, of course. But when you're working on iran and
asking about things | was a part of,  reach out, yeah

Original Message
From: Rosen, fames
| Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 6:12 PM
To: Harf, Marie E /
Subject: RE: Heard you're working on a story

Y

PS - | love how | only hear from you when you or athers at DOS are unhappy with my reporting.

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent

Host, "The Foxhole” '
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

) {office)

{mobile)

Author, Cheney One on One

-----0riginal Message-----

From: Harf, Marie E {http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=https://uridefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-

3A__redirect.state.sbu_-3Furl-30http-3A__redirect.state.shu_-3Furl-3Dhttp-3A__redirect.state.sbu_-3Furl-3Dmailto-

3AHarfME-40state.gov&d=DQIFAW&c=cnx1hdOQtepEQkpermZGwQe&r=(Flkgh19RhBsrSW9Y4oTWpvYCEn7q58Q6dk-
" 3HG_1iU&m=dcOhUpiven_eF_c3-ZCsgipddjQ75KzyeZy61f1)MeE&s=vS8WpnaVAN_Y2Pv2E-

003e_gvYR42¢nfQGJ47_ULkvB&e= ] ’

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 6:04 PM’

To: Rosen, lames .

Subject: Heard you're working on a story

2
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Happy to refresh your memory on timeline of when we said what about the Iran tatks. By the end of 2013 we had been
upfront about all of the history, going back to jk's work with Oman on setting the secret channel up when he was in the
Senate, All that history has been well-documented about when the talks started and why they eventually succeeded

rmoncell ]

This message and its attachments may contain legally priviteged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the
named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message {(or responsible for delivery of the message to
the addressee}, you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to anyone. Rather, you should permanently
delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mall. Any content of thls message and Its
attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been
sent or endorsed by either of them. No representation is made that this email or its attachments are without defect.
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Fischer, lee G

|
l : —
i From: ) . Werberg, Samuel ' - |[RELEASE IN PART
; Sent: Menday, May 09, 2016 5:31.PM - [BS,B6 _
| To: Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C;
Trudeau, Elizabeth K .

i Sublect: Re: Urgent

This was before my time, | BS

L

From: Beechem, Stephanie
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:28 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Ellzabeth K; Werberg, Samuel
! ‘Subject: RE: Urgent .

| Adding Sam here - he says he hasn't heard of it

This email is UNCLASSIFI’ED‘

From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:27 PM
i To: Harf, Marie £; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K
1 Cc: Beechem, Stephanie
Subject: FW: Urgent

Marie — Any insight !\ere?l B85

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Rosen, James [rallto] | B6
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM
To: Trudeay, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John .
| Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanle; Hickey, Lauren A
' Subject: RE: Urgent

Y
At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psaki with the false statement made to me by Toria Nuland at the
. 2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this:

1
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ROSEN: There have been reports that Intermittently, and outside of the formal P-5+1 mechanisms the
Obama Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct, secret, bilateral talks with Iran. s that
true or false?
NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the farger P-
5+1 framework, we would be prepared to talk to iran bilaterally. But with regard to the kind of thing
that you're talking about on a government-to-government level, no.

Of course, the secret Iran talks had begun eight months before that exchange.

The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifying the part that has been edited
out of DOS's video of the briefing on its website and YT channel.

We want to know why and when DOS inserted a white-flash into the 12/2/13 video to censor the part where |
asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland’s false statement on the Iran talks {and Psaki in essence said the A
administration needed “privacy”). '

All of this.Is obviously relevant in light of the NYTM gquestions about whether Rhodes/DOS et al misled the
people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the tran talks.

If we don't hear back by 5: 45p we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to report it as such in
our 6p show.

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

{office)
{mobile)

Author, Cheney One on One

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=mailto:trudeauek@state.gov)
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2016 5:13 PM

To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John

Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A

Subject: RE: Urgent

James, | am solo [n town today — Kirby and Toner on road. Adding Beechem and Hickey on this.
Not sure J understand Q.

From: Rosen, James redi te Jur=malito: |
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:10 PM s
To: Kirby, John

Cc: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Toner, Mark C

Subject: Urgent

Need a call from one of you in the next thirty minutes or so. We are going to go to air with the Information
below, in the context of the whale Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we'd like to give DOS a chance to clear
it up. My contact info is below. The relevant info is also below, courtesy of one of our video librarians in the
Fox News Washington bureau. The basic question is why — and when — DOS censored its video of the

2 ‘
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highlighted portion of the 12/2/13 briefing (26:58 Into the clip) with a white flash, on both the DOS web page
and the DOS YT channel. Yours cordially, James '

--------------------

James Rosen
- Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole”
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
(office)
{mobile) |
|

Author, Cheney One on One

nghllghted below. The video posted online here

nfvldeo[28869145680011 ends with Psaki responding to Roz's questlon saying “. and 50 that has not changed that "

White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz talking again.

TRANSCRIPT:
1:54 p.m. EST
MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone, Happy --
QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.
MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. (Laughter.}
QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next -
MS. PSAKI: | will be.
QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?
MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, | have nothing at the top, so Matt, Iet sgoto what's on your mind,
QUESTION: Let's see. | have a lot --
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: -- but nothing Is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretary’s trip.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: Both - excluding the middle stop in Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you expect is going
to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the B5A? Will there be any Afghan officials there to talk with?
And then — well, that'll be that one question for --
MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be doing a brieﬂng en route about the trip and about our visit to
the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have mere specific details about who will be attending.
QObviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States and of NATO will certainly'be a
big topic of discussion, But | will let our briefers outline more specifics en route to Brussels,
QUESTION: All right. Well, | was going to ask about the Middle East but ~ as well, the-stop in Israel and the PA. But if
you're just - are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?
MS. PSAKI: | likely will, yes.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind,
! * MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan --
MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.
QUESTION: Is — what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghamstan?
MS. PSAKL: Well --
QUESTION: As far as = is it true that --
MS. PSAKI: The BSA,
QUESTION: The ~ exactly. )
MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume, '
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QUESTION: |s it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone ~ is on his way to Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our team on the
ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've made our position clear,
and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon is the path forward, as we've said many times, to sustaining a
partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans in achieving lasting peace, security, and
development. That's the message that we're conveying at every level. And as we've sald before but important to
reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We - deferring the signature of the agreement until after next year's election
is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with the certalnty that they deserve regarding their future in the critica!
months leading to the elections, nor would it provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary fora
potential post -2014 military presence.

So we're contlnumg to convey that. Our team on the ground is certainly hard at work. | don’t have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we’'ll certainly let all of you know. .

QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzal in the last couple of days on BSA?

MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today sald that this Is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.S. and Afghanistan have
to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State Department, Has any process
started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: ¥'d have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATQO SOFA that they may
have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there's the signing; it goes through parfiament,
then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very famifiar with, this doesn’t outline a specific number
for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal of planning in regards to that that DOD would certainly be very
engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what they said. I'm not famillar with that --
QUESTION: Is December 21% the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin preparing for all
troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014,

MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, | will say. But on the trip question, well, as you all
know, a decision hasn't been made. You would know if it had been. It's not our preference, but no troops is certainly a
potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our preference, but natural that planning
would have te take place for all different options.

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzal is doing what he’s doing or conducting himself the way
he has? Do you havé a clearer picture than we do, for instance?

MS. PSAKI: | dont know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with him last week,
as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as possible, but { don’t have
any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan.

QUESTION: So you think that he's perhaps more concerned about his personat safety post the elections?

MS. PSAKI: | will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | don’t have any other analysis on it.

Do we have any more on Afghanistan?

QUESTION: Just the trip?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --

MS. PSAKI: Yes.

QUESTION: -- could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et cetera.

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of Important reform steps in recent years, They have -
they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant export. But they have a number of
exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity
10 pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts here, but | believe he may be, if not the first, one of the first
Secretaries to pay a bilateral visit to Moldova,

QUESTION: And also it comes, abviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement with the EU.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Moldova did. So you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or glve them something,
a sign of support.
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MS. PSAKI: Well, we had planned this trip = this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But certainly, they

have put a number of reforms in place and they're working hard on their economy and the — if = the Secretary felt it was
important to highlight that.

QUESTION: Following on that --

QUESTION: Okay. Can | go over just to Afghanistan for one very brlefly'-'

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we'll go to Anne.

QUESTION: | was gone last week 50 I'm — most of last week, so what ~ did the Secretary speak with Karzai before or
after Ambassador Rice was there?

MS. PSAKI: Let’s see. He spoke with Karzal - President Karzal - I'd have to took back, | believe it was prior to her visit. Let
me double check that for you to make sure.

QUESTION: So the last senior official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.

MS. PSAKI: | believe that's correct, yes.

QUESTION: Just following on the Motdova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would not, as had
been widely expected, attend the O5SCE - when you said that, | don’t know, about 10 days ago or so --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole episode.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, '

QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling issues that had = it would force his cancellation. Are you sticking
with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy implications to his decision not to go to the OSCE?

MS. PSAKI: | am sticking with that, I'm just looking at Lesley here In my - corner of my eye. | am sticking with that, |
don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to attend and travel there
after joining us for the first part of the visit.

QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: is it --

QUESTION: Can you tell us the — oh, sorry.

QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade - charade, for Lesley — of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that not doing -
not going on this trip — not going to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAKI: | will let you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any more analysis or comments on it from here.
QUESTION: But there was --

QUESTION: And one more quick one on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in Kyiv but in cities
around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21", there have been an increasing
number of violent incidents, including against Journalists. We stress there is no room, and we continue to stress there is
no room for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue to call on all sides to malntain catm,
and on Ukrainlan authorities to ensure that members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully
exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As | mentioned a little bit before, we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel there, The Ukrainlan
foreign ministry announced that the ministerial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was -

QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukrame is a country that aspires to a democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time wlll tell. Actions speak louder than words.

QUESTION: Do you — does this --

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic Council 3
couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be f'ollowing the path
towards joining some kind of assoclation agreement with the EU? )
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MS. PSAKI: Sure. Our view has not changed on that. Obvlously, there have been a lot of events that have happened
since then, but --

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that’s what they want? | mean, It
seems to be that they're demonstrating because they're angry that the government hasn’t taken this path that's been
laid out for them.

MS. P5AKI: | would point you to the comments of the demanstrators, of which there have been many. | don’t want to
speak on their behalf, but our position hasn’t changed on what steps they could take, Obviously, it's up to Ukralne to
take those steps.

QUESTION: So - but, | mean, the United States is - if you don’t want to give your backing to them - at least sympathetic

to what the demonstrators are asking for.

MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so | don’t - beyond what we've stated publicly many

times, | don't have any other further public statements on our position, which has been stated by Assistant Secretary

Nuland and by other officials in the past several weeks.

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on Sunday, and

given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be more closely aligned

with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show any restraint? They’re not the
ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets on the police. It seems they’re taking

' the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

, MS. PSAKI: | don’t think | took sides. | think | said that it's important for all sides to maintain calm, that there’s no place

for viotence in a country that aspires to a demacratic future. So | don’t = | would disagree with the premise of your

¢laims. '

QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister's — call for his security forces to show restraint and

seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the demonstrators,

particularly in Kylv?

MS. PSAKI: Well, t think | just expressed what gur view is of viclence against demonstrators, so that's what our view is.

QUESTION: Can | - has the Secretary spoken to somebody in Ukraine, hls counterpart?

MS. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. | can check if there’s been any other calls I'm not aware of.

QUESTION: Because one of the blg Issues for Ukraine is tearing itse!f away from Russia and looking towards Western

Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine Is heading to China to look for

that. And if = | was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of — some kind of assurance or reassurance economically

. that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support = and the U.S. would support any kind of

; reform through the international Monetary Fund.

: MS. PSAKI: Well, aslde from public statements we’ve made, which, as Jo referenced, Is - that our bellef is that European
integratlon is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s democracy. That’s still our belief. That’s
been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any other discussions. Obviously, there’s a lot of — that's
going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that'we have made our position clear.
QUESTION: And what is the building’s positlon on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her detention. |
know this was also a component that was potentlaily being worked through as an element of Ukraine getting into the
EU. S0 we've consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been
progress on that on the ground.
QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?
MiS. PSAKI: | said European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --
QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks? &

* {Laughter.)
MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave,
Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
QUESTION: 5till on Ukraine.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukralne, and Russia get together to discuss some of these
problems. Would the Unlted States be in favor of that, some kind of a trHlateral discussion to discuss the economic
situation and political differences?
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. MS, P5AKI: It wouldn't involve the United States, so | don’t have a particular position, 'm happy to talk to our team and
see if we have a view on that,
Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let's go to Margaret.
QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that they're going to
' give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. Well, | don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you know, the Unlted
States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s chemical weapons in the
safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently outfitting a U.S. vessel with fleld-
deployable hydrolysls system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We are in close cantact with the OPCW and our
international partners and remain confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of
; course, the OPCW remains — and the UN - remain the lead coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera.
QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we're offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that financing and
loans, or -- .
MS. PSAKI: Well, we've offered — we've offered in the - prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6 million to the
OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both®in financial contributions and in kind, so 1 think we gave some materials as well. But
this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. So | would point you to them on the specific costs. This, at this point, is an offer.
S0 | think that's still being worked through.
QUESTION: So - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million euros for the
i private contractors who would actually be --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. So Is any of that money coming through the State Department, or is the
i State Department topped out at $6 million?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we've said we'd be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance. | don't have any
announcements today of additional assistance we're planning to provide, but that certainly is something we're in
| discussions with the OPCW about.
; QUESTION; So we can understand correctly, it Is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying --
" MS.PSAKNK ItIs a - -
QUESTION: -- {inaudible) --
MS. PSAKI: -- U.5. Government vessel, not a commercial vessel.
QUESTION: Right. '
MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of this — and this may be what you're asking about — which is the OPCW reaching out to
I commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.
' QUESTION: Okay.
' QUESTION: So what — 50 DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will do this?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that, | think some of it may still be work — be going through the process
; of being worked out, Matt, because they've offered — but obviously, how It would be staffed and the materials and the
i money — | mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.
i QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have a location. That’s still being discussed. The timeline, as you know, Is — the next deadline is - not
deadline, It's a target — is December 31%, And that is to get all of the chemical weapons out. But In terms of when the
next step would be, 1 don't have a timeline of that.
Anne, i
QUESTION: I realize part of this is kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer,
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm. _
QUESTION: So is it proper to call thls a warshlp, or st a military-owned but not non-warship ship?
{Laughter.)
MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. | would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check on specnf“cally
how we categorize it. | don't believe it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more specification on how we —what we
call it exactly.
QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about to - for a
friend here, it ends up belng the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?
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MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize it that way. | mean, certalnly this Is a priority for the U.S., as it is for the international
community, to destroy and eliminate the chemica! weapons. The OPCW is still talking to countries. There are countries
that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we'll see how that all shakes out. And certainly,
we’'d welcome the support or contribution of other countries.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it shou!d be a shared priority among many nations who would also
share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when that - when the thing
was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing that
couldn't for a variety of reasons, whether it’s regulations or capacity or resources. But they're still talking to countries
about contributing and being a part of this, and certainly we're hopeful of that as well.,

QUESTION: So if the question is: "Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this, once agaln,” --

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt.

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other countries that
have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make their decisions about what that
will — what will = that will entall, and we'll let the OPCW decide how all of it will work together,

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in helping move
this towards a resolution? Why can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKI: 'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute or what they have
not. Qbviously, there are financial ways - there are a number of ways to contribute. We certainly welcome any country’s
contribution. There are different ways that each country can do that.

QUESTION: Are you In touch with the Russians specifically about making an — a contribution?

MS. PSAKI: Fm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if It's a discussion that's been a part of the regular discussions
with Foreign Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many jihadis that are
Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are you concerned about
these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the Unlted States and perhaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments specifically. | know - | belleve he may have been on a Sunday show yesterday., |
haven’t read them fully. We've — we’re naturally concerned, as you know, about extremists whether they’re going in and
certainly and if they’re coming out. | talked a little bit, | think it was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate
with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and efforts we undertake to make sure we're watching,
but of course we're concerned. | don’t have any other specifics for you.

QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, that
have been supplying arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing them not to do so?

MS. PSAKI: We have conslistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute assistance
through the-SMC.

QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegroph, that says basically the Free
Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and have no interest,
really, in reaching a settlement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely with General ldris?

MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idris, we're still working towards a Geneva conference in
January, and we still believe there's no military solution, as you know.

More on Syria?

QUESTION: Still on Syria.

M5. PSAKI: Or - go ahead, Roz,

QUESTION: 5till on Syria, the Iranlan Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al fazeera this morning. And when it
came to Geneva ll, he said that while Iran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in January, it would attend if invited.
My first question: Would the U.S. be willlng to invite Iran to take part in these talks? And if so, what does the U.S.
believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil war?

MS. PSAKE: Well, no decisions have been made about participation yet. There’s another trilateral meeting on December
20™ coming up that we'll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Qur position hasn’t changed on Iran’s
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participation or whether we belleve they should be invited. They have not endorsed the Geneva communigue. That’s a
condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed at the next trilateral meeting,

QUESTION: But given the - that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been killed in
the civil war to date --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: - is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad regime to, if
nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?

MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique, bacause
that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, 1 don’t have any speculation on what leverage they may
or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been about thelr nuclear program
and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They've not been focused on Syria. And our position on whether or
not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva |, there’s a great deal of value for Iran’s participation --

MS., PSAKI: Well, we’d have to --

QUESTION: -- considering that it is --

MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Sald. | don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But lt s a very ally of the reglme. It supports other elements that help the reglme in its fight, like Hezbollah
soon,

MS. PSAKI: If that is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian regime? I mean,
| know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

S, PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: -- to Forelgn Minister Muallem. 15 there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channets, but | don’t have anything specific for
you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European ¢ountries are quletly beginning to --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, | think, the fear is that this is
just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- it's not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKI: Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We've - they have happened in
the past, as you mentioned, 50 ! will see if there’s more to report on that.

QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or so, when
there's been, like, various bouts of viclence In Syria, that the Iranian Government has said that there needs to be a
political solutlon to the situation in Syria. So don’t you think that Iran is making more positive comments? | mean, | don’t
think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a political solution. They haven't said anything
about President Assad leaving (inaudible).

MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise ~ i mean the whole goal Is to create a transitional governing body. That's the goal of
a Geneva conference. So, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the Geneva communique, and --
QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a transition Is far
different from the — than the Russians’ definitlon of a transition. So if the Iranians were 10 say, like, okay, we accept a
political transition, | mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communlique, which they have not
done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we'd support thelr - an Invitation to them to attend the
conference,

QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between Shiite and
Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they're trying to, in thelr efforts, promote more
harmony, more peace, Does that add any - does that change the complexion at all, particularly in Syria?

MS. PSAKI: | don't want to speak too specifically to an interview | haven’t yet seen yet, and neither has anyone on our
team. Broadly speaking, obviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step agreement on their nuclear
program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with, whether it’s their involvement in
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support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian issues, and so that has not changed that. I can take a closer look once we
see the transcript of the Interview and see if we have more comments on Foreign Minister Zarif's comments!
QUESTION You're saying your team does not watch Al Jazeera?
MS PSAKI: Well, that is not true; wé do. However, | believe there's only been a very short clip that has played of this
Intervlew that 'm sure will get Iots of attention once It all plavz'..r
QUESTION Beyond the interview, he’s freelv reachlng out. He visited Kuwait, He's reaching out to the other Gulf
countries He wants to visit Saudi Arabia. | mean, there Is an effort underway to alleviate their fears and actua!ly
encourage themn towards participatlng in Geneva Il to make it a success. You must have some sort of a reading of this
effort
MS PSAKI: | don't have any particular réading of it for you, Said. Our position, | think, has been pretty clear on
whether or not they attend the Geneva conference!
QUESTION | have another really quick logistics thlng On the December 20" meeting, that’s Wendy Sherman and that
it’s the same iteration?
MS PSAKI: It Is that level, Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm.
QUESTION Is that new or was that announced last week or something -2
MS PSAKI: | believe we talked about It [ast week as being the next rl'leet'ﬁ
qucsnon On China - {inaudible)!
QUESTION Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?
MS. PSAKI: Sure, Let's stay on Iran and then we can go to China)
QUESTION On the 6™ of February In this room, | had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victorla Nuland -
Ms PSAKI: Mm-hmm!
QUESTION -- about Iran. And with your Indulgence, | will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record and so
you can respond to it!

#,

| Rosen: There have been reports thot intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechanisms, the Obamo
Adm!nistratfon, or members of It, have conducted direct secret bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or fofse?”,
“Nuland: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1 framework,
we would be prepared to talk to Iran bh'otero!.'y But with regard to the kind of thing that you're talking about on a
govemment-ro-government level, n[gJ

That’s the entirety of the exchange,

As we now know, senior state department officlals had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateral talks with
sentor officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that polnt'
So the question today is a simple one: When the briefer was asked about those tatks and flatly denied them from the
podlum, that was untrue, correct?

MS PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that — you're talking about a February briefing, so 10 maonths ago. ) don’t think we’ ve_
outlmed or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I'm not going to confirm others beyond that at
this point. So | don’t know that | have any more for you!

PUES‘I’ION Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-to-
govemment contacts, no secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 6"'? Do you
stand by the accuracy of that?

MS PSAKI: James, | have no new information for you today on the tiring of when there were any discussions with
any Iranian oi‘ﬂcialsI
QUESTION Let me try it one last way, Jen -
MS. PSAKI: Okay!
QUESTION -- and | appreciate your indulgence!

MS PSAKI: Sure! i

QUESTION Is it the policy of the State Department, where the preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
concerned to lie in order to achieve that goal?

MS PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good example
of that. Obviously, we have made ctear and lald out a number of details In recent weeks about discussions and about
a bilateral channel that fed into the P5+1 negotlations, and we‘ve answered questions on it, we've confirmed: detalls‘
We're happy to contmue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component leading up to the agreement that
was reached a week ago
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QUESTION: Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such tatks, at least as far bacli
as March of this year, | don’t see what would prohibit you from addressing dlrectly this question: Were there secret
dlrect bilateral talks between the United States and iranian officials in 2011?
MS PSAKI: | don’t have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the ranians through a range
of channels, some of which you talked — you mentioned, but ! don’t have any other specifics for you toda\rr
QUESTION One more on Iran?

'QUESTION The Los Angeles T!mes and Politico have reported that those talks were held as far back as 2011, Were

those reports lnaccurate?

iW'IS PSAKI: m not sure which reports you're talking about. Are you talking about visits that the Secretary and others
rnade to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?
QUESTION I'm talking about U.5. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian officlals in Oman as far back as
2011 The Los Angeles Times and Pofitico have reported those meetings. Were those reports Inaccurate?,

MS PSAKI: | have nothing more for you on it, James, toc:l:wr

QUESTION One more on lran?

MS PSAKI: On Iran? Let’s just finish tran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz!

O.UESTION One of — one more on Iran. Foreign Minister Zarif sald, directly contradicting the Obama Admimstratwr@
contentlon that sanctions worked, he told our interviewer that when the sanctions were first imposed, Iran had 200
worklng ‘centrifuges. Teday, they have more than 19,000. What is this bulldmg’s reaction to his comment that
sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotiating table?.
‘MS PSAKI: Well, again, | would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, Just as reminder)
Presldent Rouhani and others have talked about how the Impact - how growling the economy and putting an em
'doung bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was a priority for them in'order to help the economy aml._l
the {ranian people. There's no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oll revenues, the impact on their,
economic growth writ large that there was a huge impact of — that there - the sanctions had an enormous impact!
and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the negotiating table'_
In terms of progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at thelr
Ivarious facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns about steps they were
taking and progress they were making, which was why it was so Important to come to an acceptable agreement that
'would halt and roll back the progress of their program'
QUESTION lust to follow up on that, though -

MS PSAKI: Mm- hmm

lQUESTIC)N - Secretarv Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal in
Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached 9ut to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003, Iran was
'only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this therefore represents
the best possible deal that could be seCur.c.'r.!.l
Isn t It a fact that since the Obama-Blden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
tnstalled?

MS PSAKI: Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has made
progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That's one of the reasons
why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years, The President and Secretary Kerry were big proponents of,
&hat We worked with the international community to do just that to put that necessary pressure in place!

|The p?mt | was trying to make to Roz is that — what she's asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so that
was -
QUESTION Right. I’'m pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say - and if this is untrue, I'd
be grateful to be disabused of the notion — but the great bulk of lran s progress in the develapment of its enrichment
program has taken place under President Obama’s watch, correct?
MS PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specific numbers, The —
QUESTION You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as -
Ms PSAKI: Well, James, | think what we're focused on at this polnt is the fact that we're now at a point where we are
halting and rolling back the progress of their program and we’re working towards a comprehensive agreement to
hring an end to it. | can’t speculate for you what would happen without — what would have happened without
sanctions. | would venture to guess --

[H
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O.UESTION {tnaudible) sanctions: -

MS. PSAKI: But they were belng paired together, so that’s why I'm bringing it into the conversation}

QUESTION But the context of the question was exactly “The Obama Administration says we showed up because our
economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that’s not the case. We have our own reasons for coming.” '
MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a close look at his comments and we'll have more to say about them once we do.

* QUESTION: Can | just go back to the Geneva meeting and -

MS. PSAKI: Sure. -

QUESTION: -- December 20™ with Wendy Sherman?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: This is --

MS. PSAKI: It's that level = in terms of specific attendance, I’ II have to just double-check that for you.
QUESTION: Oh, okay.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah. ] .
QUESTION: This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next - the comprehensive agreement --
MS. PSAKI: Well, they also --

QUESTION: -- or this s the technica| discussions?

MS. PSAKI: No, no, no.

QUESTION: No, this is Syria.

MS. PSAKI: This is — sorry, this is Syna

QUESTION: Oh, I'm sorry.

MS. PSAKI: This is Syria. .

. QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.

MS. PSAKI: 50 this is the pre-Geneva. No, it's okay. 1t’s confusing. Lots of Genevas.

QUESTION: Okay. But 1 did have an Iran question, actually.

QUESTION: But is there any new - | mean -

QUESTION: Yeah,

QUESTION: -- when is it that you're going to start to negotiate the comprehensive deal with Iran?

MS. PSAKI: Well, right now, what we’re focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the six-month --
QUESTION: Right.

QUESTION: So do you have a date for those?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t yet have a date on those.

QUESTION: Or a place?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t yet have a place. It’s being worked through. Hopefully we’ll have an update for you all in the coming
days.

QUESTION: And can i ask - | don’t know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to Iran is actually going to
visit Tehran tomorrow. | wondered what the -
"MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen that.

QUESTION: Well, | wanted a U.S. reaction to this following on to the guestion | asked last week about how far along the -
line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. I still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we've already taken, which is being
a part of the PS+1 agreement on the first step here with Ifan. Obviously, different countrles are going to make their own
decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it’s helpful that the British envoy could be going to Tehran?
5. PSAKI: | don’t know that | have that level of analysis on it. | don’t have all the details on what the purpose of the trip
Is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make their own decisions about diplomatic .
relationships.

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --

QUESTION: East China Sea?

QUESTION: -- secret negotiations with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: | apologize if you' ve already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret negotiations that
the U.S. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as France, and then that
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contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it difficult to reach consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction
to that or a comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other countrles,
but | will reiterate for you that this was - these discussions were fed into the PS5+1 process. That is the process that we
ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+1 members, as well as our friends in Israel,
were briefed eariy this fall. : ’ .

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we've b_een open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that there are a
range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our important
partners on that; and that's exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin? -

MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can | ask about China?

MS. PSAKI: Let me just say one thing, though, for James. It's important here too - and then | promise we'll go to China —
it's important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani’s election, that in terms of
the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of —what an agreement could look like, that's
when it picked up. 50 | understand that's not answering your question, but | felt it was Important to -

QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or who's
Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, i'm confirming a certain set of
talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no, that a certain set of talks
occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If | have more detalls for you, James, | will = happy to share them.

QUESTION: ) didn’t ask you -~ I'm asking for your thinking about why you're not addressing the question, not the
specifics of the meetings. What is It that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that are two years
‘old?

MS. PSAKI: F'm not golng to do a psychiatrist chalr today.

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? {Laughter.}

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. So as we know, the U.5. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply with China’s
requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government. So does
that mean the U.5. Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government?

MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely-as clear as | can be here because | know there’s been a range of reporting. It has
been - some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of = perhaps it’s our fault for not explaining it well enough. 50 we are
not ~ the State Department is not the polnt of contact with airlines, The FAA is the point of contact with airlines, There
has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that | am aware of that has conveyed what has or has
not been communlicated in that capacity to airlines. '
There is - for safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a process
with the notices to airmen issued by foreign countries, as Is the case in this case. Their concerns are about the safety and
security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S. Government policy Ts. It is not — this Is in no way Indicates
U.S. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absolutely no bearing on the
firm and consistent U.S. Goevernment position that we do not accept the legitimacy of China’s requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It's inconsistent with standard practice. And
their requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So | don't know how much
more clear that It is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so | wanted -

QUESTION: It looks like we received the statement or the Q&A from the State Department, so it looks like it's from the
U.S. Government. And also, you are saying --

MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which I certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there Is that for safety
and - for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with the notices to
airmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that - anything specific about what had been communicatéd to
airlines. It did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very familiar with the statement you're
referring to, and there were a Iot of - there were some assumptions made.

QUESTION: So {inaudible) --
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QUESTION: Okay. It looks like --
QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?
MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did net communicate to commercial airlines.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?
MS. PSAKI: They are. They -
QUESTION: Yes.
MS. PSAKI: Centainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however, {Laughter.}
QUESTION: So — | understand that, but the $tate Department does have a representative — you're familiar with the
ICAQ? '
MS. PSAKI: | am not.
QUESTION: Okay. It'sin Montreal
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal --
MS. PSAKI: Good.
QUESTION: -- if you ever want to go up there,
MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice,
QUESTION: It's the International Civilian - it's the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you know if the United
States is going to use its membership in the ICAO to oppose this Chinese decision?
MS. PSAKI: I don't,

» QUESTION: And if you don’t know, could you ask?
MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.
QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese requirements --
MS. PSAKI: Well, it doesn’t accept — yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.
QUESTION: Right. That's what you said.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Doesn’t that —if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they should
comply with it, how is that not accepting — the governmant accepting the legitimacy?
MS. PSAKI: Well, there's a whole field of regulatlons and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an aviatlon expert,
as it evidenced by your Montreal question. So | would point you to them on that.
‘Evidence of the fact that the U.5. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
announcement wlll not change how the United States conducts military operations In the region, which is something
DOD announced last week. And that is certainly a U.S. Government decision to make,
QUESTION: So does that mean that U.5. Government planes will not obev the = or will not follow the Chinese
requirements If they're flylng through this airspace?
MS. PSAK!: Military planes?
QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Alr Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the --
MS. PSAKIL: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.
QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or In Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his plane, an Air Force
plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | am saying military planes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certainly have to check and see
where that falls in,
QUESTION: What is this episode - what impact is this episode baving on U.5.-Sino relations?
MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made clear our
concerns about not only what was announced but how thls was announced, the fact that there was no prior notice. As
you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key.
leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a topic of discussion, but there are a number of other issues
that we discuss both with China and other partners in the region,
QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?
MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t categorize thls into — I wouldn’t put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it worked.
Qur pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asla, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have with Asia, with
countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice
President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia soon, that he was just there a
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couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. 50 that is evidence of our commitment to the region. And we work with
them on a - countries in the region on a broad range of issues,

QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less aggressive in its
serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manlpulation, cyber warfare against U.S. businesses and
government, territorlal aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic issues, we work with
them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this Issue we’re talking about now, that
we express concerns about when warranted, and we'll continue to do that. But we know that the relationship is a vital
one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree.

QUESTION: Jen, could | {inaudibte) for a second?

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it fair to characterize the U.S. position as being that aside from the official policy, for the purposes of
safety and avolding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commerclal carriers should abide by the Chinese ADIZ
requirements?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have — I'd point you agaln to the FAA on more specifics than what | just conveyed, There are a range
of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our general position as a U.S. Government is
that we don't accept China’s requirements. And obviously, the military — actions of mlhtary exercises is evidence of that.
QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two main U.5. airlines are complying with — are taking steps to comply. Delta and United are
the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit of
confusion/consternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S. commercial
airliners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a — do you have any kind of reassurance or any kind of response
to that?

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region about a range
of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been In touch with Japan and will continue to be. This is - for specific
actions of individual commercial airliners, | would point you to them or the FAA on any regulations.

QUESTION: But - s0 you're not — but you're not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S. citizens on
fiights that are flying through the area?

MS. PSAKI: Well, certainty safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone. Obviously, there are policies
in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don’t oversee airline regulations. The FAA does, so | would
point you to them.

QUESTION: (Inaudible.} Did the United States Government ~ the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or not changed?
What is the posltion to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We — China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though the newly-
announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and Taiwan, and includes
territory administered by Japan. As | mentioned, we = the fact that China’s announcement has caused confusion and
Increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concerns and the need for China to rescind the
procedures. it’s consistently been our position and one we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there
was some confusion over the weekend about airlines and speclifically.

QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still - not accepting China's new air defense zone. But 1 wonder, like, Japan has
its own air defense zone, and also pant of it covers Taiwan, But it looks like the U.S. doesn’t say anything about it. So do
you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s air defense zone?

MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons is that they announced this without prior consultations. It was inconsistent with
longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of other longstanding air defense zones
of some other neighboring countries.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a Identlfication zone; it’s just the manner in
which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. | think | have — I've just consistently sald that we believe they should rescind the procedures I've Just—
I've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requirements. So | think I've made that pretty clear.
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QUESTION: {Inaudible.)
QUESTION: Is the first —
QUESTION: In response to the = China’s declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is paised to expand
its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United States? Would you encourage it
or discourage i?

MS, PSAKI: | haven’t seen those reports, or i don’t even know if they're reports or if there’s been an announcement. |
haven’'t seen any announcement, | guess | should say. So let me check into that, and -

QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have maore to say on that.

QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called --

QUESTION: Jennifer, you talk about safety -- ’

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change topic?

QUESTION: No. _

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an alrliner or something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certalnly there is = they created these Air Defense Identification Zones, they've
asked for prior flight plans. 5o of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory process, and — but | don’t have
any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it.
QUESTION: Is it a real concern, downing an airliner?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t think | have any more for you on that question,
QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that question that Roz had --
MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to rescind it?

MS. PSAKE: Happy to. Sure,

QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Well, at least --

QUESTION: Apart from the speclfic concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its excessiveness,
at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any — are there broader
concerns about this area being identified as éssentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S. concerned that the Chinese
are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” In it as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other --

QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --

MS. PSAKI: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure. .

QUESTION: Right, right. But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first step or could be
a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of territory and ocean maritime
space that it says that it owns?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't want to make a prediction of that.

QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --

MS. PSAKI: But --

QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problemns with the no prior notice and all that
other — the safety concerns.

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this Includes area - territory administered by Japan, it includes
overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certainly, that does touch on what your question is here. In terms
of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certalnly wouldn’t venture to make that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of these zones
over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?

MS. PSAKIL: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we've long --

QUESTION: Well, that's over the territorial disputes over the = it’s a question of sovereignty for these little atolls and bits
of rock.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

16

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06197855 Date: 03/13/2017




c06197855 IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06197855 Date: 03/13/2017

|
!
!

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or is that a
hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they - if and when they do it?

MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at this stage in time.

QUESTION: All right.

QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that. China at the same time has announced they sent a fighter jet
against United States and Japanese aircraft last week. Did you comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?

QUESTION: If It's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.
James,

QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaration --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands a dispute
with the Chinese --

5. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviolent way, wasn't it a kind of a provocative act for the
United States to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | would point you to BOD on that, but | would relterate the fact that we have made clear that this
action, this announcement, is not geing to change our military exercises, And that is an example of that.

QUESTION: So other than taking - other than the Vice President, are you aware = or has there been at this point any
conversations that you’re aware of in this ~ from this building with the Chinese directly? It's kind of on Jili’s question.
And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice Presldent when he goes to --

MS. PSAKE: Let me check. | know we have expressed concerns. | mentioned this last week, Matt, 50 let me just make
sure you have it.

QUESTION: Jen, the - Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese official?

MS. PSAKI; I'd have to --

QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier,

QUESTION: Lu.

QUESTION: Yeah,

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look back at that. it seems like a long time ago.

QUESTION: | know it does. And it was happening on Wednesday.

MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of discussion. Also,
Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador Locke has also been in touch,
of course, on the ground. In terms of specific cantacts over the last couple of days, I'm happy to check and see what else
we can read out for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAK!: | don't have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.

QUESTION: New topic?

QUESTION: So it’s strictly a bilateral or a multllateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're going to
seek to resolve it?

MS. PSAKE: Well, | don't have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day by day. | conveyed for you what
we've done and what we've communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps day by day.

QUESTION: But is that a kind of — is that a consideration?

MS. PSAKI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise. But obviously, we’re taking this day by day.

QUESTION: Can we change --

QUESTION: New subject?

MS. PSAXI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.

QUESTION: ¥'m still on China, Can you actually clarify this? China’s argument is that we institute the ADIZ that other
countries have already Instituted. If you’re saylng that China does not have a right to do that, they can say, well, what's
good for the goose Is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed
to the way in which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of debate. And China has said we can get rid of
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our ADIZif the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean, something like that could happen. But somehow — are you really saying
that you do not accept - you do not glve China the right to declare a defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: | think I've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, 5o I’'m not sure 1 have much more to add to your
question,

QUESTION: lust on another topic, Jen - sorry.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then I’'m happy to go to you.

QUESTION: North Korea?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTICON: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments about that, any
reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest Is — and let me do this first and then I'll do the second part. On November 30", North Korea
permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrlll Newman, It — and given his
advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may return home and
reunite with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman's detention, According to the
report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his detention. We don’t have any other further
information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given his age and health, we continue to ¢all for North
Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean — that that apology was — that he wrote and that was released by the
North Koreans ~ do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he — and do you have reason to believe
that all of those things in that apology are true?

MS5. PSAKI: We just don't have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen, of course,
about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up In the meeting with the
Swedes?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there's more detail we can cutline for all
of you,

QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?

MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?

QUESTION: Correct.

MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That Is why | am able to talk about him now.

QUESTICON: Okay. S0 then if - since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your —whoeveritis that laises
with the Swedes on this --

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm, -

QUESTION: | assumie it's EAP, but | guess 1t could also be EUR - and find out if Mr. Newman, In his discussions with the
Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession and when it was that he recorded this
orwhenit --

MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see if there’s more we can share,

Go ahead, Lesley.

QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back In what conditlon he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything today? And
how long did they meet with him, and was it in a jail? Was it in a --

QUESTION: Guest house.

QUESTION: -- government — a guest house? .

QUESTION: A jailhouse guest house.

MS. PSAKI: A guest house. | don’t have many specifics on that. 'm happy to also check with Matt's questions and to see
if there’s more we can share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn't it include a --

QUESTION: But they did say - the Swedes did say that he --

QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?

QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was -
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MS. PSAKL; | believe they've spoken publicly about it.

QUESTION: -- that he was treated ~ that's he's being treated {inaudlble), right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well. So | don‘t have any other specifics on it, but if there’s more we
share beyond what they've said publicly, I'm happy --~

QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: | just want to get back to his confession. | mean, it is kind of written In fanguage that kind of fits the narrative
that North Korea has been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this. Are you — | mean, there’s often
times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So | mean, I'm just - about this particular confession, do you have any reason to
believe that he did not confess to all'of those things?

ViS. PSAKI: | don't — | certainly understand why you're asking. | don't have any particular analysls on it at this stage. | will

~ see ifthisis something that our team is looking into, and if there's mare we can say about it specifically.

QUESTION: And what is this building doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from imprisonment? |
mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae. What's actually being done to get them out?

MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that’s an important
component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea, We certalnly do continue to call for his release. |
don't have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at this point to tell you about,
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf of Mr.
Newman?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have more | can outline for all of you, but | can check and see if there Is any more to tell.

QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese {inaudible}?

MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics | can outline.

QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of the United
States that have to do with Newman or — as a prelude to his possible release?

MS$. PSAKI: | don’t have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion entailed
beyond confirming --

QUESTION: Well, any — in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?

S, PSAKI: | don’t have any details on it. | am happy to check if there’s any more to share with all of you.

QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKE: Well, we — as you know, we've long had a channel, but we've been working in this case through our Swedish
protective —~ protecting power.

QUESTION: But you have been in touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy to check if there’s anything more on that.
QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr. Newmian’'s family?

MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see if | have the detail of when we last spoke with him — with his family. )
don’t have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facilitate any kind of visit by thern to North Korea, given that this
gentleman's actually = 1 mean, he’s gquite elderly --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that if — there would be concern enough to try and travel to visit him,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. I'm not aware of a request that they’ve made about that specifically, but we can see.
QUESTION: So all the attention, really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we’ve sald, Kenneth Bae has been held for quite a
long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You're right.

QUESTION: So In your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, | mean, are you
emphasizing because of Mr. Newman's age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part of a
package that you think that they --

MS. PSAKI: | mean, we'd certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that level of detall, |
just don’t have that,
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QUESTION: These American citizens belng held against their will In a rogue state, they’re hostages, right?

MS. PSAKI: | mean, they're being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so | don’t know that |
need to categorize it further, James.

QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages? *

MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

QUESTION: (Off-mike.) {Laughter.)

QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel,

MS. PSAKIL: Yeah,

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us - today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of the
Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he's suggesting a format, perhaps another
Geneva, where the Palestinian-Israell issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this supgestion?

MS. PSAKL: Well, | haven’t seen those comments from him specifically, t know this has been an idea floated out there.
Our focus remains on the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're a facilitator In that effort.
There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great interest In the success — in a successful
outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other countries that want to contribute to growing the
Palestinian economy. But that's our focus, not on planning yet another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, claims that the 20,000 housing that the
Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is — construction is ongoing. Do you
have any information on that?

MS5. PSAKI: | don’t have anything new an that. I'd have to look into that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: Oh,

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, '

QUESTION: Just on this idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the idea of
internationalizing the process, would the United States — would the Adm:mstratlon object to an Internationalization of
the peace process?

MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means. Obviously, as you all are well aware, there's direct
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That's what our focus is on, so certainly that's not a path
we're pursuing.

QUESTION: Well, | think that the point that ~ right, it's not a path that you're pursuing --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they make is
that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to call it, of Israeli-
Palestinian peace talks going back decades.

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And you haven’t gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. It's been one failure after another. Is it
perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should proceed,
We're tess than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that are engaged and
invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact with the Palestinians and
engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the Israelis In this effort. So our focus remains on the
direct negotiations, and ! don’t think we’re at this point speculating on a different alternative forum.

QUESTION: Well, let me - okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration that the United
States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or capable, competent, credible
mediater for peace between Israe! and the Palestinians?

MS. P5AKI: | don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that. We're playing a facilitator role which both sides are
comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with the Israelis and the
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Palestinians. | expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we'll continue to play the facilitator role as long asit’s
productive,
QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage and influence with

Israel or the Palestinians? | mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr. Newman or Mr. Bae in North
Korea --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through them, maybe
after you're done yelling at them about thelr air defense zone. But do you stil} think that the United States — does the
Administration believe that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the Palestinians?
MS. PSAKI: Well, I think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we’re at this point because both sides
decided to come to the table. | don’t think it's about leverage. There's = It's in the interest of both sides to come to an
agreement on the final status issues, and that’s what they're working to do at this point.
QUESTION: ten, could | just ask - there was an agreement --
5. PSAKI: Sure.

" QUESTION: - reached last week between the EU and Israel which will atiow Israel to actually touch some funding for

scientific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research in areas of = In the West
Bank --

MS5. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an — | mean, does the American — do America - does America
believe that this is a good agreement for the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always mentioned that he
fears an increasing isolation of Israel on the International stage?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | haven’t talked to our team about it, so I'd have to tatk to them and see if we have any particular
view on the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And is — what is the message that Secretary Kerry's going to be bringing with him when he visité (srael later
on this week?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think he'll be talking to both sides about the importance of staying firm with the timeline and working
through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the Importance of
coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he’s meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu,
they'li certalnly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with lran and having an ongoing dialogue about that as weil,
QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israelis and Palestinians, since the resignation
of the Palestinian team?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any updates on meetings at this point. I'll see If there’s any more we want to provide to all of
you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that,

QUESTION: But | mean, since the last time the Secretary’s been there, there's been another announcement of new
settlement construction.

' MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinian - it ust seems that without him actually physically there
holding their hand for hours at a time, that they’re not able to sustain it on their own.

MS. PSAKI: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. So obviously, we didn’t expect this to'be
easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed their commitment
to seeing this through.

QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? | mean, particularly on the - actuzlly, on either side,
whether it's the Israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Palestinians’ full negotiatiang team just
giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that's a good example. The negotiating team — President Abbas reaffirmed
his own commitment to seeing this through --

QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKI: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they’re continuing to move
forward. .

QUESTION: It just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that there’ll be a
peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be there. And so it does

21

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06187855 Date: 03/13/2017




C 06197855IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06187855 Date: 03/13/2017 .
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together persanally, and isn’t there, like, a limit to how much he can
do?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through it every day.

QUESTION: Well, | meant more the parties themselves.

M35, PSAKI: You're right, but there also is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing to the nine-
month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods throughout the process. But
both sides remain committed to that, and so we'll continue to work through it.

QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like - unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn’t sound like since Secretary
Kerry's last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn’t confirm every meeting.
QUESTICN: Sure. ) ’

MS. PSAKL: S0 let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that peint for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he - Ambassador
Indyk, where --

MS. PSAK!: He's here. | saw him this morning.

QUESTION: He's here. Okay.

MS. PSAKL: Okay. Let’s Just do one or two more here.

Scott.

QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what's going on in Thailand right now?

M5, PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life In Bangkak due to politically motivated violence. We
condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise restraint and respect the rule
of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tension in Thailand, and we are following the situation closely.
Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and seizure of
public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences. We firmly bélieve all
parties should work together to resolve differences through peaceful dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and
rule of law. ) ’ .
Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and — has spoken with the prime minister and opposition leaders to
also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in Bangkok issued a
security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large political demonstrations may continue in coming day
- in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central Bangkok, and is advising them to avoid
areas of demonstration and to exercise caution,

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would accept
nothing short of her resignation. Is that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?

MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of course, have
seen his comments, but | don’t think we're going to weigh in further at this polnt, aside from encouraging restraint on
the ground,

QUESTION: Would you welgh in on the general amnesty bill that the ruling'party failed to get through parliament, which
was one of the instigatlons for this?

MS. PSAK!: | know — | don't know if I've spoken to that in the past, Scott. I'd have to — | don’t have anything for you on it
at this particular moment, but m happy to follow up post-briefing.

Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back, you've been very patient.

QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What's the U.S. response to the
Australian Government’s rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midland’s bid for GrainCorp?

i MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels Midland's
proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not — we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe Hockey has expressed
openness to approving an increase in ADM'’s current share in GrainCorp. The United States is the largest foreign investor
- foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment projects to date, and we look forward to working
closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and investment — stronger trade and investment ties.
QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: DId ~ unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?
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MS. PSAKL: | don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to comment

on any of them. As you know, we're undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect to conclude by the
end of the year.

QUESTION: jen, back to ADM for a second.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial meetings?

MS. PSAKL 1t’s a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. It wasn’t one ralsed while | was there, but let me check and see
if it was.

QUESTION: And if it was, did — was —were you given any indication that this is the way your closest antipodal ally was
going to go? s

MS. PSAKL: 1 will check and see if It was even raised.

Okay, let’s do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?

MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we'll examIne the document carefully once it is

- finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian people, of course, will

decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a transition process that leads to
an intlusive civilian government selected through free, fair, and transparent elections, and civilian government based on
the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open and competitive economy. 50 we will see when [t is
transferred, and we will take a close look at it.

Bahrain.

QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any view on the government --

QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on, I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the prohibition of religlous
parties in Egypt?

MS. PSAKI: Again, we’ll wait to comment on it until it's been officially transferred. Obviously, there are steps In there we
may be comgplimentary of and others we may not be,

QUESTICN: Yes, please.

QUESTION: Does the decision of the = not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to be released?
It was yesterday or today.

MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. One moment, Matt.

QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it — if you just want to make it a TQ, that's fine.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, that’s fine. | believe | have something on it for you. Let's see. We continue to encourage Bahrain to
take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors of society to voice
their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights
Nabeel Rajab - is that who you're talking about - okay --

QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: -- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 moaths of his two-year
prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year, We remain deeply concerned about the three-year
prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to protect the universal rights of
freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini soclety to engage in peaceful expressions
of political opinion. )

QUESTION: Do you think that he should’ve been released as was - as he could’ve been today?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | believe we are concerned about his - we were concerned about his three-year prison sentence, |
believe. Let me check and see, but | believe that’s what we're implylng here.

QUESTION: | mean, this Is not the first. | mean, there have been several other oppositlon activists and so forth that have
been detained. | mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about Bahrain’s commitment
to political reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step — to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there,is a case like this, we have expressed concern. 50 | don’t have any
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analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall relationship, but each time there has been an
incident, we have certainly expressed our concern. .

QUESTION: Well, but each time — you say each time that there's been an incident. | mean, there’s a pattern of incidents.
I mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't have any more analysis on it for you.

Thanks, everyone,

QUESTION: Thank you.

{The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)

DPB 4 196

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by
reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox
News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been sent or endorsed by either of them. No representation is
made that this email or its attachments are without defect.

24

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-20168-11026 Doc No, C08197855 Date: 03/13/2017




C06197857IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C08197857 Date: 12/06/2016

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

RELEASE IN PART

B5,86
Fischer, Kyle G
L - __ __ __ ]
From: ' Harf, Marie E
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:39 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C:
Werberg, Samuel; Norris, Emily Y
Subject: Re: Urgent
+emily
From: Harf, Marie E ' _ ’

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:37 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: Re: Urgent . ’

I . B5

-From: HarfME@state.gov
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:36 PM
To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: Re: Urgent ;
J

BS

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K - ’

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:34 PM

To: Harf, Marle E; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Bringing together threads: _ BS

From: Harf, Marie E . '
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:32 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel

Subject: Re: Urgent

-
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|By the time of that press briefing, it was all out.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:30 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Luke Forgerson from QDE looking into it now. [ told him we need answer in 20 minutes.

From: Hickey, Lauren A

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:30 PM

To: Beechem, Stephanie; Harf,.Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

BS

BS

| B5

L |

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Beechem, Stephanle

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:29 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Adding Sam here - he says he hasn't heard of it

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

v
+ud

From: Hickey, Lauren A .

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:27 PM

To: Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Cc: Beechem, Stephanie

Subject: FW: Urgent

Marie = Any insight here?

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

B

From: Rosen, James [mallio] |
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM
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To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John
Cc: Tener, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanle; Hickey, Lauren A
Sub]ect. RE: Urgent

At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psaki with the false statement made to me by Toria Nufand at the
2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this .

ROSEN: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P-5+1 mechanisms the
Obama Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct, secret, bilateral talks with iran. Is that
true or false?

NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P-
5+1 framework, we would be prepared to talk to Iran bilaterally. But with regard to the kind of thing
that you're talking about on a government-ta-government level, no.

Of course, the secret Iran talks had begun eight months before that exchange,

The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifying the part that has been edited
out of DOS’s video of the briefing on its website and YT channel.

We want to know why and when DOS inserted a white-flash into the 12/2/13 video to censor the part where |
asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland's false statement on the Iran talks (and Psaki in essence said the
administration needed “privacy”).

All of this is obviously relevant In light of the NYTM questions about whether Rhodes/DOS et al misled the
- people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the Iran talks.

If we don’t hear back by 5:45p — we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to report it as such in
our 6p show.,

James Rosen

Chief Washlngton Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

Author, Cheney One on One

" From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=mallto:trudeauck@state.gov)

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:13 PM
To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John
Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie, Hickey, Lauren A
* Subject: RE: Urgent
James, | am solo in town today ~ Kirby and Toner on road. Adding Beechem and Hickey on this.
Not sure | understand Q.

From: Rosen, James [hito://redirect state.sbu/2url=mailto |
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:10 PM
To: Kirby, John
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Cc: Trudeauy, Elizabeth K; Toner, Mark C
Subject: Urgent

Need a call from one of you in the next thirty minutes or so. We are going to go to air with the information
below, in the context of the whole Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we'd like to give DOS a chance to clear
it up. My contact info is below. The relevant info is also below, courtesy of one of our video librarians in the
Fox News Washington bureau. The basic question is why — and when — DOS censored its video of the

highlighted portlon of the 12/2/13 briefing {26:58 into the clip} with a white flash, on both the DOS web page
and the DOS YT channel. Yours cordially, James

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

(office)
{mobile}

Author, Cheney One on One -

Highlighted below, The video posted online here

redirect.state.sbu/?url=http://video.state.gov/e

n/video/2886914568001) ends with Psaki responding to Roz's question saying “....and so that has not changed that.”
White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz tatking again.

TRANSCRIPT:

1:54 p.m, EST

MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy --
QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.
MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next --

MS. PSAKI: | will be.

QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?

MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, | have nothing at the top, so Matt, et’s go to what’s on your mind.

QUESTION: Let's see. | have a lot -

MS. PSAKL: Okay. ,

QUESTION: -- but nothing is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: Both — excluding the middle stop in Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you expect is going
to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan officials there to talk with?
And then — well, that’ll be that one question for -

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be dolng a briefing en route about the trip and about our visit to
the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details about who will be attending.
Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States and of NATO will certainly be a
big topic of discussion. But | will let our briefers outline more specifics en route to Brussels.

QUESTION: All right. Well, | was going to ask about the Middle East but — as well, the stop in Israel and the PA. But if
you're just — are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?

MS. PSAKI: | likely will, yes,

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan --
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MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley,

QUESTION: Is — what further is happenling as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: Well --

QUESTION: As far as — is it true that --

MS. PSAKI: The BSA.

QUESTION: The — exactly.

MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume,

QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone — is on his way to Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our team on the
ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've made our position clear,
and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon is the path forward, as we've said many times, to sustaining a
partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans in achieving lasting peace, security, and
development. That's the message that we're conveying at every level, And as we've said before but important to
reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We - deferring the signature of the agreement until after next year's election
is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with the certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical
months leading to the elections, nor would it provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary fora
potential post-2014 military presence.

S0 we're continuing to convey that. Our team on the ground is certainly hard at work. | don't have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we'll certainly let all of you know.’

QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?

MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.5. and Afghanistan have
to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State Department. Has any process
started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO SOFA that they may
have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there’s the signing; it goes through parliament,
then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very familiar with, this doesn’t outline a specific number
for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal of planning in regards to that that DOD would certainly be very
engaged with, But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what they said. I'm not familiar with that --
QUESTION: Is December 21" the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin preparing for all
troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014,

MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, I will say. But on the trip question, well, as you all
know, a decision hasn’t been made. You would know if it had been. It's not our preference, but no troops is certainly a
potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our preference, but natural that planning
would have to take place for all different options.

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s dolng or conducting himself the way
he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for Instance?

MS. PSAKI: | don't know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with him last week,
as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as possible, but | don't have
any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan.

QUESTION: So you think that he's perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the elections?

MS. PSAKI: | will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | don't have any other analysis on it.

Do we have any more on Afghanistan?

QUESTION: Just the trip?

MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova -- ~

MS. PSAKI: Yes. ,
QUESTION: -- could you ust tell us why stop In Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et cetera.

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of important reform steps in recent years, They have -
they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wipe is obviously a significant export. But they have a number of
exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity
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to pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts here, but | belleve he may be, if not the first, one of the first
Secretaries to pay a bilateral visit to Moldova.

QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukralne decided not to sign the agreement with the EU.

M3, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Moldova did. S0 you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them something,
a sign of support.

MS. PSAKDL: Well, we had planned this trip — this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But certainly, they

have put a number of reforms in place and they're working hard on their economy and the - if - the Secrétary felt it was
important to highlight that.

QUESTION: Following on that --

QUESTION: Okay. Can 1 go over just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we’ll go to Anne,

QUESTION: | was gone tast week so I'm ~ most of last week, so what — did the Secretary speak with Xarzai before or
after Ambassador Rice was there?

MS. PSAKI: Let's see. He spoke with Karzal - President Karzal - I’d have to look back. | believe it was prior to her visit. Let
me double check that for you to make sure.

QUESTION: So the last senlor official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.

MS. PSAKL: | believe that's correct, yes.

QUESTION: Just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would not, as had
been widely expected, attend the OSCE — when you said that, | don‘t know, about 10 days ago or so --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole eplsode.

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling issues that had — it would force his cancellatron Are you sticking
with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some-policy unpl:catuons to his decision not to go to the OSCE?

* MS, PSAKI: | am sticking with that. 'm just looking at Lesley here in my = corner of my eye. | am sticking with that. |

don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to attend and travel there
after joining us for the first part of the visit. .
QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it --

QUESTION: Can you tell us the = oh, sorry.

QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade - charade, for Lesley — of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that not doing -
not geing on this trip = not going to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAKI: | will let you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any more analysis or comments on it from here.
QUESTION: But there was --

QUESTION: And one more guick one on Ukralne.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown. ~

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongolng demonstrations, not only in Kyiv but in cities
arcund Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21*, there have been an increasing
number of violent incidents, including against journalists, We stress there is no room, and we continue to stress there is
no room for violence In a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue to call on all sides to maintain calm,
and ¢n Ukrainian authorities to ensure that members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully
exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As | mentioned a little bit before, we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel there. The Ukrainlan
foreign ministry announced that the ministerial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was -

QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine Is a country that aspires to a democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on,
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QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspiresto a westward-looking, democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell. Actlons speak louder than words.

QUESTION: Do you - does this --

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic Council a
couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be following the path
towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Our view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have happened
since then, but --

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that’s what they want? | mean, it
seems to be that they're demonstrating because they're angry that the government hasn't taken this path that's been
laid out for them,

MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. { don’t want to
speak on their behalf, but our position hasn’t changed on what steps they could take. Obviously, it's up to Ukraine to
take those steps.

QUESTION: So - but, | mean, the United States is — if you don’t want to give your backing to them - at least sympathetic
to what the demonstrators are asking for,

MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so | don’t — beyond what we’ve stated publicly many
times, | don’t have any other further public statements on our position, which has been stated by Assistant Secretary
Nutand and by other officials in the past several weeks,

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on Sundav, and
given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be more closely aligned
with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show any restraint? They’re not the
ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets on the police. It seems they’re taking
the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

MS. PSAKI: | don't think | took sides. | think | said that it's important for all sides to maintain calm, that there’s no place
for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. So ) don’t — | would disagree with the premise of your
claims.

QUESTION: What does this buuldmg thmk of the prime minister’s — call for his security forces to show restraint and
seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the demonstrators,
particularly in Kyiv?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think | just expressed what our view is of violence against demonstrators, 0 that's what our view is.
QUESTION: Can | = has the Secretary spoken to somehody in Ukraine, his counterpart?

MS. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. | can check if there's been any other calls I'm not aware of.

QUESTION: Because one of the big issues for Ukraine is tearing itself away from Russia and looking towards Western
Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine is heading to China to look for
that, And if - | was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of - some kind of assurance or reassurance economically
that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support - and the U.S. would support any kind of
reform through the International Monetary Fund.

MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we’ve made, which, as Jo referenced, is — that our belief Is that European
integration Is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s democracy. That's still our belief. That's
been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any other discussions. Obviously, there’s a'lot of = that's
going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that we have made our position clear.

QUESTION: And what is the building’s position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her detention. |
know this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of Ukraine getting into the
EV. So we've consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been
progress on that on the ground.

QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?

MS. PSAKI: | said European Integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --

QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks?

{Laughter.)

MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave.
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: Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
' QUESTION: 5till on Ukraine.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
) QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukraine, and Russia get together to dlscuss some of these
I problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilatera! discussion to discuss the economic
situation and political differences?
MS. PSAKI: It wouldn't involve the United States, so | don't have a particular position. I'm happy to talk to our team and
see if we have a view on that.
Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let's go to Margaret.
QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.5. has stepped up, that they're going to
give operationa! support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. Well, | don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you know, the United
States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s chemical weapons In the
safest, most efficient and effective'means possible. We have offered and are currently outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-
| deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We are in close contact with the OPCW and our
i international partners and remain confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of
course, the OPCW remains — and the UN - remain the lead coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera, -
QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we’re offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that financing and
loans, or --
MS. PSAKI: Well, we've offered - we've offered in the - prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6 million to the
OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both In financial contributions and in kind, so | think we gave some materials as well. But
this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. 50 1 would point you to them on the specific costs. This, at this point, Is an offer,
So | think that's still being worked through.
QUESTION: So — but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million euros for the
| private contracters whe would actually be --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmim. .
QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. So is any of that money coming through the State Department, or is the
State Department topped out at 56 million?
MS. PSAKI: well, we've sald we’d be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance. | don’t have any
announcements today of additional assistance we’re planning to provide, but that certainly is something we're in
discussions with the OPCW about.
| QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it is a commercial vessel correct, that they are trying --
MS. PSAKI: Itisa -
QUESTION: -- {inaudible) --
MS. PSAKI: -- U.S, Government vessel, not a commercial vessel.
QUESTION: Right.
| MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of this = and this may be what you're asking about - which is the OPCW reaching out to
l commerclal companies about the destructlon capabilities.
QUESTION: Okay.
QUESTION: So what — so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personne! who will do this?
. MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. | think some of it may still be work - be going through the process
. of being worked out, Matt, because they’'ve offered — but obviously, how it would be staffed and the materials and the
money — { mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.
QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?
MS. PSAKL: | don't have a location. That's still belng discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next deadline is — not
deadline, it's a target — is December 31%, And that is to get all of the chemical weapons out. But in terms of when the
next step would be, | don’t have a timeline of that.
Anne,
QUESTION: | realize part of this Is kind of DOD-flavered, but you might know the answer.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warshlp, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?
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{Laughter.)

MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. | would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check on specifically
how we categorize it. | don’t believe it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more specification on how we — what we
l call it exactly.

: QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about to-fora
friend here, it ends up being the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?

! MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t categorize it that way. | mean, certainly this [s a priority for the U.S., as it is for the international

; community, to destroy and eliminate the chemical weapons. The OPCW is still talking to countries. There are countries

: that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we'll see how that all shakes out. And certainly,
we’d welcome the support or contribution of other countries.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priorlty among many nations who would also
share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when that ~ when the thing
was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing that
couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources, 8ut they're still talking to countries
about contributing and being a part of this, and certalnly we’re hopeful of that as well.

QUESTION: So if the question is: “Are you surprised that you’ve been left holding the bag on this, once again,” --

. ‘MiS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt,

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were'open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other countries that
have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make thelr declsions about what that
will - what will = that will entail, and we'll let the OPCW decide how all of it will work together.

QUESTION: What about Russla, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in helping move
this towards a resolution? Wﬁy can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKL: I’'m not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute or what they have
not. Obviously, there are financial ways — there are a number of ways to contribute. We certainly welcome any country’s
contribution, There are different ways that each country can do that,

] QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russtans specifically about making an — a contribution?

' MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it’s a discussion that’s been a part of the regular discussions
with Foreign Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many jihadis that are
) Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and 5o on. Are you concerned about

' these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and perhaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments specifically. | know — | believe he may have been on a Sunday show yesterday. |
haven't read them fully. We've — we're naturally concerned, as you know, about extremists whether they’re going in and
certainly and if they’re coming out. ) talked a little bit, | think it was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate
with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and efforts we undertake .to make sure we’re watching,
but of course we're concerned. | don't have any other specifics for you.

QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Counclil countries, that
have been supplying arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing them not to do so?

MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and 3ll the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute assistance
through the SMC.

QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegraph, that says basically the Free
Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and have no interest,
really, in reaching a settlement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely with General Idris? .

MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idrls, we’re still working towards a Geneva conference in
January, and we still believe there’s no military solution, as you know.

More on Syria? . .

QUESTION: Still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Or - go ahead, Roz.
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QUESTION: Still on Syria, the lranian Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera. this morning, And when it

. came to Geneva I, he said that while Iran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in January, it would attend if invited.
My first question: Would the U.5. be willing to invite Iran to take part in these talks? And if so, what does the U.S.
believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil war?
MS. PSAKI: Well, no decisions have been made about participation yet. There’s another trilateral meeting on December
20" coming up that we'll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Our position hasn’t changed on Iran’s
participation or whether we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the Geneva communigue. That's a
condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed at the next trilateral meeting.

QUESTION: But given the — that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been killed In
the civil war to date -- .

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- [s there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad regime to, if
nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?

MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique, because
that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, | don’t have any speculation on what leverage they may
or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been about their nuclear program
and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They've not been focused on Syria. And our position on whether or
not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn't changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva |, there's a great deal of value for Iran’s participation -
MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --

QUESTION: - considering that it Is --

MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Said. | don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But it's a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like Hezbollah
soon,

MS. PSAKY: If that is a step’they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrlan regime? | mean,
I know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago -- ’

MS, PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- to Forelgn Minister Muallem. Is there anything going on at the moment?

MS, PSAKL: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but | don’t have anything specific for
you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly beginning to -

VS, PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, 1 think, the fear is that this is
just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: - it's not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKI; Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We've — they have happened in
the past, as you mentioned, so | will see if there's more to report on that,

QUESTION: Can 1 go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or so, when
there's been, like, various bouts of violence in Syria, that the tranian Government has sald that there needsto be a
political solution to the situation in Syria, So don't you think that Iran is making more positive comments? | mean, | don’t
think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a politica! solution. They haven’t sald anything
about President Assad leaving (inaudible).

MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise — | mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing body. That’s the goal of
a Geneva conference. So, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the Geneva communique, ang --
QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a transition Is far
different from the — than the Russians’ definition of a transition. So if the Iranians were to say, like, okay, we accept a
political transition, | mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communigue, which they have not
done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we’d support their = an invitation to them to attend the
conference.
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QUESTION: Zarif also to!d us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between Shiite and
sunnl, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they’re trying to, in their efforts, promote more
harmony, more peace. Does that add any - does that change the complexion at all, particularly in Syria?
MS. PSAKI: | don't want to speak too specifically to an interview | haven't yet seen yet, and nelther has anyone on our
team. Broadly speaking, obviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step agreement on their nuclear
program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with, whether it's their involvement in
support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian Issues, and so that has not changed that. I can take a closer ook once we
see the transcript of the interview and see if we have more comments on Forelgn Minister Zarif's comments!
QUESTION You're saying your team does not watch Al Jazeera?
MS PSAKI: Well, that is not true; we do. However, | believe there s only been a very short clip that has played of this
Intervlew that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all plays
QUESTION Beyond the Interview, he’s freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the other Gul
countries, He wants to visit Saudi Arabla I mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate their fears and actuallvﬂr
| encourage them towards panicipating in Geneva Il to make it a success. You must have some sort of a reading of this
effort
i IWIS. PSAKI: | don't have any particular reading of it for you, Said. Qur positian, | think, has been pretty clear on
whether or not they attend the Geneva conference.
QUESTION I have another really quick logistics thlng On the December 20" meetlng, that’s Wendy Sherman and that
- it's the same iteration?.
MS. PSAKI: It Is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm)
‘ QUESTION Is that new or was that announced last week or something —
i MS PSAKI: | belleve we talked about it last week as being the next meet'—'
- qussnou On China - (inaudlble)'
QUESTION Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?,
MS PSAKI: Sure. Let’s stay on Iran and then we can go to Chlna'
QUESTION On the 6™ of Februar\'r in this room, | had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victoria Nutand -:
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm!
QUESTION. - about Iran. And with your indulgence, | will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record and so
| iWu can respond to ltl
' l”Rosen There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechanisms, the Oboma
f Administrarfon, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral tofks with Iran. Is that true or fafse?”
' ““Nuland: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1 framewo?'
: we would be prepered to talk to iran bﬂareraﬂy But with regard to the kind of thing that you're telking about on
, government-to-government level, no '_,
' That‘s the entirety of the exchange!
| 'As we now know, senior state department officials had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateral talks with
'senior officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that pomt.{_
50 the question today Is a simple ane: When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denied them from the
podium, that was untrue, correl:t?]
MS. PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that - you're talking about a February brlefing, so 10 months ago. 1 don’t think we've
outlined or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. 'm not going to confirm others beyond that at
1 this point. 5o | don’t know that | have any more for youl
QUESTION: Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-to?
'governrnent contacts, ho secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 6*? Do you
stand by the accuracy of that?
II'\IIS PSAKI: James, | have no new Information for you today on the timing of when there were any discusslons with
any Iranian officials!
* UESTION: Let me try Tt one last way, Jen -]
MS. PSAKI: Okay;
QUESTION —and | appreciate your Indulgence‘
MS PSAKI: Sure/

1t
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QUEST!ON Is it the policy of the State Department where the preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
concerned to lie in order to achieve that goal?l {

MS PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a'good example
of that. Obviously, we have made clear and laid out a number of details in recent weeks about discussions and about
a hilateral channel that fed into the PS+1 negotiations, and we’ve answered guestions on it, we've confirmed detalls‘|

We're happy to contlnue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component leading up to the agreement that

was reached a week ago

QUESTION: Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as far back
as March of this year, | don’t see what would prohibit you from addressing dlrectlv this question: Were there secret
dlrect bilateral talks between the United States and Iranian officials in 2011?
MS PSAKI: | don't have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the Iranians through a range
of channels, some of which you talked - you mentioned, but | don’t have any other specifics for you today.r
QUESTION: One more on tran?
QUESTION The Los Ange!es Times and Palitico have reported that those tatks were held as far back as 2011, Were
those reports inaccurate?) .
‘MS PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you’re talking about. Are you talking about visits that the Secretary and others
made to Gman, or are you talking about other re|:u:nrts?I
QUESTION I'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian offlcials In Oman as far back as
201 1. The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports lnaccuratei}

MS PSAKI: | have nothing more for you on it, James, todavI
PUESTION One more on Iran?,
MS. PSAKI: On Iran? Let’s just finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz:

QUESTION: One of - one more on tran, Foreign Minister Zarif said, directly contradicting the Obama Admlnlstratlon’j
::ontentlon that sanctions worked, he told our interviewer that when the sanctions were first imposed, fran had 200
working centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000. What is this bulldlng‘s reaction to his comment that:
sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotiating table?L
MS .PSAKI: Well, agaln, | would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as reminder,b__l
President Rouhani and others have talked about how the Iimpact = how growing the economy and putting an end =
dolng bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was a priority for them in drder to help the economy and
hthe Iranian people. There’s no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oil revenues, the impact on thlgi_,
economic growth writ large that there was 3 huge impact of - that there — the sanctlons had an enormous impact,
and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the negotiating tatulei
ln terms of progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at thelr
various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns about steps they were
taking and progress they were making, which was why it was so important to come to an acceptable agreement that
would halt and roll back the progress of thelr prt:vgra_m.I
QUESTION: Just to follow up on that, though -+

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm!
QUESTION -- Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal in
Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003, lran was
Pnty in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this therefore represents
the best possible deal that could be secureﬂl
lsn’t ita fact that'since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
installed?,

MS. PSAKI; Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has made
progress on enrichment and on develaping a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That’s one of the rem
why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The President and Secretary Kerry were big proponents of
that. We worked with the International community to do just that to put that necessary pressure in place!

Fhe point | was trying to make to Roz is that — what she's asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so that
f
was —
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QUESTION Right. I'm pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say — and if this is untrue, V'd

. be grateful to be disabused of the notion - but the great bulk of Iran’s progress in the deveiopment of its enrichment

program has taken place under President Obama's watch, correct?,

MS PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specific numbers. The -

QUESTION You're not prepared to dISpute that statement, as -

_MS PSAKI: Well, James, | think what we’re focused on at this polnt Is the fact that we're now at a point where we are
halting and rolling back the progress of their program and we're working towards a comprehensive agreement to o
brlng an end to it, I can’t speculate for you what would happen without - what would have happened without -
sanctions | would venture to guess -
QUESTION (Inaudible) sanctions;
Ms PSAKI: But they were being palred together, so that’s why I’m bringing It into the conversation!

QUES’I’ION But the context of the question was exactly “The Obama Administration says we showed up because our
economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that’s nat the case. We have our own reasons for coming.” .

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a close look at his comments and we’ll have more to say about them ance we do.
QUESTION: Can I just go back to the Geneva meeting and --
MS. PSAKL: Sure,

QUESTION: -- December 20" with Wendy Sherman?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: This is --

MS. PSAKI: It's that level - in terms of specific attendance, Il have to just double-check that for you.

QUESTION: Oh, okay.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next — the comprehensive agreement -

M5, PSAKI: Well, they also --

QUESTION: -- or this is the technical discussions?

MS. PSAKI: No, no, no.

QUESTION: No, this is Syria.

MS. PSAKI: This is = sorry, this is Syria.

QUESTION: Oh, I'm sorry.

MS. PSAKI: This is Syria.

QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.

IViS. PSAKL: So this is the pre-Geneva. No, it's okay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.

QUESTION: Okay. But | did have an lran question, actually.

QUESTION: But is there any new — I mean --

QUESTION: Yeah.

QUESTION: -- when Is it that you're going to start to negotiate the comprehensive deal with Iran?

MS. PSAKI: Well, right now, what we’'re focused on is the techmcal discusslons leading up to the start of the six-month --
QUESTION: Right.

QUESTION: So do you have a date for those?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t yet have a date on those.

QUESTION: Or a place?

MS. PSAKI: | don't yet have a place. It’s being worked through. Hopefully we'll have an update for.you all in the coming
days.

QUESTION: And can | ask — | don't know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to Iran is actually going to
visit Tehran tomorrow. | wondered what the --

MS. PSAKI: | haven’t seen that. ‘ _
QUESTION: Well, ! wanted a U.5. reaction to this following on to the question | asked last week about how far along the
line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, | still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we've already taken, which is being
a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with Iran. Obviously, different countries are going to make their own
decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it's helpful that the British envoy could be going to Tehran?
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MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that | have that level of analysis an it. | don’t have all the details on what the purpose of the trip

is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make their own decisions about diplomatic
relationships.

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the -

QUESTION: East China Sea?

QUESTION; -- secret negotiations with iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: | apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret negotiations that
the U.S. was engagIng in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as France, and then that
contributed to a rlft among the P5+1 and made it difflcult to reach consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction
to that or a comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other countries,
but | will reiterate for you that this was — these discussions were fed into the PS+1 process. That is the process that we
ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+1 members, as well as our friends in Israel,
were briefed early this fall,

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we've been open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that there are a
range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our important
partners on that; and that’s exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin?

MS. PSAKI: James, you’re so tricky over there, (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can | ask about China?

MS. PSAKI: Let me just say ane thing, though, for James. It's important here too — and then | promise we'll go to Ghina ~
it’s important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani’s election, that in terms of
the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of ~ what an agreement could look like, that's
when it picked up. S0 | understand that’s not answering your question, but | felt it was important to -

QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or who's
Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, "Yes, I'm confirming a certain set of
talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no, that a certain set of talks
occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If | have more details for you, James, | will - happy to share them.

QUESTION: | didn’t ask you — I'm asking for your thinking about why you’re not addressing the question, not the
specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that are two years
old?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today.

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? {Laughter.)

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. S0 as we know, the U.$. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply with China’s
requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government. So does
that mean the U.S. Government hasrecognized this new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government?

MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as | can be here because | know there's been a range of reporting. It has
been —some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of — perhaps it's our fault for not explaining it well encugh. So we are
not — the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines. The FAA Is the point of contact with airlines. There
has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that t am aware of that has conveyed what has or has
not been communicated in that capacity to airlines.

There is - for safety and security of passengers, U.5. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a process
with the notices to airmen issued by forelgn countries, as s the case in this case. Their concerns are about the safety and
security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S. Government policy [s. It is not ~ this is in no way indicates
U.$. Governmant acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absolutely no bearing an the
firm and consistent U.5. Government position that we do not accept the legitimacy of China's requirements.
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This Is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. [t's inconsistent with standard practice. And
their requirements for operating exceed Internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So | don’t know how much
more clear that It is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so | wanted —
QUESTION: It looks like we received the statement or the Q&A from the State Department, so it looks like it’s from the
U.S. Government. And also, you are saying --
MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which | certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that for safety
and — for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with the notices to
airmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had been communicated to
airlines. It did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very famillar with the statement you're
referring to, and there were a fot of - there were some assumptions made,
i QUESTION: So (inaudible) --

QUESTION: Okay. it looks like -

QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?
i MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to-commerclal airlines,
i QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?

MS. PSAKI: They are. They -

QUESTION: Yes.

MS. PSAK: Certainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: So — | understand that, but the 5tate Department does have a representatlve — you're familiar with the
. ICAQ? '
' MS. PSAKI: { am not.
QUESTION: Okay. It's in Montreal.
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal - )
MS. PSAKI: Good.
QUESTION: -- If you ever want to go up there.
MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice.
QUESTION: It's the International Civilian — it's the civilian airline = the UN agency for airlines. Do you know if the United
States is going to use its membership in the ICAO to oppose this Chinese decision?
MS. PSAKI: I don't.
QUESTION: And if you don’t know, could you ask?
MS, PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.
i QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese requirements —
MS. PSAKL: Well, it doesn't accept - yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.
QUESTION: Right, That's what you said.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Doesn’t that - if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they should
comply.with it, how Is that not accepting — the government accepting the legitimacy?
MS. PSAKI: Well, there’s a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an aviation expert,
as it evidenced by your Montreal question. So | would point you to them on that.
Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
: announcement will not change how the tnited States conducts military operations in the region, which is something
DOD announced last week. And that is certalnly a U.S. Government declsion to make,
QUESTION: So does that mean that U.5. Government planes will not gbey the — or will not follow the Chinese
requirements if they're flying through this airspace?
MS. PSAKI; Military planes?
QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the --
MS. PSAKI: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.
QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saylng that his plane, an Air Force
plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | am saying military planes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certainly have to check and see
where that falls in,

15

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06197857 Date: 12/06/2016




C06197857°IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06197857 Date: 12/06/2016

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

QUESTION: What is this episode — what impact is this eplsode having on U.5.-5ino relations?

MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made clear our
concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announced, the fact that there was no prior notice. As
you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key
leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a topic of discussion, but there are a number of other issues
that we discuss both with China and other partners in the region.

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize this into = | wouldn’t put this [n the evaluation category of whether or not it worked.
Our pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have with Asia, with
countries in the region, the economic and strateglc partners. And nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice
President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia soon, that he was just there a
couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of our commitment to the region. And we work with
them on a — countries in the region on a broad range of issues.

QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less aggressive in its
serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manlpulation, cyber warfare against U.S. businesses and
government, territorial aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic issues, we work with
them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue we're talking about now, that
we express concerns about when warranted, and we'll continue to do that. But we know that the relationship is a vital
one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree,

QUESTION: Jen, could I {inaudible) for a second?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it fair to characterize the U.$. position as being that aslde from the official policy, for the purposes of
safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commercial carriers should abide by the Chinese ADIZ
requirements?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have - I'd point you again to the FAA on more specifics than what | just conveyed. There are a range
of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our general position as a U.S. Goevernment is
that we don’t accept China’s requirements. And obviously, the military — actions of military exercises is evidence of that.
QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

_ QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. lust a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two maln U.S. airlines are complying with ~ are taking steps to comply. Delta and United are
the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit of
confusion/consternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S. commercial
airliners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a - do you have any kind of reassurance or any kind of response
to that? .

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and ali of the countries In the region about a range
of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue to be. This is - for specific
actions of individual commercial alrliners, | would point you to them or the FAA on any regulations.

QUESTION: But - so you're not = but you're not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S. citizens on
flights that are flying through the area?

MS. PSAKI: Well, certalnly safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone. Obviously, there are policles
in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don't oversee airline regulations. The FAA does, so | would
point you to them. '

QUESTION: {Inaudible.) Did the United States Government - the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or not changed?
What is the position to ADIZ now? )

MS. PSAKL: It has not changed. We — China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though the newtly-
announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and Taiwan, and includes
territory administered by Japan. As | mentioned, we ~ the fact that China’s announcement has caused confusion and
increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concerns and the need for China to rescind the
procedures. It's consistently been our position and one we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there
was some confusion over the weekend about airlines and specifically.
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QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still ~ not accepting China’s new air defense zone. But I wonder, like, Japan has
its own air defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan. But it looks like the U.S. doesn’t say anything about it. So do
you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s air defense zone?
MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons is that they announced this without prior consultations. It was inconsistent with
longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overtaps with a number of other longstanding air defense zones
of some other nelghboring countrles,
QUESTION: Jen --
QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identification zone, it’s just the manner in
which they did it, or the extent?
MS. PSAKI: No. { think | have - V've just consistently said that we believe they should rescind the procedures. I've Just -
i've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requirements. So | think I've made that pretty clear.
QUESTION: {Inaudibie.)
QUESTION: Is the first --
QUESTION: In response to the = China’s declaration of Its own ABIZ, the South Korean Government is poised to expand
its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United States? Would vou encourage it
or discourage it?
: MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen those reports, or | don’t even know if they're reports or if there’s been an announcement. |
haven't seen any announcement, | guess | should say. $o let me check into that, and --
QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have more to say on that.
QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called --
QUESTION: Jennifer, you talk about safety --
QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?
MS. PSAKE: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz,
QUESTION: Can we change topic?
QUESTION: No.
QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or something?
MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there is - they created these Air Defense tdentification Zones, they've
asked for prior flight plans. $0 of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory process, and — but { don’t have
any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it.
QUESTION: Is it a real concern, downing an airliner?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t think | have any more for you on that question. -
! QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that question that Roz had --
' MS$. PSAKI: Sure. )
QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually Is directly asking the Chinese to rescind it?
MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure.
. QUESTION: Thank you.
’ QUESTION: Well, at least --
QUESTION: Apart from the specific concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its excessiveness,
at least In terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any — are there broader
cancerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S. concerned that the Chinese
are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in it as all their own?
MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other --
QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --
MS. PSAKI: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure,
QUESTION: Right, right. But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first step or could be
a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of territory and ocean maritime
space that it says that It owns?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t want to make a prediction of that.
QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --
MS. PSAKI: But --
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QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior notice and all that

other — the safety concerns,

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems Is also that this Includes area ~ terntory administered by Japan, it includes

overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certalnly, that does touch on what your question Is here. In terms
. of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certainly wouldn't venture to make that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of these zones

over the entire - over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?

MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position Is on that, and we've long --

QUESTION: Well, that’s over the territorial disputes over the = it's a question of soverelgnty for these little atolls and bits
of rock. )

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chmese did lt for the South China Sea, or is that a
hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they - if and when they do it?
MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at this stage in time.

QUESTION: All right. :

QUESTION: One more thing. Just one maore thing on that. China at the same time has announced they sent a fighter jet
against United States and Japanese alrcraft last week, Did you comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: | am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?

QUESTION: If it's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may bera DOD question.

James. )

QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaration --

. MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not iltegal, and therefore we have on our hands-a dispute
with the Chinese --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviolent way, wasn't it a kind of a provocative act for the
United States to fly B-525 through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

MS. PSAKE: Well, | would peint you to DOD on that, but | would reiterate the fact that we have made clear that this
action, this announcement, is not going to change our military exercises. And that is an example of that. ~
QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware ~ or has there been at this point any
conversations that you're aware of in this — from this building with the Chinese directly? It’s kind of on Jill's question.
And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice President when he goes to

MS. PSAKI: Let me check. | know we have expressed concerns, | mentioned this last week, Matt, so let me just make
sure you have it, !

QUESTION: Jen, the — Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese official?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to --

QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier.

QUESTION: Lu.

QUESTION:; Yeah.

MS. PSAKE: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a long time ago.

QUESTION: | know It does. And it was happening on Wednesday.

MS. PSAKN: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a tople of discusslon. Also,
Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador Locke has also been in touch,
of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the last couple of days, I'm happy to check and see what else
we can read gut for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAKL: | don't have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.

QUESTION: New topic?

QUESTION: So It’s strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're going to
seek to resolve it?

is
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MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day by day. | conveyed for you what
we’ve done and what we've communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps day by day.

QUESTION: But Is that a kind of — is that a consideration? .

MS. PSAKI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise. But obviously, we're taking this day by day.

QUESTION: Can we change --

QUESTION: New subject?

MS5. PSAKI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.

QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China's argument is that we instltute the ADIZ that other
countrles have already Instituted. if you're saying that China does not have a right to do that, they can say, well, what's
good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed
to the way in which they did 1t or the extent of it, these can be a subject of debate. And China has sald we can get rid of
our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. 1 mean, something like that could happen. But somehow — are you really saying
that you do not accept - you do not give China the right to declare a defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: | think I've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, so I'm not sure | have much more to add to your
question.

QUESTION: Just on another toplc, Jen — sorry.

M5, PSAKL Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then | m happy to go to you.

QUESTION: North Korea?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm:

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confesslon Do you have any comments about that, any
reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest is — and let me do this first and then I'll do the second part. On November 307, North Korea
permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill Newman. (t — and given his
advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may return home and
reunite with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman's detention, According to the
report, he apalogized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his detention. We don't have any other further
information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given his age and health, we continue to call for North
Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean - that that apology was = that he wrote and that was released by the
North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he — and do you have reason to belleve
that all of those things in that apclogy are true?

MS. PSAKI: We just don’t have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen, of course,
about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of hls quote, unquote “confession” came up in the meeting with the
Swedes?

* MIS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there’s more detail we can outline for all

of you.

QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?
MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?

QUESTION: Correct.

MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why 1 am able to talk about him now.

QUESTICON: Okay. So then if — since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your — whoever it is that liaises
with the Swedes on this --

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: | assume it's EAP, but | guess it could also be EUR ~ and find out if Mr. Newman, in his discussions with the

Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confesslon and when it was that he recorded this
or when it -

MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see If there’s more we can share.
Go ahead, Lesley,
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QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back In what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything today? And
how long did they meet with him, and was it in 3 jail? Was itina -

QUESTION: Gtrest house.

QUESTION: -- government — a guest house?

QUESTION: A Jailhouse guest house,

MS. PSAKI: A guest house. t don’t have many specifics on that. I’'m happy to also check with Matt’s questions and to see
if there's more we ¢an share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn"t it include a --

QUESTION: But they did say - the Swedes did say that he --

QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?

QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was -

MS, PSAKI: | believe they've spoken publicty about it.

QUESTION: -- that he was treated — that's he’s being treated (inaudible), right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well. So | don’t have any other specifics on it, but if there’s more we
share beyond what they've said publicly, I'm happy --

QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: | Just want to get back to his confesslon. | mean, it Is kind of written in language that kind of fits the narrative
that North Korea has been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote thls. Are you — | mean, there’s often
times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So | mean, I'm just — about this particular confession, do you have any reason to
believe that he did not confess to all of those things?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t ~ 1| certainly understand why you're asking. | don't have any particular analysis on it at this stage. | will
see if this is something that our team Is looking Inte, and if there's more we can say about it specifically.

QUESTION: And what is this bullding doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from impriscnment? |
mean, Ambassador King had tried menths ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae, What's actually being done to get them out?

MS. PSAKI: Weli, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that's an important
component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea. We certainly do continue to call for his retease. |
don’t have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at this point to tell you about.
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf of Mr,
Newman?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have more | can outline for all of you, but I can check and see if there is any more to tell.

QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese {inaudible)?

MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there's not more specifics | can outline. .
QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or reguests of the United
States that have to do with Newman or ~ as a pretude to his possible release?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion entailed
beyond confirming --

QUESTION: Well, any — in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any details on it. | am happy to check If there’s any more to share with all of you.

QUESTION: But you guys are In touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we've long had a channel, but we've been working in this case through our Swedish
protective — protecting power.

QUESTION: But you have been In touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy to check if there’s anything more on that.
QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr, Newman's family?

MS5. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me’see if | have the detail of when we last spoke with him — with his family. |
don’t have that detall for you. 'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facilitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given that this
gentleman’s actually = 1 mean, he's quite elderly -
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that if - there would be concern encugh to try and travel to visit him.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. I'm not aware of a request that they’ve made about that specifically, but we can see.

QUESTION: So all the attention, really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we've said, Kenneth Bae has been held for quite a

long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You're nght

QUESTION: S0 in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the refease, | mean, are you

emphasizing because of Mr. Newman’s age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part of a

package that you think that they --

MS. PSAKI: | mean, we'd certainly llke to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that level of detail, |

just don't have that.

| QUESTION: These American citizens being held against their will in a rogue state, they're hostages, right?

| MS. PSAKI: | mean, they're being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so | don’t know that |
need to categorize it further, James,

! QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?

MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

QUESTION: {Off-mike.} (Laughter.)

: QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us — today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of the

Palestinian Authority, was 50 impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps another

. Geneva, where the Palestinian-israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this suggestion?

] MS. PSAKI: Well, | haven’t seen those comments from him specifically. | know this has been an idea floated out there.

Our focus remains an the direct negotiations between the israelis and the Palestinians. We're a facilitator in that effort.
There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great interest in the success—ina successfui
outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other countries that want to contribute to growing the
Palestinian economy, But that's our focus, not on planning yet another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibl, claims that the 20,000 housing that the
Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is — construction is ongoing. Do you *
have any information on that?

I MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything new on that I'd have to fook into that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: Oh.

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the idea of
Internationallzing the process, would the Unlted States — would the Administration object to an Internationalization of
the peace process?

MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means. Obwously, as you all are well aware, there's direct
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinlans now. That’s what our focus is on, 5o certainly that's not a path

! we’'re pursuing.

t QUESTION: Well, | think that the point that —right, it's not a path that you're pursuing --

' MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they make [s
that the United States has been the scle and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to call it, of Israeli-
Palestinian peace talks going back decades

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
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QUESTION: And you haven't gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. It's been one failure after another. Is it
perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should proceed.
We're less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that are engaged and
invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact with the Palestinlans and
engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the Israelis in this effort. So our focus remains on the
direct negotiations, and | don't think we're at this point speculating on a different alternative forum.

QUESTION: Well, let me - okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration that the United
States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or capable, competent, credible
mediator for peace between Israel and the Palestinians? '

MS. PSAKI: I don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that. We're playing a facilitator role which both sides are
comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort.and certainly in touch with the israelis and the
Palestinians. | expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we’ll continue to play the facilitator role as long as it’s
productive.

QUESTION: Do you belleve, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage and influence with

Israel or the Palestinians? | mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr. Newman or Mr. Bae in North
Korea --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through them, maybe
after you're done yelling at them about their air defense zone. But do you still think that the United States —does the
Administration belleve that it has Influence and leverage with either Israe! or the Palestinians?

M5, PSAKI: Well, I think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we’re at this point because both sides
decided to come to the table. | don't think it's about leverage. There’s — it's In the interest of both sides to come to an
agreement on the final status issues, and that's what they’re working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could | just ask - there was an agreement --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow Israel to actually touch some funding for
scientific research, There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research in areas of — in the West
Bank --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.. ]

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank, Is there an — | mean, does the American — do America — does America
believe that this is a good agreement for the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always mentioned that he
fears an increasing isolation of Israel on the International stage?

MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm. | haven't talked to our team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see if we have any particular
vlew on the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And is - what Is the message that Secretary Kerry's going to be bringing with him when he visits Israel later
on this week? '

MS. PSAKI: Well, | think he'll be talking to both sides about the importance of staying firm with the timeline and working
through the tough and difficult issues that they're doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the importance of
coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he’s meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu,
they'll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with Iran and having an ongoing dialogue about that as well.

. QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israelis and Palestinians, since the resignation

of the Palestinian team?
MS. PSAKI: | don't have any updates on meetings at this point. I'll see if there’s any mare we want to provide to all of
you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that.

QUESTION: But | mean, since the last time the Secretary’s been there, there’s been another announcement of new
settlement construction.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinian - it ust seems that without him actually physically there
holding their hand for hours at a time, that they’re not able to sustain it on their own.
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! MS. PSAKI: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. So obviously, we didn’t expect this to be
easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed their commitment
to seeing this through.

. QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? | mean, particularly on the — actually, on either side,
whether it’s the israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Patestintans’ full negotiatiang team just
giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that's a good, example The negotiating team - President Abbas reaffirmed
his own commitment to seeing this through --

QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKI: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they're continuing to move
forward.

QUESTION: It just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that there’ll be a
peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be there. And 5o it does
seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together personally, and isn’t there, like, a limit to how much he can
do?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through it every day.

QUESTION: Well, | meant more the parties themselves.

MS. PSAKI: You're right, but there also Is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing to the nine-
month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods throughout the process. But

. both sides remain committed to that, and so we'll continue to work through it.

QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like - unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn't sound like since Secretary
Kerry's last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS5. PSAKI: | wouldn't jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn’t confirm every meeting.
QUESTION: Sure,

MS. PSAKI: So let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he — Ambassador
Indyk, where --

MS, PSAKI: He’s here. | saw him thls morning.

QUESTION: He's here. Okay.

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Let’s Just do one or two more here.

Scott.

| QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what’s going on in Thailand right now?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life In Bangkok due to politically motivated violence. We
condemn violence as 3 means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise restraint and respect the rule
of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tension in Thailand, and we are following the situation closely,
Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and seizure of
public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences. We firmly believe all
parties should work together to resolve différences through peaceful dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and
rule of law.

Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and — has spoken with the prime minister and opposition leaders to
also encourage restraint and peaceful dlalogue. You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in Bangkok issued a
security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large political demonstrations may continue in coming day
— in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central Bangkok, and is advising them to avold
areas of demonstration and to exercise caution.

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would accept
nothing short of her resignation. Is that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?

MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of course, have
seen his comments, but | don t think we're going to weigh in further at this pomt aside from encouraging restraint on
the ground.

QUESTION: Would you welgh in on the general amnesty bill that the ruling party failed to get through parliament, which
was one of the instigations for this?

rxl
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MS. PSAKI: | know — | don't know if I've spoken to that in the past, Scott. I'd have to = | don’t have anything for you on it
at this particular moment, but I'm happy to follow up post-briefing.

Okay, let's do two more here. In the back, you've been very patient. )
QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What's the U.S. response to the
Australian Government’s rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midland’s bid for GrainCorp?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by'the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels Midland’s
proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not — we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe Hockey has expressed
openness to approving an increase in ADM’s current share in GralnCorp. The United States Is the largest foreign investor
- foreign direct investor in Australla, with 132 billion in investment projects to date, and we look forward to working
closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and investment — stronger trade and investment ties.
QUESTION: tust a quick follow-up,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to comment’
on any of them, As you know, we're undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect to conclude by the
end of the year,

QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did — was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial meetings?

MS. PSAKI: It’s a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. It wasn't one raised while | was there, but let me check and see
if it was. '

QUESTION: And if it was, did - was — were you given any indication that this is the way your closest antipodal ally was
going to go?

MS. PSAKI: | will check and see if it was even raised.

Okay, let's do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?

MS. PSAKL: Sure.

QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not? . .

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we’ll examine the document carefully once itis
finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The £gyptian people, of course, will
decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a transition process that leads to
an inclusive civilian government selected through free, fair, and transparent elections, and civilian government based on
the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open and competitive economy, So we will see when it is
transferred, and we will take a close look at it.

Bahrain.

QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any view on the government --

QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the prohibition of religious
parties in Egypt?

MS. PSAKI: Again, we'll wait to comment on it until it’s been officially transferred. Obviously, there are steps in there we
may be complimentary of and others we may not be.

QUESTION: Yes, please,

QUESTION: Does the decision of the - not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to be released?
It was yesterday or today.

MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. Cne moment, Matt.

QUESTION: Mm-hinm, You can get it = if you just want to make it a TQ, that's fine,

MS. PSAKL: Yeah, that's fine. | believe | have something on it for you. Let’s see. We continue to encourage Bahrain to
take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors of society to volce
their political views In a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights
Nabee| Rajab = is that who you’re talking about - okay --

QUESTION: {Inaudible.}
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MS. PSAKI: -- was denled early release today in Bahraln. We understand that he has served 18 months of his two-year
prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year. We remain deeply concerned about the three-year
prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to protect the universa rights of
freedom of expression and assembly, Just as we urge all elements of Bahralini society to engage in peaceful expressions
of political opinion.
QUESTION: Do you think that he should’ve been released as was — as he could’ve been today?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | believe we are concerned about his — we were concerned about his three-year prison sentence, |
believe. Let me check and see, but | believe that’s what we're implying here. -
QUESTION: | mean, this Is not the-first. | mean, there have been several other opposition activists and so forth that have
: been detained. | mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earller In the year about Bahrain’s commitment
to political reforms? .
MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step - to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern. $6 | don’t have any
analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the gverall relationshlri, but each time there has been an
[ incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.
: QUESTION: Well, but each time - you say each time that there’s been an incident. ! mean, there’s a pattern of incidents.
| I mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?
i MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone.
QUESTION: Thank you,
(The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)
; DPB # 196

- This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
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You are a designated administrator for the U.S. Department of State State Department Satellite Feed
topic. GovDelivery recently detected changes to the topic’s Page Watch URL(s).

If you would like to notify 2330 subscribers of this change, please follow this link.

If you do not wish to notify these subscribers, please disregard'this message.
The topic Page Watch URL(s) that chang;:d are:
*  hup://www state govirss/channels/satellite.xm|
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State Department Satellite Feed

The State Department Satellite Feed provides broadcast video content of U.S. Government officials speaking on
current international events and issues. The broadcast can be found on virtual channel #340 on &ll International
Bureau of Broadcasting (IBB) satellite networks worldwide. Please see the instructions and technical details
document fpr more information. '

State Department Satellite Feed
Secretary of State John Kerry delivers remarks at the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria
Replenishment Conference

December 2, 2013 Duration: 19:00

State Department Daily Press Briefing with Spokesperson Jennifer Psaki

December 2, 2013 Duration: 01:13:17

For information on any upcoming events, questions, comments or to rebroadeast a specific event, please

emnil video@state.gov.
BROADCAST SCHEDULE

State Department Satellite programming Is broadcast Monday through Friday:

0430 UTC through 0630 UTC
0730 UTC through 0930 UTC
1500 UTC through 1700 UTC
2000 UTC through 2200 UTC
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. _________________________________________ ]
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From: Schachter, Andrew N (PACE}

Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 5:47 PM
To: PA FO Core; PA OBS_BSEP; PA Press; PA SPOX; PA Stenos; PA-IME Staff
Subject: DRAFT TRANSCRIFT: DPB # 196

Audio to use for proofing s called “12022013 dpb # 196 Psakl WMA.” Editor, please confirm receipt,

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

DPB # 196

MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2013
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED)

**UNEDITED/DRAFT**
1:54 p.m. EST
MS. PSAKI: Hi, e{reryone. Happy --
QUESTION: Happy belated birthday. -
MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. (Laughter.)
QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next --
MS. PSAKI: 1 will be,
QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?
MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, [ have nothing at the top, so Matt, let's go to what's on your mind.
QUESTION: Let’ssee. L havealot--

MS. PSAKI: Okay.
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QUESTION: -- but nothing is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: Both - excluding the middle stop at Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you
expect is going to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan
officials there to talk with? And then — well, that’l! be that one question for --

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we’ll clearly, as we typically do, be doing a briefing en route about the trip and
about our visit to the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details about
who will be attending. Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States

and of NATO will certainly be a big topic of discussion. But I will let our briefers outline more specifics en
route to Brussels.

QUESTION: Allright. Well, I was going to ask about the Middle East but — as well, the stop in Israel and the
PA. Butif you're just - are you going to give me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?

MS. PSAKI: I likely will, yes.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind,

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: (Off-mike.)

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.

QUESTION: s — what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?

| MS.PSAKL: Well --.

: QUESTION: As far as — is it true that --
MS. PSAKI: The BSA.
QUESTION: The - exactly.
MS. PSAKI: The signing, I assume. .
QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone - is on his way to Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: 1don't have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our
team on the ground, Ambassador-Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've
made our position clear, and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon is the path forward, as we’ve
said many times, to sustaining a partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans in
achieving lasting peace, security, and development. That’s the message that we’re conveying at every

| level. And as we've said before but important to reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We — deferring the

signature of the agreement until after next year’s election is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with the

certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical mohths leading to the elections, nor would it
provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary for a potential post-2014 military presence.
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So we’re continuing to convey that. Our tcam on the ground is certainly hard at work. 1 don’t have any travel
announcements. If that changes, we'll certainly let all of you know.

QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?

MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.S. and
Afghanistan have to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the State
Department. Has any process started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO SOFA
that they may have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there’s the signing; it goes
through parliament, then it would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very familiar with, this
doesn’t outline a specific number for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal of planning in regards to
that that DOD would certainly be very engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what
they said. I'm not familiar with that --

QUESTION: Is December 21* the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin
preparing for all troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014,

MS. PSAKI: Iam not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, 1 will say. But on the trip question,
well, as you all know, a decision hasn’t been made. You would know if it had been. It’s not our preference, but
no troops is certainly a potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our.
preference, but natural that planning would have to take place for all different options.

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s doing or conducting
himself the way he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?

MS. PSAKI: 1 dona’t know that I have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with-

-him last week, as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as

possible, but I don't have any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan.

QUESTION: So you think that he’s perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the elections?
MS. PSAKI: I will tet you, Said, do your own analysis. [ don’t have any other analysis on it.

Do we have any more on Aféhanistan?

QUESTION: Just the trip?

MS. PSAKI: Mmhmm

QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --

MS. PSAKI: Yes.

QUESTION: -- could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et
cetera. .

k|
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MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of important reform steps in recent
| years. They have — they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant
export. But they have a number of exports they also work with. And given the steps they’ve taken, the
Secretary felt it would be an lmponant opportunity to pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts
here, but I believe he may be if nol the first, one of the first Secretaries to pay a bllateral visit to Moldova.

| QUESTION: And also it come;, obviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement with the EU,

H

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. i

"QUESTION: Moldova did. So you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them
something, a sign of support. |

MS. PSAKI: Well, we had planined this trip — this trip was in the works before that decision was made. But
certainly, they have put a number of reforms in place and they’re working hard on their economy and the — if -
the Secretary felt it was important to highlight that.

1
QUESTION: Following on lhai --
QUESTION: Okay. Canlgo céver just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we'll go to Anne.

QUESTION: I was gone last wé:ek so [’'m - most of last week, so what — did the Secretary speak with Karzai
before or after Ambassador Riceiwas there? s

MS. PSAKI: Let's see. He spoke with Karzal - President Karzai — 1'd have to look back. I believe it was
prior to her visit. Let me double check that for you to make sure,

; QUESTION: So the last senior,official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.

MS. PSAKI: | believe that's co%‘rect, yes,

5 QUESTION: lJust following on'fthe Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would

not, as had been widely expected, attend the OSCE ~ when you said that, | don't know, about 10 days ago or so

I - t

' MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. :

QUESTION: -- we were just atithe very beginning of this whole episode.
' i

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. '

QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling issues that had - it would force his
cancellation. Are you sticking with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy implications to
! his decision not to go to the OSCE?
]
! MS. PSAKI: I am sticking with[that. I'm just looking at Lesley here in my — corner of my eye. 1am sticking
with that. [ don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to
attend and travel there after joining us for the first part of the visit.

i : )
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QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Isit -- '

QUESTION: Can you tetl us the — oh, sorry.

t QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade — charade, for Lesley — of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that
not going — not going on this trip - not going to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAKI: [ will let you do yjour own reporting, Matt. Idon’t have any more analysis or comments on it
from here. ' :

. QUESTION: But there was --
‘ QUESTION: And one more ciuick one on Ukraine.
I MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, .
QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we’re of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in
: Kyiv but in cities around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21%, there have
i been an increasing number of violent incidents, including against journalists. We stress there is no room, and
| we continue to stress there is no room for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue
to call on all sides to maintain calm, and on Ukrainian authorities to ensure that members of the public and the

press are able to safely and peacefully exercise their rights of speech and assembly.

As [ mentioned a little bit before; we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel
there. The Ukrainian foreign ministry announced that the ministenial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was - what’s the reaction of --
QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine is a country that aspires to a democratic future?
MS. PSAKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic
future?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell. Actions speak louder than words.

QUESTION: Do you - does this --

S
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QUESTION: Do you still stanq by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantic
Council a couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your belief that Ukraine should be
following the path towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Our view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have
happened since then, but --

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that’s what they want? |

mean, it seems to be that they’re demonstrating because they’re angry that the government hasn’t taken this path
that’s laid been laid out for them.

MS. PSAKI: [ would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. 1don’t

want to speak on their behalf, but our position hasn’t changed on what steps they could take. Obviously, it’s up
to Ukraine to take those steps.

QUESTION: So — but I mean the United States is — if you don’t want to give your backing to them — at least
sympathetic to what the demonsfrators are asking for.

MS. PSAKI: Again, | mean, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so 1 don’t — beyOnd what we’ve
stated publicly many times, [ don t have any other further public statements on our position, which has been

" stated by Assistant Secretary Nuland and by other officials in the past several weeks.

QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstratmg across the country on
Sunday, and given that they all seem 1o a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be
more closely aligned with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show
any restraint? They're not the onies who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets
on the police. It seems they’re taking the brunt of everything that’s been happening.

MS. PSAKI: I don’t think | took sides. I think [ said that it's important for all sides to maintain calm, that

there’s no place for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. So I don’t — I would disagree with
the premise of your claims.

QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister’s — called for his security forces to show

restraint and seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped-upon the
demonstrators, particularly in Kyw"

“MS. PSAKI: Weli, I think Ijus_;l' expressed what our view is of violence against demonstrators, so that’s what

our view is.
QUESTION: Can I - has the Secretary spoken to somebody in Ukraine, his counterpart?
MS. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. [ can check if there's been any other calls I'm not aware of.

QUESTION: Because onc of the big issues for Ukraine 15 tearing itself away from Russia and looking towards
Western Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine is heading to
China to look for that. And if — I was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of — some kind of assurance
or reassurance economically that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support — and the
U.S. would support any kind of reform through the Intemnational Monetary Fund, ¢

MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we've made, which, as Jo referenced, is — that our belief is
that European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s
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democracy. That’s still our belief. That’s been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of any

other discussions. Obviously, there's a lot of - that's going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that
we have made our position clear. . .

QUESTION: And what is the building’s position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concemn about her
detention. Iknow this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of
Ukraine getting into the EU. So we’ve consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps
forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been progress on that on the ground.

QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?
MS. PSAKI: I said European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --
QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks?
| (Laughter.)
MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave.

Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
QUESTION: Still on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukraine, and Russia get together to discuss some 'of
these problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilateral discussion to discuss the
economic situation and political differences? )

MS. PSAKI: It wouldn’t involve the United States, so [ don’t have a particular position. I'm happy to talk to
our team and see if we have a view on that,

Ukraine or Afghanistan? Qkay, should we move on to Syria? Let’s go to Margaret.

QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that they're
‘going to give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. Well, [ don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. (Laughter.) Well, as you
know, the United States is committed to supporting the international community's efforts to destroy Syria’s
chemical weapons in the safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently
outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We
are in close contact with the OPCW and our international partners and remain confident that we can meet the
milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of course, the OPCW remains — and the UN remain the lead
coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating steps forward and any timeline, et cetera.

QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we’re offering? Is that a chunk of change? [s that
financing and loans, or --
7
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MS. PSAKI: Well, we’ve offered — we've offered in the ~ prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6§
million to the OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financial contributions and in kind, so I think we gave
some materials as well. But this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. So I would point you to them on the
specific costs. This, at this point, is an offer. So I think that’s still being worked through.

QUESTION: So - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million
euros for the private contractors who would actually be --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. So is any of that money coming through the State
Department, or is the State Department topped out at 36 million?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we've said we'd be open to explormg additional ways to provide assistance. [ don't have
any announcements today of additional assistance we're planmng to provide, but that certainly is something
we're in discussions with the OPCW about.

E QUESTION: So we can unders:tand correctly, it is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying --
- MS. PSAKI: Itisa-- | ‘
QUESTION: -- (inaudible) --
MS. PSAKI: -- U.S. Govemme;nt vessel, not a commercial vessel,
QUESTION: Right.

MS. PSAKI: But there is a part'of this — and this may be what you’re asking about — which is the OPCW
reaching out to commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.

QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: So what - so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will
do this?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. I think some of it may still be work — be going through
the process of being worked out, Matt, because they’ve offered — but obviously, how it would be staffed and the
materials and the money - [ mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.

QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?

MS. PSAKI: 1don't have a location. That's stil} being discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next
deadline is - not deadline, it's a target — is December 31%. And that is to get all of the chemical weapons -
out. But in terms of when the next step would be, [ don’t have a timeline of that.

Anne. i

QUESTION: I realize part of lﬁis is kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

8
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| QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warship, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?

(Laughter.)

MS, PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. I would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check
on specifically how we categorize it. Idon’t believe it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more
specification on how we —~ what we call it exactly.

QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, I mean, is there any disappointment here that afier casting about
to - for a friend here, it ends up being the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?

MS. PSAKI: I wouldn’t categorize it that way. I mean, certainly this is a priority for the U.S., as it is for the
international community, to destroy and eliminate the chemical weapons. The OPCW is stili talking to
countries. There are countries that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we'll see-
how that all shakes out. And certainly, we'd welcome the support or contribution of other countries.

QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priority among many nations who
would also share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when
that — when the thing was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing
that couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources. But they're still talking
! to countries about contributing and being a part of this, and certainly we’re hopeful of that as well.

QUESTION: So if the question is: “Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this once
again,” --

MS, PSAKI: We‘re not holding the bag yet, Matt.

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you’re not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp

out. |

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other
countries that have expressed an ‘openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make their
decisions about what that will — what will — that will entail, and we’ll let the OPCW decide how all of it will
work together.

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in
helping move this towards a resolution? Why can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they’ve committed to contribute or - -
what they have not. Obviously, there are financial ways — there are a number of ways to contribute. We
certainly welcome any country’s contribution. There are different ways that each country can do that.

QUESTION: Are.you in touch with the Russians specifically about making an — a contribution?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it’s a discussion that’s been a part of the regular
discussions with Foreign Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria.
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many
jihadis that are Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are

you concemned about these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and
perhaps organize terrorist acts? .

MS. PSAKI: 1 haven’t seen his comments specifically. I know - I believe he may have been on a Sunday
show yesterday. I haven't read them fully. We've - we're naturally concerned, as you know, about extremists
whether they're going in and certainly and if they’re coming out, I talked a little bit, I think it was a week or
two ago, about ways that we coordinate with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and
efforts we undertake to make sure we’re watching, but of course we're concerned. [ don’t have any other
specifics for you.

QUESTION: Are you pressing 'your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council

countries, that have been supplying arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing
them not to do so?

t

MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute to
assistance through the SMC.

QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegraph, that says basically
the Free Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and

have no interest, really, in reaching a settlement. [s that your assessment, or are you still working very closely
with General Idris?

MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General Idris, we’re still working towards a Geneva
conference in January, and we still believe there’s no military solution, as you know.

| More on Syria?
QUESTION: Still on Syria.
1 MS. PSAKI: Or -~ go ahead, Ro:z.

QUESTION: Still on Syria, the Iranian Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera this
moming. And when it came to Geneva Ii, he said that while Iran is, quote, not begging to attend the talks in
January, it would attend if invited. My first question: Would the U.S. be willing to invite Iran to take part in
these tatks? And if so, what does the U.S. believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil
war?

MS. PSAKI: Well, no decisions have been made about participation yet. There’s another trilateral meeting on
December 20'® coming up that we'll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Our position hasn’t
changed on Iran’s participation or whether we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the

Geneva communique. That’s a condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed
' at the next trilateral meeting.

QUESTION: But given the — that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been
killed in the civil war to date --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
10
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QUESTION: --is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad
_regime to, if nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?

| MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique,
because that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, I don’t have any speculation.on what
leverage they may or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been
about their nuclear program and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They’ve not been focused on
Syria. And our position on whether or not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn’t changed.

| QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva I, there’s a great deal of value for Iran’s
participation -- i

MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --
QUESTION: -- considering that it is --
MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Said. 1 don’t want to get ahead of --

‘ " QUESTION: Butit's a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like
Hezbollah so on.

| . MS. PSAKI: If that is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it.

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian
regime? [ mean, | know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.
i QUESTION: -- to Foreign Minister Muallem. Is there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but I don't have anything
specific for you. I can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly beginning to --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, I think, the fear
is that this is just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: --it's not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKI: Weli, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime. We've — they have
happened in the past, as you mentioned, so I will see if there’s more to report on that,

QUESTION: Can I go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? i mean, [ think over the last week or
so, when there's been, like, various bouts of violence in Syria, that the Iranian Government has said that there
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needs to be a political solution to the situation in Syria. So don’t you think that Iran is making more positive
comments? I mean, I don’t think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a political
solution. They haven’t said anything about President Assad leaving (inaudible).

MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise — I mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing

: body. That’s the goal of a Geneva conference. So, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the
Geneva communique, and --

QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a
transition is far different from the — than the Russians’ definition of a transifion. So if the Iranians were to say,
like, okay, we accept a political transition, I mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about'a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communique, which
they have not done. If they do that we will evaluate whether or not we’d support their - an invitation to them
to attend the conference.

QUESTION: Zarif also told us-that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between
Shiite and Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they’re trying to, in their efforts,

promote more harmony, more peace Does that add any — does that change the complexion at all, particularly in
Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t want to speak too specifically to an interview I haven’t yet seen yet, and neither has

: anyone on our team. Broadly speaking, obviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step

' agréement on their nuclear program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with,
whether it’s their involvement in support of the regime in Syria or humanitarian issues, and so that has not
changed that. 1 can take a closer look once we see the transcript of the interview and see if we have more
comments on Foreign Minister Zarif's comments.

QUESTION: You’'re saying yo?ur team does not watch Al Jazeera?

MS. PSAKI: Well, that is not true; we do. However, 1 believe there’s only been a very short clip that has
played of this interview that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all plays.

QUESTION: Beyond the interview, he’s freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the
other Gulf countries.. He wants to visit Saudi Arabia. 1 mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate their fears
and actually encourage them towards participating in Geneva II to make it a success. You must have some sort
of a reading of this effort.

MS. PSAKI: [don't have any particular reading of it for you, Said. Our position, [ think, has been pretty clear
on whether or not they attend the Geneva conference.

QUESTION: i have another really quick logistics thing. On the December 20" meeting, that’s Wendy
Sherman and that — it's the same iteration?

MS. PSAKI: [t is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Is that new or was that announced last week or something --
MS. PSAKI: 1 believe we talked about it last week as being the next meeting.

QUESTION: On China — (inaudible).
12
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QUESTION: Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?
MS. PSAKI: Sure. Let’s stay on Iran and then we can go to China.

QUESTION: On the 6" of February in this room, [ had a very brief exchange with your predecessor, Victoria
Nuland -- . .

F J
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, '

QUESTION: -- about Iran. And with your indulgence, I will read it in its entirety for the purpose of the record
and so you can respond to it.

“Rosen: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechanisms, the Obama
Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or false?”

“"Nuland: We have made clear, ﬁs the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1
Sramework, we would be preparéd (o talk to fran bilaterally. But with regard to the kind of thing that you're
talking about on a government-to-government level, no.”

That’s the entirety of the exchange.

As we now know, senior state department officials had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bilateral talks
with senior officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that point.

So the question today is a simpie one: When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denied them
from the podium that was untrue, correct?

1

MS. PSAKI: | mean, James, | = that - you're talking about a February briefing, so 10 months ago. [ don’t
‘think we’ve outlined or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I’m not going to confirm
others beyond that at this point. So [ don't know that | have any more for you.

QUESTION: Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-

to-government contacts, no secrét direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 6"? Do
you stand by the accuracy of thal‘7

- MS. PSAKI: James, | have no new information for you loda)} on the timing of when there were any
discussions with any Iranian officials.

QUESTION: Letmetry it one last way, Jen --
MS. PSAKI: Ckay. |

QUESTION: --and apprcciatle your indulgence.
MS. PSAKI: Sure. ‘

QUESTION: Is it the policy of the State Department, where the preservation or the secrecy of secret
negotiations is concemed, to lie.in order to achieve that goal?

13

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No, C06193648 Date: 03/13/2017




C06199648 IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06199648 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

MS. PSAKI: James, I think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good
example of that. Obviously, we have made clear and laid out a number of details in recent weeks about
- discussions and about a bilateral channel that fed into the P5+1 negotiations, and we’ve answered questions on
it, we've confirmed details. We’re happy to continue to do that, but clearly, this was an important component
leading up to the agreement that was reached a week ago.

QUESTION: Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as
far back as March of this year, I don't see what would prohibit you from addressing directly this
question: Were there secret direct bilateral talks between the United States and Iranian officials in 20117

MS. PSAKI: 1don't have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the Iranians

through a range of channels, some of which you talked — you mentioned, but I don’t have any other specifics for
you today.

QUESTION: One more on Iran?

QUESTION: The Los Angeles Times and Politico have repbrted that those talks were held as far back as
2011. Were those reports inaccurate?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you’re talking about. Are you talking about visits that the Secretary
and others made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?

QUESTION: I'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian officials in Oman as
far back as 2011, The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports
inaccurate?

MS. PSAKI: [ have nothing more for you on it, James, today.
QUESTION: One more on Iran?
MS. PSAKI: On Iran? Let’s just finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz.

QUESTION: One of - one more on Iran. Foreign Minister Zarif said, directly contradicting the Obama
Administration’s contention that sanctions worked, he told our interviewer that when the sanctions were first
imposed, Iran had 200 working centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000. What is this building’s
reaction to his comment that sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotiating table?

MS. PSAKI: Well, again, I would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as
reminder, President Rouhani and others have talked about how the impact - how growing the economy and
putting an end — doing — bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was a priority for them in order to
help the economy and the Iranian people. There’s no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oil
revenues, the impact on their economic growth writ large that there was a huge impact of - that there ~ the
sanctions had an enormous impact, and that that was a driving factor in bringing the Iranians back to the
negotiating table.

In terms of progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at their
various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concemns about steps they
were taking and progress they were making, which was why it was so important to come to an acceptable
agreement that would halt and roll back the progress of their program.

QUESTION: Just to follow up on that, though --
14
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal
in Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003,
Iran was only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on to say, they have 19,000, and this
therefore represents the best possible deal that could be secured.

Isn’t it a fact that since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
installed?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that Iran has
made progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that. That’s one of
the reasons why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The President and Secretary Kerry were

big proponents of that. We worked with the international community to do just that to put that necessary
pressure in place.

The point I was trying to make to Roz is that — what she's asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so
that was --

QUESTION: Right. I’m pursuing the separate one part that she carved out, and that is to say — and if this 15
untrue, I'd be grateful to be disabused of the notion — but the great bulk of Iran’s progress in the development of
its enrichment program has taken place under President Obama’s watch, correct?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specific numbers. The --
QUESTION: You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as --
MS. PSAKI: Well, James, I think what we're focused on at this point is the fact that we’re now at a point
where we are halting and rolling back the progress of their program and we're working towards a
comprehensive agreement to bring an end to it. [ can’t speculate for you what would happen without — what
would have happened without sanctions. [ would venture to guess --
QUESTION: (Inaudible) sanctions.

, , .
MS. PSAKI: But they were being paired together, so that’s why I'm bringing it into the conversation.
QUESTION: But the context of the question was exactly: “The Obama Administration says we showed up
because our economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that’s not the case. We have our own reasons for

coming.”

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a close took at his comments and we’ll have more to say about them once we
do.

QUESTION: Can [ just go back to the Geneva meeting and --
MS. PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: -- December 20" with Wendy Sherman?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
15
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: Thisis --

It’s that level — in terms of specific attendance, I'll have to just double-check that for you.
Oh, okay.
Y-eah.

This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next - the comprehensive

Well, they also --

-- or this is the technical discussions?

No, no, no.

No, this is Syria,

This is — sorry, this is Syria.

Oh, I'm sorry. ‘
This is Syria,

Excuse me. I'm sorry.

So this is the pre-Geneva. No, it’s okay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.

: Okay. But I did have an Iran question, actuall).w.

: But is there any new — [ mean --

Yeah.

-- when is it that you're going to start to negotiate the comprehensive deal with Iran? -

Well, right now, what we're focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the

Right.

:+ So do you have a date for those?
I don’t yet have a date on those.

: Or a place?

[ don’t yet have a place. It’s being worked through. Hopefully we’ll have an update for you all

in the coming days.

16

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Departmént of State Cése No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C061989648 Date: 03/13/2017




C06199648!ED U.S. Depariment of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C08199648 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

QUESTION: And can I ask — I don’t know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to Iran is
actually going to visit Tehran tomorrow. [ wondered what the -- - '

MS. PSAKI: I haven't seen that.

QUESTION: Well, | wanted a U.S. reaction to this following on to the question I asked last week about how
far along the line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with Iran.

MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm. 1 still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we’ve already taken,
which is being a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with Iran, Obviously, different countries are
going to make their own decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it’s helpful that the British envoy could be.going to
Tehran?

MS. PSAKI: 1don't know that I have that level of analysis on it. 1 don’t have all the details on what the

purpose of the trip is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make their own
decisions about diplomatic relationships.

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --

QUESTION: East China Sea?

' QUESTION: -- Secret negotiations with Iran.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, .

QUESTION: I apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret
negotiations that the U.S. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as
France, and then that contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it difficult to reach consensus within that
group. Do you have a reaction to that or a comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: T don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other
countries, but I will reiterate for you that this was — these discussions were fed into the P5+1 process. That is
the process that we ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here. The P5+1 members, as
well as our friends in Israel, were briefed early this fall.

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we’ve been open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that there
are a range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our
important partners on that; and that’s exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin? -

MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can ! ask (inaudible) about China?
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MS. PSAKI: Let me just say one thing, though, for James. [t's important here too — and then I promise we'll
go to China — it's important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani's
election, that in terms of the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of — what an

agreement could look like, that's when it picked up. So I understand that's not answering your question, but |
' felt it was important to --

QUESTION: But just on the.basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or
who's Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, I'm confirming
a certain set of talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no,
that a certain set of tatks occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If I have more details for you, James, 1 will — happy to share them.

QUESTION: Ididn't ask you—~I'm asking for your thinking about why you’re not addressing the question,

, not the specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that
[ are two years old?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today.
Go ahead. On China?
QUESTION: What about the couch? (Laughter.)’

QUESTION: Thank you, Jen. So as we know, the U.S, Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply
with China’s requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese
Government. So does that mean the U.S. Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by
the Chinese Government?

MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as [ can be here because | know there’s been a range of
reporting. It has been — some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of - perhaps it’s our fault for not explaining
it well enough. So we are not — the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines. The FAA is the
point of contact with airlines. There has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that I am
aware of that has conveyed what has or has not been communicated in that capacity to airlines.

There is — for safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a
process with the notices to airmen issued by foreign countries, as is the case in this case. Their concerns are
about the safety and security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S. Government policy is. It is not
- this is in no way indicates U.S. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ
and has absolutely no bearing on the firm and consistent U.S. Government position that we do not accept the
legitimacy of China’s requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It’s inconsistent with standard
practice. And their® requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. Sol
don’t know how much more clear that it is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so 1 wanted — '

QUESTION: It looks like we received the statement or the Q& A from the State Department, so it looks like
it’s from the U.S. Government. And aiso, you are saying -

MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which [ certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that
for safety and — for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently internationally with
the notices to airmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had
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been communicated to airlines. ]t did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very
familiar with the statement you’re referring to, and there were a lot of - there were some assumptions made.

QUESTION: So (inaudible) --

QUESTION: Okay. It looks like --

QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply \.vith the Chinese regulations?

MS. PSAKI: [ would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to commercial airlines.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.S. Government, is it not?

MS. PSAKI: They are. They --

QUESTION: Yes.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: So -1 understand that, but the State Department does have a representative — you’re familiar
with the ICAQ? '

MS., PSAKI: 1am not,

QUESTION: Okay. 1t’s in Montreal.

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: It's a good excuse to éct to Montreal --
MS. PSAKI: Good.

QUESTION: --if you ever want to go up there.

MS. PSAKI: [ will take that advice.

QUESTION: I[t's the International Civilian - it's the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you
know if the United States is going 10 use its membership in the ICAO to oppose this Chinese decision?

MS. PSAKI: Idon't.
QUESTION: And if you don’t know, could you ask?
MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.

QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese
requirements --

MS. PSAKI: Well, it doesn’t accept — yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.

QUESTION: Right. That’s what you said.
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Doesn’t that - if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they
should comply with it, how is that not accepting — the government accepting the legitimacy?

MS. PSAKI: Well, there's a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an
aviation expert, as it evidenced by your Montreal question. So I would point you to them on that.

Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
announcement will not change how the United States conducts military operations in the region, which is
something DOD announced last week, And that is certainly a U.S. Government decision to make.

QUESTION: So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not obey the — or will not follow the
Chinese requirements if thev’re flying through this airspace?

j MS. PSAKI: Military planes?

QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seoul or to Tokyo will not notify the --

MS. PSAKI: [ am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.

QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his plane,
an Air Force plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I am saying military planes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certamly have to
check and see where that falls in.

QUESTION: What is this Episode — what impact is this episode having on U.S.-Sino relations?

MS. PSAKI: There are times when we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We’ve made
clear our concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announced, the fact that there was no
prior notice. As you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of
course, be meeting with key leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a topic of discussion,
but there are a number of other issues that we discuss both wllh China and other partners in the region:

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this ev1dence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: I wouldn't categorize this into ~ I wouldn’t put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it
worked. Our pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have
with Asia, with countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of
that than the Vice President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia -
soon, that he was just there a couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of our
commitment to the region. And we work with them on a — countries in the region on a broad range of issues.

]
| "QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less
| aggressive in its serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against U.S.
businesses and government, territorial aggression, or is it better than it used to be?

MS. PSAKI: [I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them on economic issues, we
work with them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue we're
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talking about now, that we express concerns about when warranted, and we’il continue to do that. But we know
that the relationship is a vital one and one that we need to keep plugging away at even when we disagree.

QUESTION: Jen, could I (inaudible) for a second?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it fairto characterize the U.S. position as being that aside from the official policy, for the

purposes of safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commercial carriers should abide by the
Chinese ADIZ requirements?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have - I'd point you again to the FAA on more speciﬁcs than what I just

conveyed. There are a range of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place, but our
general position as a U.S. Government is that we don’t accept China's requirements. And obviously, the
military — actions of militarv exercises is evidence of that.

QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.

QUESTION: It looks like the two main U.S. airlines are complying with - are taking steps to comply. Delta
and United are the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit
of confusion/constemation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S.
commercial airliners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a - do you have any kind of reassurance
or any kind of response to that?

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region
about a range of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue to
be. This is — for specific actions of individual commercial airliners, [ would point you to them or the FAA on
any regulations, | ‘

QUESTION: But - so you're not — but you’re not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S,
citizens on flights that are flying through the area?

MS. PSAKI: Well, certainly safety and security of citizens should be of concemn to everyone. Obviously, there
are policies in place and regulations in place because of that, But we don’t oversee airline regulations. The
FAA does, so I would point you to them.

QUESTION: (Inaudible.) Did the United States Government — the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or
not changed? What is the position to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We — China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though
the newly-announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and
Taiwan, and includes territory administered by Japan. As I mentioned, we — the fact that China’s announcement
has caused confusion and increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concems and
the need for China to rescind the procedures. It’s consistently been our position and one we have
communicated both publicly and privately. I know there was some confusion over the weekend about airlines
and specifically.
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QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still-— not accepting China’s new air defense zone. But I wonder,
like, Japan has its own air defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan. But it looks like the U.S. doesn't say

anything about it. So do you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s
air defense zone?

MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons is that they announced this without prior consultations. It was
inconsistent with longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of other
longstanding air defense zones of some other neighboring countries.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identification zone; it's just the
manner in which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. Ithink | have - I've just consistently said that we believe they should rescind the
procedures. ['ve just - I've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requlrements So I think

I've made that pretty clear.
QUESTION: (Inaudible.)
QUESTION: Is the first --

QUESTION: In response to the — China’s declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is
poised to expand its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the posmon of the United
States? Would you encourage it or discourage it?

MS, PSAKI: I haven’t seen those reports, or I don’t even know if they're reports or if there's been an
announcement. [ haven't seen any announcement, 1 guess I should say. So let me check into that, and --

QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have more to say on that.
QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called -- |
QUESTION: Jennifer, youtalk about safety --

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change topic?

QUESTION: No.

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or
something?

MS. PSAKI: I’m not predicting that, but certainly there is — they created these Air Defense Identification
Zones, they've asked for prior flight plans. So of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory
process, and — but [ don’t have any predictions. It's just the question of abiding by it.
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QUESTION: Is it a real concern, downing an airliner?

MS. PSAKI: Idon't think I have any more for you on that question,
QUESTION: Jen, when you’re taking that question that Roz had --
MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to
rescind it?

MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure.

QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Well, at least --

QUESTION: Apart from the specific concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its
excessiveness, at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any —
are there broader concerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S.
concerned that the Chinese are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in it as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other --

QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial ¢laims --

MS. PSAKI: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure.

QUESTION: Right, right. But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first
step or could be a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of
territory and ocean maritime space that it says that it owns?

MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 don’t want to make a prediction of that.

QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --

MS. PSAKI: But-.

QUESTION: -- that this is a step in lhi_ﬂ direction, apart from the spe;;iﬁc problems with the no prior notice
and all that other — the safety concemns.

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area - territory administered by Japan,
it includes overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certainly, that does touch on what your
question is here. In terms of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, I certainly wouldn’t venture to make
that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of
these zones over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that? .

MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we've long --
Px!
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QUESTION: Well, that’s over the territonal disputes over the - it’s a question of sovereignty for these little
atolls and bits of rock.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or is
that a hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they - if and when
they do it? . '

MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at this stage in time.

QUESTION: Allright.

QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that. China at the same time has announced they sent a
fighter jet against United States and Japanese aircraft last week. Did you comment on that?

MS. PSAKI: am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?
QUESTION: Ifit’s true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?
MS. PSAKI: 1'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.
James.

QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaration --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands
a dispute with the Chinese --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviolent way, wasn’t it a kind of a provocative act
for the United States to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 would point you to DOD on that, but I would reiterate the fact that we have made clear
that this action, this announcement, is not going to change our military exercises. And that is an example of
that.

QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware — or has there been at this
point any conversations that you’re aware of in this — from this building with the Chinese directly? It’s kind of
on Jill’s question. And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be lefi up to the Vice President when he
goes to --

MS. PSAKI: Let me check. I know we have expressed concerns. 1 mentioned this last week, Matt, sd let me
just make sure you have it.

QUESTION: Jen, the — Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senior Chinese official?
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MS. PSAKI; I'd have to --

QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier.

QUESTION: Lu.

QUESTION: Yeah,

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a long time ago.

QUESTION: I know it does. And it was happening on Wédnesday.

MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Bums..met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of
discussion. Also, Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about & week ago, and Ambassador
Locke has also been in touch, of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the last couple of
days, I’'m happy to check and see what else we can read out for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAKI: [don't have any prediction of that, James, at this point in time.

| QUESTION: New topic?

QUESTION: So it's strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're
going to seek to resolve it?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day by day. [ conveyed
for you what we've done and what we’ve communicated. But obviously, we're lakipg steps day by day.

QUESTION: But is that a kind of — is that a consideration?

MS. PSAKI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise. But obviously, we’re taking this day by day. '
QUESTION: Can we change -- |

QUESTION: New subject?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.

QUESTION: !'m still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China's argument is that we institute the
ADIZ that other countries have already instituted. If you're saying that China does not have a right to do that,
they can say, well, what’s good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal
foot to stand on. If you're opposed to the way in which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of
debate. And China has said we c¢an get rid of our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. 1 mean, something like
that could happen. But somehow - are you really saying that you do not accept — you do not give China the
right to declare a defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: I think I've thoroughly outlined what our concems are, so I'm not sure I have much more to add
to your question.

. QUESTION: Juston another topic, Jen -~ sorry.
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MS. PSAKI: Well, we were goingto gotoJ il‘l next, and then I'm happy to go to you,
. QUESTION: North Korea? |
| MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: Merrill Newman.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: You’ve seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments
about that, any reaction? And what is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest is — and let me do this first and then I’ll do the second part. On November 30%,
North Korea permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill Newman. It
- and given his advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may
return home and reunite with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman'’s

detention. According to the report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his

detention. We don't have any other further information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given
his age and health, we continue to call for North Korea to release him as quickly as possible.

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean - that that apology was — that he wrote and that was
released by the North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he ~ and do you
have reason to believe that all of those things in that apology are true?

MS. PSAKI: We just don’t have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen,
of course, about his interview and the publication of that, but I don’t have any other further analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware if that - the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up in the meeting
with the Swedes?

MS. PSAKI: [ don't have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there's more detail we can
outline for all of you.

QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?

MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver? |

QUESTION: Correct.

MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why I am able to talk about him now. '

QUESTION: Okay. So then if — since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your — whoever it is
that liaises with the Swedes on this --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: [ assume it's EAP, but | guess it could also be EUR — and find out if Mr. Newman, in his

discussions with the Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession and

when it was that he recorded thils or when it --
!

MS. PSAKI: 1 am happy to tak:e that and see if there's more we can share.

Go ahead, Lesley.

|

QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back in what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything
today? And how long did they meet with him, and was it in a jail? Wasitina «

QUESTION: Guest house.

QUESTION: -- government — a guest house?

QUESTION: A jaiihouse* gueist house.

MS. PSAKI: A guest house. I don’t have many specifics on that. I'm happy to also check with Matt’s
questions and to see if there’s more'we can share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn’t it inclide a --
QUESTION: But tl.ley did say '- the Swedes did say that he --
QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?
QUESTION: The Swedes did, I think, say that he was --
" MS. PSAKI: | betieve they've spoken publicly about it.
QUESTION: -- that he was trez:ated — that’s he's being treated _(inaudible), right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. ['ve seen those comments as well. So I don’t have any other specifics on it, but if the}e’s
more we share beyond what they’ve said publicly, I'm happy --

QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: I just want to get'back to his confession. 1 mean, it is kind of written in language that kind of fits
[ the narrative that North Korea hds been saying, and I'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this, Are you
— I mean, there’s often times thai you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So I mean, I'm just - about this particular confession, do you have any
reason to believe that he did not confess to all of those things? .

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t— I certainly understand why you're asking. 1don’t have any particular analysis on it at
this stage. I will see if this is sorething that our team is logking into, and if there’s more we can say about it
specifically. :
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QUESTION: And what is this building doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from
imprisonment? I mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- . for the other Ammerican under detention, Kenneth Bae. What’s actually being done to get them
out? ’

MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that’s an
important component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea. We certainly do continue to

call for his release. 1don’t have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at
this point to teli you about,

QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, I mean, is there 'any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf
of Mr. Newman?

MS. PSAKI: [don’t have more I can outline for all.of ‘you, but I can check and see if there is any more to tell.
QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese (inaudible)?
MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics | can outline.

QUESTION: Through-the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of
the United States that have to do with Newman or - as a prelude to his possnb!e release?

MS. PSAKI: I don’t have any more spec;ﬁcs on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion
entailed beyond confirming --

QUESTION: Well, any — in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?
MS. PSAKI: I don’t have any details on it. | am happy to check if there’s any more to share with all of you.
QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we’ve long had a channel, but we’ve been working in this case through
our Swedish protective — protecting power.

QUESTION: But you have been in touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but 'm happy to check if there’s anything more on
that. -

QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr. Newman's family?

MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see if [ have the detail of when we last spoke with him - with his
famnily. I don't have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to check on.

QUESTION: And have they asked fof you to help facilitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given
that this gentleman’s actually - I mean, he’s quite elderly --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
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QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that if ~ there woild be concern enough to try and travel to visit him.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. 'm 1{01 aware of a request that they’ve made about that specifically, but we can see.

QUESTION: So all the attentlon really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we've said, Kenneth Bae has been
held for quite a long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You're right.

QUESTION: So in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, I mean, are you
emphasizing because of Mr. Newman’s age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part
of a package that you think that lhey

MS. PSAKI: 1mean, we'd certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that
level of detail, I just don't have 1hat

QUESTION: These American -'cmzens being held against their will in a rogue state, they’re hostages, right?

MS. PSAKI: [ mean, they’re bemg held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so I don’t
know that I need to categorize it further, James.

QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?

MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could [ mo:ve onto the --

QUESTION:; (Off-mike.) (Lailghler.)

QUESTION -- the Secretary's tnp

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel..
MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us — today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of
the Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps
another Geneva, where the Palesuman Israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this

" suggestion?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I haven’t seen those comments from him specifically. I know this has been an idea floated
out there. Qur focus rernains on' the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're a
facilitator in that effort. There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great

~ interest in the success - in a successful outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other

countries that want to contnbute to growing the Palestinian economy. But that’s our focus, not on planning yet
another conference.
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QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, ¢laims tilat the 20,600
housing that the Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is - .
construction is ongoing. Do you have any information on that?

MS. PSAKI: don’t have anything new on that. I'd have to look into that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: (Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: Gh.

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the
idea of internationalizing the process, would the United States — would the Administration object to an
internationalization of the peace process?

: MS, PSAKI: Well, it’s hard to know exactly what that means. Qbviously, as you all are well aware, there’s
direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That’s what our focus is on, so certainly
that’s not a path we’re pursuing.

QUESTION: Well, I think that the point that - right, it’s not a path that you’re pursuing --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they
make is that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to
call it, of Israeli-Palestinian peace talks going back decades.

MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And you haven't gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. It’s been one failure after
another. Is it perhaps not time 10 try something new, is the argument that these people would make.

MS. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should
proceed. We’re less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that
are engaged and invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact
with the Palestinians and engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the Israelis in this

effort. So our focus remains on the direct negotiations, and [ don't think we’re at this point speculating on a
different alternative forum.

. QUESTION: Well, let me - okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration
that the United States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or
capable, competent, credible mediator for peace between Isracl and the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKI: 1don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that, We’re playing a facilitator role which
both sides are comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with
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the Israelis and the Palestinians. I expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we'll continue to play the
facilitator role as long as it’s productive. -

~ QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage' and

influence with Israel or the Palestinians? I mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr.
Newman or Mr. Bae in North Korea --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through
them, maybe after you’re done yelling at them about their air defense zone. But do you still think that the

United States — does the Administration believe that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the
Palestinians? ' '

MS. PSAKI: Well, I think we have a close relétionship with both. And obviously, we're at this point because
both sides decided to come to the table. 1 don’t think it's about leverage. There’s — it’s in the interest of both
sides to come to an agreement on the final status issues, and that's what they're working to do at this point,

QUESTION: Jen, could [ just ask - there was an agreement -

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

. QUESTION: --reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow Israel to actually touch some

funding for scientific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research in
areas of — in the West Bank --

‘ MS. PSAK]: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an — 1 mean, does the American — do America —
does America believe thai this is a good agreement for the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry has always
mentioned that he fears an increasing isolation of Israel on the intemational stage?

MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm. |haven’t talked to our team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see if we have
any particular view on the agreement last week,

QUESTION: And is — what is the message that Secretary Kerry's going to be bringing with him when he visits
Israel later on this week?

MS. PSAKI: Well, [ think he’ll be talking to both sides about the importance of staying firm with the timeline
and working through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the
importance of coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he's meeting with Prime
Minister Netanyahu, they’ll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1 agreement with Iran and having &n ongoing
dialogue about that as well. .

QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israclis and Palestinians, since the
resignation of the Palestinian team?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have any updates on meetings at this point. I’ll see if there's any more we want to
provide to all of you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that.
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QUESTION: ButI mean, since the last time the Secretary’s been there, there’s been another announcement of
new settlement construction.

| MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the resignation of the Palestinian ~ it ust seemns that without him actually physically
there holding their hand for hours at a time, that they’re not able to sustain it on their own.

MS. PSAKI: Well, they’ve had many meetings when he has not been there. So obviously, we didn’t expect
. this to be easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed
their commitment to seeing this through.

QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? I mean, particularly on the — actually,
on either side, whether it’s the Israelis continuing to announce settlement construction or the Palestinians' full
negotiatiang team just giving up, it just doesn’t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that’s a good cxample. The negotiating team - President Abbas
reaffirmed his own commitntent to seeing this through --

QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKI: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they're continuing to
move forward.

QUESTION: It just doesn’t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that
there’ll be a peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be
there. And so it does seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holdmg this together personally, and isn't there, like,
a limit to how much he can do?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. That’s why he has a team to help work through it every day.

QUESTION: Well, I meant more the parties themselves.

MS. PSAKI: You’re right, but there also is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing
to the nine-month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be challenging periods
throughout the process. But'both sides remain committed to that, and so we’ll continue to work through it.

QUESTION: But it doesn't sound like — unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn’t sound like since
Secretary Kerry's last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn’t confirm every
meeting.

QUESTION: Sure.
MS. PSAKI: So let me see if [ can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he
— Ambassador Indyk, where --

MS. PSAKI: He's here. Isaw him this moming.
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QUESTION: He’s here. Okay.,

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Let's just do one or two more here.
Scott.
QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what's going on in Thailand right now?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to politically motivated
violence. We condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise

* restraint and respect the rule of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tension in Thailand, and

we are following the situation closely.

Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and
seizure of public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences, We
firmly believe all parties should work together to resolve differences through peacefu! dialogue in ways that
strengthen democracy and rule of law, '

Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and — has spoken with the prime minister and opposition
leaders to also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in
Bangkok issued a security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large political demonstrations
may continue in coming day - in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central
Bangkok, and is advising them to avoid areas of demonstration and to exercise caution.

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would
accept nothing short of her resignation. [s that a responsible position in the eyes of the United States?

MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of
course, have seen his comments, but I don’t think we’re going to weigh in further at this point, aside from
encouraging restraint on the ground. .

QUESTION: Would you weigh in on the general amnesty bill that the ruling party failed to get through
parliament, which was one of the instigations for this?

MS. PSAKI: [ know — I don't know if I've spoken 1o that in the past, Scott. I'd have to — I don’t have anything
for you on it at this particular moment, but I'm happy to follow up post-briefing.

Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back, you’ve been very patient.

QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What's the U.S.
response to the Australian Government’s rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midland’s bid for
GrainCorp? ~

MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels
Midland’s proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not — we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe
Hockey has expressed openness to approving an increase in ADM's current share in GrainCorp. The United
States is the largest foreign investor — foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment
projects to date, and we look forward to working closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and
investment — stronger trade and investment ties.
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QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Did - unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intetligence agencies?

MS. PSAKI: Idon’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. 1'm certainly not going to
comment on any of them. As you know, we’'re undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect
to conclude by the end of the year.

QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.

MS., PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial
meetings? .

MS. PSAKI: It's a good question, Matt. I’d have to check. It wasn’t one raised while [ was there, but let me
check and see if it was.

QUESTION: And if it was, did — was — were you given any indication that this is the way your closest
antipodal ally was going to go?

MS. PSAKI: 1 will check and see if it was even raised.

Okay, let’s do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in Egypt today?
MS. PSAIFI: Sure.

QUESTION: Can [ throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we’ll examine the document carefully
once it is finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian
people, of course, will decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a
transition process that leads to an inclusive civilian govemment selected through free, fair, and transparent
elections, and civilian government based on the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open
and competitive economy. So we will see when it is transferred, and we will take a close’look at it

Bahrain.
QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any view on the government --
QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the

prohibition of religious parties in Egypt?
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MS. PSAKI: Again, we’ll wait to comment on it until it’s been officially transferred. Obviously, there are
steps in there we may be complimentary of and others we may not be,

QUESTION: Yes, please.

QUESTION: Does the decision of the - not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to
be released? It was yesterday or today.

"MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think I have something on this. One moment, Matt.

QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it - if you just want to make it a TQ, that’s fine.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, that's fine. [ believe I have something on it for you. Let’s see. We continue to encourage
Bahrain to take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting al) sectors
of society to voice their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain
Center for Human Rights Nabeel Rajab - is that who you're talking about — okay --

QUESTION: (Inaudible.) ' l

MS. PSAKI: -- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months of his
two-year prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year. We remain deeply concerned
about the three-year prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to
protect the universal rights of freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini
society to engage in peaceful expressions of political opinion.

QUESTION: Do you think that he should’ve been released as was - as he could’ve been today?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I believe we are concerned about his — we were concerned about his three-year prison
sentence, I believe. Let me check and see, but [ believe that’s what we're implying here.

QUESTION: 'I mean, this is not the first. | mean, there have been several-other opposition activists and so
forth that have been detained. I mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about
Bahrain’s commitment to political reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step - to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern, So [ don't
have any analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall relationship, but each time there
has been an incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.

QUESTION: Well, but each time — you say each time that there’s been an incident. I mean, there’s a pattern
of incidents. I mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I don’t have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone.

QUESTION: Thank you.

(The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)

R # : .
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After you all huddle in the am, | would like to be dialed in please.
I have written all of the messaging on this in every official document for 3 years. Thanksi

Sent from my BlackBerry 10
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Fischer, Kyle G ' '

From: ., Harf, Marie E RELEASE IN PART

Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 2:47 PM BS

To: Psaki, Jennifer R (PsakiJR@state.gov)

Subject: FW: State Department Daily Press Briefing by Deputy Spokesperson Marie Harf - July 18,

2013

QUESTION: And has there been any outreach either by Iran or by the U.S. to one another pnvately through
private channels?

MS. HARF: Not to my knowlédge, no.

QUESTION: So to your knowledge, since the election of Rohani, we have not reached out to them, they have
not reached out to us --

MS. HARF: That is correct.
QUESTION: -- on a bilateral basis?

MS. HARF: That is correct.
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From: State Department Press Office [mailto:Press@state.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2013 4:57 PM

To: State Department Press Office

Subject: State Department Daily Press Briefing by Deputy Spokesperson Marie Harf - July 18, 2013

On-Camera Daily Press Briefing Index
Thursday, July 18, 2013 ,
1:18 p.m. EDT
Briefer: Marie Harf, Deputy Spokesperson

~CHINA~ !
AN Xu Zhiyong Taken into Custody / U.S. Concern

~DEPARTMENT~
AN Cuts in Aid / Working with Congress / Embassy Security
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

DPB # 121

THURSDAY, JULY 18, 2013
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED)

1:18 p.m. EDT

i MS. HARF: Hello, everyone. Welcome 1o the daily briefing. 1'm happy to be back for day two. I havea
statement to read at the top, and I’m happy to open it up to questions.

| The United States is concerned over reports that prominent Chinese Iegal scholar and rights advocate Xu
Zh:yOng was taken into police custody July 16" for, quote, “assembling a crowd to disrupt order in a public
place,” unquote, and is now being held at a detention center in Beijing. Xu, who reportedly spent over three
months under extrajudicial house arrest prior to his detention, is a leading public advocate for fiscal
transparency and fighting official corruption.

The United States Government is concerned that he is being prosecuted as retribution for his public campaign to
expose official malfeasance and for the peaceful expression of his views. We call on Chinese authoritiesto |
release Xu immediately, cease any restrictions on his freedom of movement, and guarantee him the protections
and freedoms to which he is entitled under China’s international human rights commitments.

And with that, I am happy to open it up to questions. Deb.
ll QUESTION: Hi, let’s talk about what's going on on the Hill.
MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: The House Republicans want to cut billions of dollars from U.S. foreign operations, | think
taking it down around 20 percent, severe cuts to USAID and foreign govemment operations — foreign
government assistance programs. Is this disconcerting to you all, and how are you all weighing in on this?

MS. HARF: Well, first I’d say that this is just the start of the process. We're looking forward to working with
Congress on this issue going forward, but that being said, we are very concemed. Our concern is that these
proposed cuts, which we would consider would be devastating if put into effect, would hurt our ability to stand
up for American interests and values around the world. The U.S. can't lead if we retreat in this way.
And there are a couple of specific cuts that I’d like ~ proposed cuts that I'd like to highlight: for example, a 41
percent cut to economic and development assistance. This would dramatically reduce our assistance to
countries like Afghanistan, Pakistan, Mexico, Colombia, South Sudan, Somalia, and Burma. It would also force
us to scale back the Feed the Future program, setting back progress to reduce poverty in Africa by improving
agricultural productivity. Also, the bill zeroes out voluntary funding for our contrlbutlons to UN organizations,
including organizations like UNICEF.

¥
So these are just some exampies Again, we're looking forward to workmg closely with Congress on the
appropriations process going forward.

QUESTION: I think they're leaving the embassy security alone?
' 3
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MS. HARF: 1did see that. Clearly, embassy security is a huge part of what we’re focused on here, but what
we do overseas is about more than just security. Obviously, that’s of key concern, but we need to be able to go
out overseas, promote American interests, and promote American values, and the only way to do that is through
these programs.

QUESTION: Will the Secretary be going to the Hill to talk to --

MS. HARF: Well, I don't have anything specific to announce, but needless to say, the Secretary is very
engaged with the Hillon a wide variety of issues, having spent so many years there himself,

! QUESTION: You said that it would cut off aid and contributions to UN agencies. Does that include, to the

best of your knowledge, cutting off aid to UNRWA, the United Nations Relief Work Agency for the
Palestinians?

MS. HARF: 1don't have all the specifics. All [ know is that the bill would zero out all voluntary funding for
our contributions to UN organizations. So anything that falls under that would fall into that category.

QUESTION: Thank you., Can we change topics?
QUESTION: Can I change topics?

MS. HARF: Yes,

QUESTION: Vd like to just go back to the North Korean ship. Any update on whether the U.S. has actually
sent a team down there? What — whether you support the UN sanctions — whether you would support UN
sanctions or further tightening of sanctions against Cuba on this? \

MS, HARF: Well, | don't have any update for you. As we said yesterday, we stand ready io assist. As you

also know, the ship is still being offloaded. And this process, just to set expectations here, will probably be a

lengthy one. So we can talk about every day where the process is, but I just want to set expectations that this
' will take some time.

. In terms of the Sancnons, there is a process in place. We are supportive of that process because the bottom line
remains that any alleged violation of UN Security Council resolutions and sanctions on North Korea is
incredibly concerning to us, as we've said many times. And so we're just going to let that process play out. |
don’t want to speculate on how that might end or what actions might come out of that.

QUESTION: You said yesterday that Panama had asked for U.S. assistance. What is that assistance?

MS. HARF:. I don't have details for you on what that might look like.

QUESTION: Can we change topics?

MS. HARF: Anything eise on the ship?

QUESTION: One more. Isthe U.S. going to - that assistance that was just raised, is that going to be with the
U.S. bilaterally or is that going to take place through the UN?

MS. HARF: 1don’t have any other details on what that assistance might look like,
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QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: I'm sorry but had the U.S. been tracking this? The ship has had a history of smuggling
narcotics.

MS. HARF: Right.
QUESTION: Had the U.S. been tracking this ship prior to it going through the Panama Canal?
MS. HARF: [ don't have any details for you on that question.
QUESTION: Could you come back to me on any --

‘ MS. HARF: If [ have anythir.lg else I can share, [ would be happy to do so.

QUESTION: And yesterday you mentioned that you would be discussing the issue with Cuba. Do you have
any more details on that, like what channels that it’s going to take place through?

MS. HARF: Idon’t. | would underscore that the issue of the ship isn’t a U.S.-Cuba 1ssue — it’s really an issue
that we’re focused on in terms of the UN and the sanctions that we have through the UN on North Korea. We
said we would raise it with them at some point. [ don’t have any update for you on that. '

QUESTION: But the UN - but the U.S. can push through the UN what is going on, so therefore you have a
view on how that process should be -

MS. HARF: Weli, we certainly have a role to play in that process. We welcome Panama’s commitment to
cooperate fully with the panel of experts that assists the DPRK Sanctions Committee that monitors UN
member-state implementation. So we fully support their commitment to working with that panel and we’ll
continue to do so going forward.

QUESTION: Can we change topics?

MS. HARF: Yes.

QUESTION: I'm sorry -

MS. HARF: Oh, one more on the ship?

QUESTION: The Secretary --

QUESTION: I have one more, sorry.

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: Senator Rubio has sent a letter to Secretary Kerry requesting that not only this be brought to the
UN Security Council for sanctions but also that the State Department retake a look at its people-to-people
exchange program. Do you know if Secretary Kerry — if you all have received the letter? I know he’s not

here. And do you have any response to it or when he will be issuing a response?

MS. HARF: | haven't seen the letter so [ don’t have any details on that for you. What we’ve said broadly
speaking in terms of our relation — or excuse me, our contacts with the Cubans is that we will work with them,
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like we did yesterday at the migration talks, on issues that are in our national security interests. That hasn't
changed. But again, I haven’t seen the letter and wouldn’t want to comment on it right now.

QUESTION: At what stage does the U.S. talk to the Cubans about this? |1 mean, yesterday was a one-off - a
one-day talk discussion on migration. When do you actually plan to —

MS. HARF: [ don’t have a timeline for you on that. Again, this isn’t — we're not viewing this as a U.S.-Cuba
issue; we're viewing this as a potential violation of UN Security Council resolutions on North Korea. That’s
really the lens through which we're viewing it. Of course, any allegation that there has been a violation is
incredibly concemning to us.

Yes. New topic.

QUESTION: Can we talk about the Secretary’s trip?

MS. HARF: We can.

QUESTION: Yeah. Could you update us on the latest - on the status of his trip currently?

MS. HARF: Absolutely. So as you may have seen, the Secretary visited a Syrian refugee camp in Jordan
today. He did this because he obviously personally cares about this issue very much and understands how dire
the sitvation is for the Syrian people. We've been clear about the horrific behavior of the Assad regime and the
impact that it’s had on the Syrian people. And I would underscore that he thought it was very important to see
the situation on the ground, particularly in light of the fact that next week, on Tuesday, he will be meeting with
representatives of international humanitarian agencies on Syria specifically.

So as you know, the U.S. remains the leading donor of humanitarian assistance in Syria. We will continue
pressing other countries to increase their contributions as well.

QUESTION: On the other aspect of the trip --

MS. HARF: Yes.

.

QUESTION: -- as far as the negotiations between --
MS. HARF: Correct.

QUESTION: -- Palestinians and Israelis are concerned, now the Palestinians were saying that today there was
going to be an announcement probably made by Secretary Kerry about the resumption of the talks. Could you
update us on this? And he’s also staying a day or two longer?

MS. HARF: Well, 1 just got off the phone with the tcam, so I have some updates. We’'re still determining
whether there is more work 1o be done. We're really working it hour by hour, so it’s a very fluid situation,

Jen Psaki, the Spokesperson, put out an on-the-record comment saying that there - tonight there wasn't likely to
be some announcement. That's not a commentary on the behind-the-scenes discussions; it was more of a
planning statement.

But the Secretary is there because he believes progress can be made. And we’re on the ground, again, taking it

hour to hour to determine when they’ll leave, what further meetings might be nceessary, but I don’t have any
other updates to add at this point.
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QUESTION: Okay. And Israeli sources say that Prime Minister Netanyahu rejected to begin negotiations on
the premise of the 1967 borders, as was articulated by the President’s speech in Jerusalem last spring. Do you
have a comment on that? Has the Secretary of State been in touch with the Israelis on this very issue?

MS. HARF: Well, I think one thing that we’ve underscored and that’s important to keep in mind is that there
are a lot of rumors floating out there about this process, about these discussions. Secretary Kerry has been clear
that all three sides have agreed not to litigate not to talk through, not to play out these discussions in public. So
on specific quest:ons like that, I'm going to refer to the Secretary’s comments that these discussions are private
for a reason, and we're just not going to comment on those kinds of rumors.

QUESTION: And lastly, do you know that if the inclination, as far as the Secretary is concerned, is to have
these talks resumed, once they are resumed, in Washington or in Amman?

MS. HARF: [ wouldn’t want to even venture a hypothetical about location. But we’ve been clear that our
overall goal going forward at some point will be — needs to be the resumption of talks. But in terms of location,
no, nothing to talk about on that,

Yes.

QUESTION: There are some reports — media reports saying that the PA, the Palestinian Authority, accepted or
agreed on starting the negotiations without stopping the settlements.

MS. HARF: Again, I'm not going to comment on specific rumors, specit'c lines like that out there in the
public except to say that the three sides are talking privately. But this is why Secretary Kerry is engagmg with
both sides privately, and we’re just not going to comment on all of those rumors out there.

QUESTION: Some of the Palestinians have calied for another special committee meeting. Is that a good sign
or a bad sign?

MS. HARF: [ wouldn't want to characterize it either way. Obviously, our team is still on the ground and
they're going to remain there as long as they think work can still be done. So we’re doing — again, managing it
on an hour-to-hour basis. The Secretary is continuing his discussions with both sides, so I think we’ll just wait
and see. [ don’t want to get ahead of any kind of meeting.

QUESTION: Will there be any conflict between Secretary Kerry and Susan Rice, since she’s taking Some side
of this issue, like the peace process between the Israelis and the Palestinians?

MS. HARF: Well, I'm not exactly sure what you’re referring to, but Secretary Kerry and Susan Rice have a
long history of working together. They work very well and closely together on the whole host of national
security issues that they're both dealing with,

QUESTION Is it your sense from where you stand in Washington that the Secretary is closer than he was just
a month ago when he was in Amman, that he’s now made enough progress to say that there has been enough
progress or he's close to making a deal?

MS. HARF: Well, I think you heard him yesterday say, again, that he feels like we continue narrowing the
gaps. And that's really important because obviously there needs to continue to be progress for us to engage,
and he feels like there has been. He also said yesterday that he feels like both sides are working with him in
good faith, that they both want to get to the same place, but again, these are very tricky issues. So he did -1

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No, F-2016-11026 Doc No. C06199689 Date: 03/13/2017




C06199689FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C08199689 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

would point you to his comments yesterday where he did reference the fact that we feel like we are bridging the
gaps even further, but clearly, there is more work to be done.

QUESTION: I wanted to ask you about the status of the Special Envoy David Hale. What is the status of the

Special Envoy? Or is Mr. Lowenstein now conduct — doing the responsibilities, conducting the responsibilities
of the staff? .

MS. HARF: Well, as you know, Frank Lowenstein is in the {'egion. He’s been there working with both sides
since, actually, the last trip— when we returned from the last trip. [ don't have any further personnel updates for
you other than that Frank is on the ground now with the Secretary working.

]

QUESTION: Thank you.
MS. HARF: Yes.
QUESTION: Can we change topic?

| MS. HARF: New topic, yes. .
QUESTION: Change the ‘opic, can I? I'm Tomas Miglierina from Swiss Television. There are reports from
Panama that a former head of CIA stationed in Milan by the name of Robert Lady has been arrested. He was
involved in the case of a Muslim cleric that was kidnapped in Milan, Abu Omar. Do you have any information
on that? Do you have any details?

MS. HARF: [ haven't seen those reports and [ don’t have anything for you on it.

Yes.
QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the bombing today of a mosque in Bahrain?

MS. HARF: 1do. We strongly the condemn the recent attacks that deliberately targeted a mosque in Riffa and
other locations during the Holy Month of Ramadan. There is no place for such viclence in Bahrain. Those
responsible for these senseless acts of violence are clearly trying to inflame the situation and, for Bahrain's
sake, must stop.

QUESTION: Thank you.
QUESTION: Can I change the subject?

MS. HARF: Yes.

QUESTION: [ was going to ask you about the Russian opposition leader that was found guilty and jailed for
five years, The Germans say they were shocked at this news, Do you have any reaction?

MS. HARF: Wedo. And just so you know, I think — I believe we’ll have a statement coming later in the day,
but I'm happy to give our position on this as well from here.

We are very disappointed by the conviction and sentencing of opposition leader Alexei — excuse me - Navalny
and his co-defendant Pyotr Ofitserov to lengthy prison terms for alleged embezzlement by a court in the city of
Kirov. Throughout the case, we have expressed our concern about its apparent political motivation. We are
troubled about the abuse of due process and the rule of law, as exemplified by the conduct of this trial, where

8
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the judge interfered with the defense’s cross-examination and dismissed several of the defense’s own

witnesses. Their harsh prison sentences are the Jatest example of a disturbing trend in the Russian Federation of
] legislation, prosecutions, and government actions aimed at suppressing d:ssem in civil society.

QUESTION: Does the U.S. plan to raise this officially with Russia?

MS. HARF: 1don't have any details for you on that. 1think we may — I just made our position very clear, but
I don't have any additional details.

QUESTION: On Egypt?
! MS. HARF: Egypt? Yeah.

QUESTION: Leady Catherine Ashton was in Cairo yesterday, and she failed to meet Mr. Morsy. Does anyone
know anything about his whereabouts, his status, his health, or any of these things?

MS. HARF: 1don't have any updates for you on any of that, other than to say that we’ve made our position
- clear and will continue to do so. '

QUESTION: Okay. So do you consider him to be a political prisoner at the pfesent time?

MS. HARF: Well, we have called repeatedly for an end to all arbitrary politically motivated imprisonments,
including his, and our position on that has not changed. I don’t want to put labels beyond that on it.

QUESTION: So short of releasing him, do you call on those in authority in Egypt to treat him as a political
prisoner and accord him all the benefits that come with a prisoner of conscience?

MS. HARF: We have called on the interim government to end arbitrary arrests, to uphold the rule of law, and
we will continue to make that point publicly and privately.

QUESTION: And you're still-pressing for his release, correct?
MS. HARF: Our position on that has not changed.

QUESTION: (Inaudible) government issued a letter saying that Hezbollah is involved in the attack of Burgas,
I guess. .

! MS. HARF: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Do you have any statement on that? Do you have any --
MS. HARF: [do. Well, as you know, on July 18" marks the one-year anniversary of the terrorist attack that

claimed the lives of six innocent civilians, We continue to extend our condolences to the people of Bulgaria
and Israel for the tragic loss of life, and call for the perpetrators of these attacks to be brought to justice.

!

QUESTION: [ ha.ve a follow-up on Egypt.
QUESTION: (Off-mike.)

QUESTION: You still on Egypt?
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QUESTION: (Off-mike.)

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION:  On Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood said today ~ told us that they proposed an EU go-between to
try to resolve this political crisis in Egypt. Do you know anything about this proposal? .

MS. HARF: Well, I'd have to refer you to the EU for that question. Again, broadly speaking, the point I've
made from here is that we support a process going forward that is inclusive, that includes all parties and all
groups as Egypt moves back towards a sustainable, inclusive democracy.

QUESTION: But do you think that this would help? I mean, it seems that some kind of mediation on this
would be helpful.

MS. HARF: Well, I don't want to speculate on what that inclusive process might look like, Obviously, again,
I'd point you to the EU specifically for that question. But our goal has been and will continue to be that this
process needs to be inclusive, it.needs to include all parties and all groups, and that eventually Egypt needs to
get back to a place of a sustainable, inclusive democracy.

QUESTION: Sorry. Just - I wonder if you could comment on the confrontation in Sinai between the Egyptian
army and some militants that resulted in the death, apparently, of 12 militants.

MS. HARF: Of 12 whai? I'm sorry.

. QUESTION: Of 12 armed persons.

MS. HARF: Well, we strongly condemn the recent attack that deliberately targeted security forces in the
Sinai. We've made clear, and will continue to make clear, that there is no place in Egypt for that kind of
violence. We remain concerned about the security situation in the Sinai, and more broadly, continue to believe -
that securing the Sinai is vital to Egypt’s future as well as to regional security.

QUESTION: Can we just turn, then, to Asia quickly?

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: There's a new Péw (inaudible) poll about growing --

MS. HARF: We'll go back to Egypl

QUESTION: Sorry

MS., HARF: We'll come back.

QUESTION: -- I'll be quick ~ growing distryst of China by U.S. citizens. Now, I understand that State
Department officials were briefed on the report by Pew. Have you seen it, and what’s the reaction? What $
your general reaction to a growing distrust of U.S. citizens of China?

MS. HARF: 1 actually haven’t seen the report, I'm happy to look into it and get back to you

specifically. Broadly speaking, as we’ve said many times, we have a broad relationship with the Chinese
Government. We’ve worked together on a host of issues. We're clear when we disagree, but I think it was
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clear from the recent Security and Economic Dialogue that we will continue working together whcn it'sinour .
interest to do s0. Again, [ can look into the specific report and get back to you.

| Do you want to go back to Egypt?
QUESTION: Yes, please.

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: Protesters, like, from both sides in Egypt, they are asking for U.S. Ambassador Patterson to
leave the country: How would you like to react on that?

MS. HARF: Ambassador Patterson, who is a longtime, decorated Foreign Service officer here, has the
complete support of the State Department and the Administration, and beyond that | have nothing further.

Yes.

QUESTION: Going back to the 10 jihadists that were killed yesterday, during the past two days, by the
Egyptian security forces, a few others were arrested. it appeared that they ~ it was reported that they are linked
to Ramzi Mowafi, who is a former physician of Usama bin Ladin. Do you have any information on --

. MS. HARF: [ actually haven't seen those reports. I’m happy to look into that specific incident and get back to
you on that.

QUESTION: Ckay.

MS. HARF: Yes. Egypt still?

QUESTION: Yes, please.

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: I mean, talking about inclusiveness and what was mentioned before about the possibility or
readiness of EU to mediate a forum of reconciliation, or put together inclusiveness forum of — do you as U.S.
consider this is a good proposal? Are you ready to do similar thing or not?

MS. HARF: 1 wouldn’t even want to address that hypothetical. Again, we support working with the interim
govermnment, and our partners working with the interim government, in helping get them back to an inclusive,

sustainable democracy, but [ don’t want to comment specifically on that proposal one way or the other.

| QUESTION: Yes, | understand that there is no need to speculate or label what you want to say. Butasa
principle, is it accepted or not?

MS. HARF: What principle? I'm sorry.:

QUESTION: The principle of playing a role to mediate those people together.

MS. HARF: Well, the United States clearly has a broad relationship with Egypt. We will continue to do

so. We've said that we will work with all sides and all parties to encourage them to get back to the table. So

clearly, we have a role we believe we can play, but I wouldn’t want to speculate on what that role might look
like. :
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QUESTION: The other question, which is related to the contact, still it’s puzzling people, not just in Egypt, all
. —even in United States regarding the phone call that took place between Assistant Secretary — [ mean, Deputy

Secretary Burns and representative of Muslith Brothers. Meanwhile, the Ashton ~ Lady Ashton met two people

of the leadership. 1 mean, do you have contact with people or just relying on phone calls?

MS. HARF: Again - [ think you asked this yesterday - we will engage with all parties and all groups on the -

ground from the Embassy. Deputy. Secretary Burns had a phone call. But going forward, I expect our

diplomats on the ground to continue their engagement in a variety of ways with the Muslim Brotherhood.

QUESTION: You say you're ready to engage with all sides, yet when Deputy Secretary Burns goes to Egypt,
he doesn’t meet with the Muslim Brotherhood

MS. HARF: Well, he did have a trip~or a call.

QUESTION: Yet here Lady Ashton does Well, according to sources in the Brotherhood, the U.8S. did not ask
for a meeting.

MS. HARF: We have been clear that Deputy Secretary Burns had a phone call with a representative of the
Muslim Brotherhood, that there was a discussion about the possibility of a meeting, but for logistical reasons, it
just didn’t make sense to do a face-to-face meeting.

QUESTION: Who was that representative? Was it high enough or was it just a clerk on the other side?
MS. HARF: Unfortunately, I don’t have any additional detaiis for you on that,

MS. HARF: Egypt?

QUESTION: -- could we assume, then, that the diplomats in the Embassy are actually meeting with members
of the Brotherhood?

MS. HARF: 1I'd have to check on what the latest is on that. 1 would certainly make that assumption, but |
don’t want to say that if I'm not 100 percent sure what has taken place in terms of meetings. But I would
assume that they will do so as part of our broad engagement going forward. But I'd have to get specifics for
you just to double-check on that. -
Egypt still?
QUESTION: No, different subject.
MS. HARF: Egypt? Yes.

‘ QUESTION: No, this is Iran.

MS. HARF: Okay.

QUESTION: I want to get an‘'update on what is happening with the possibility of engagement with Iran now
that it’s got a new president. Lady Ashton came out with her statement a couple of days ago after talking to
political directors. So what is the updated position from the U.S.?
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MS. HARF: Well, we also — Wendy Sherman, as you know, was at the P-5+1 meeting as well. It was a
productive meeting. We felt like it was — the P-5+1 remains unified, has a sense of urgency about this
issue. We are still, as we have been, waiting for a substantive response from the Iranians in order to move
forward. As the President and others have said, we are open to discussions with [ran both through the P-5+1
and through potential bilateral talks if there is a serious and substantive discussion to be had.

QUESTION: And has there been any outreach either by Iran or by the U.S. to one another privately through
private channels?

MS. HARF: Not to my knowledge, no.

QUESTION: So to your knowledge, since the election of Rohani, we have not reached out to them, they have
not reached out to us --

| MS. HARF: That is correct.
QiJESTION: -- on a bilateral basis?
MS. HARF: That is correct. K
QUESTION: On the proposed cuts in -
MS. HARF: Yes.
QUESTION: -- international assistance on Capitol Hill --
MS. HARF: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- can you tell us if the Administration and the - and Congress are not able to reach a

compromise, who has the final authority on providing foreign assistance to — international assistance to foreign
countries? -

g

MS. HARF: I'm sorry. If we can’t come to an agreement on this, who --
|

QUESTION: Yes.
MS. HARF: -- in the U.S. Government has that authority?

QUESTION: Right.

MS. HARF: Well, our position is that the State Department is uniquely situated to continue with the programs,
the assistance, the engagement on the development and economic side that we’ve been doing. So I wouldn’t
want to speculate on where that might come from if this bill goes through, other than to say that we believe
these cuts would be devastating to our ability to work all around the world in places where we have been domg
so for decades.”

QUESTION: And are you confident of proceeding ahead with this, and that Congress will be able to
accommodate your concerns and approve this?

13

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 -Doc No. C06199689 Date: 03/13/2017




CO 6199689°IED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-11026 Doc No. C08199689 Date: 03/13/2017
Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

MS. HARF: Well, it’s the start of the process, so we are looking forward to working with Congress togettoa

place that we feel is more acceptable and in the U.S. interests to be able to continue promoting our security, our
interests, and our values overseas.

QUESTION: And can I take to South Asia?

MS. HARF: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There is a pending case in the Indian Supreme Court wherein a former Indian Foreign Ministry
official, he has submitted a statement with the Indian Supreme Court saying that Indian Government was
complicit in Mumbai 2008 and parliamentary bombings in 2001. Do you have any reaction to that?

MS., HARF: [ actually haven’t seen that. I'm happy to look into it and get back to you if I have anything to
share.

QUESTION: Yecah. I mean, in Mumbai bombing, six Americans were also killed, and this statement has
started a big controversy in South Asia.

MS., HARF: Absolutely. Again, I'm happy to look into it and get back to you.
QUESTION: Thank you.

MS. HARF: Deb.

QUESTION: Is there any progress to report on the effort to set up a Geneva 27

| MS. HARF: [ don't have any update for you on that. We’ve been clear that we're not just going to have a
conference to have a conference, that the conditions need to be right, that we need to be able to make progress
there, but I don’t have anything new for you on that.

QUESTION: So where are we with that right now?

- MS. HARF: We're where we are, that we remain committed to working with the UN and the Russians. We've
been having these dialogues, as you know. I don’t have any new dialogues to update you on, but to set the
conditions to get everybody to the table at a Geneva 2 conference moving forward. But again, separate and
apart from any specific conference, our position remains that there’s no military solution here, that there needs
to be a political solution to the situation in Syria.

QUESTION: I'm sormry. You said there’s no mifitary solution, but the Joint Chiefs of Staff just said that there
is potentially a military solction in Congress.

MS. HARF: I’'m sorry. I cidn’t see his comments. [ know that our position remains the same, that there is no
military solution that will end this conflict in Syria. The best thing to do for the Syrian people is for us - for
them, excuse me, to get a political solution where they can end the violence, where they can move forward
towards a government that respects the rights of its people. Secretary Kerry has spoken to this repeatedly, and

our position on that has not changed.
. QUESTION: But there are military options being discussed by the White House right now? That was

conceded in Congress this morning, so I’m just concerned that you think it’s just a peaceful option, but the
White House is considering military options still,
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MS. HARF: WeIl, we — no, we've repeatedly said the Administration is considering a broad range of options
in dealing with the situation on the ground in Syria. That is true; that has not changed. I know Jen has said
from this podium that all options are on the table except for boots on the ground. That also hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: Still confusing.

QUESTION: (Inaudible) and sort of having a date and time and so on for Geneva 2 remains to be caused by

lack of understanding or different understanding to the points of Geneva | between the United States and
Russia? Is that how you see it?

MS. HARF; Well, it’s a very complicated process. Getting all the parties that need to be there to the table is
an ongoing dialogue. With — we’ve made clear our disagreements with the Russians on Syria. That’s why
we're talking to them and the UN about how to convene a conference that has the best chance of success. So
those discussions are ongoing. We've talked about some of those issues in here, but [ don’t have anything new
for you on where that stands.

| QUESTION: So do you believe that the call for Assad to step aside first by the opposition and, in fact, by the
Government of the United States and so on, to be — not to be wise because it seems to hold back this process
instead of putting it forward?

MS. HARF: Well, we’ve been very clear about Assad, that he has lost all legitimacy to lead his country, that

. he must go. That s been clear. Nothing changes that. In tenns of the discussions around a Geneva 2
convention -- ;

QUESTION: Right.

MS. HARF: -- we’ve been clear about the issues that we're going to discuss going forward, but our position on
Assad remains unchanged and is a very strong one,

QUESTION: So it is the person of Bashar al-Assad who is sort of vetoed from the process, but not the regime
itself. Correct?

MS. HARF: [don't want to get into the details of the ongoing discussions about how we get to Geneva other
than to say that they continue to be qngoing.

QUESTION: So on the other side, do you believe that you have a homogenous group in the opposition that
can negotiate on behalf of the Syrian people with the regime?

MS., HARF: Well, that’s obviously been something that we’ve discussed from here. We were - that was a
positive step that the SOC held elections and now has elected leaders. So one of the things we’ve been doing
with our assistance has been to further — help further coalesce, help the SMC, help the SOC further
I coalesce. Because that is the best way, if they're unified, to get them to the table as well to move forward in
; that process. So that’s an ongoing process. We've been encouraged by some things we’ve seen, specifically
the elections, and we’ll continue to help them do that going forward.

{ QUESTION: And finally, since August seems to be out in terms of a t:melable for holding the conference, do

you expect this issue, organizing Geneva 2, to take a major portion of the 68" session of the UNGA this year in
September?
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MS. HARF: [ wouldn’t want to speculate on that. Again, we’ve said for a long time that there’s no nmelme on
when we are going to have Geneva 2. So I wouldn’t want to speculate how it will play into UNGA other than
i to say I'm sure the issue will be discussed quite a bit.

QUESTION: Thank you.
MS. HARF: Other subjects? Yes.
QUESTION: Zimbabwe?

MS. HARF: Yes.

QUESTION: A few days ago, Lesley asked about a letter that Secretary Kerry wrote to President Mugabe that
. was delivered by Andrew Young. Do you have any update on the contents or readout of that letter and whether
' there's been any response from the Zimbabwe Government?

MS. HARF: [do. Secretary Kerry made it clear in his letter that the United States is prepared to revisit our
l bilateral relationship with Zimbabwe, but only if Zimbabwe implements needed potitical reforms, allows civil
society organizations to operate freely, and holds elections that are peaceful, credible, and represent the will of
the Zimbabwean people. 1don’t have any update for you on whether there’s been a response or not.

QUESTION: Today, the SADC had said that the — it was the first time that President Zuma’s actually spoken
out and said that the Zimbabwe election locked like it wasn't going to be a credible, free one. Is your sense that

the Zimbabweans have got the message that unless they act now, that none of those sanctions are going to be
lifted?

MS. HARF: Well, we’ve made it clear that this is a critical moment — and I spoke to this, I believe; I know

. Patrick has — and that we have expressed our deep concerns about parts of this process, including the lack of
transparency in electoral preparations, the continued partisan behavior by state security institutions, and some of
the technical and logistical :ssues that are hampering the administration of a credible and transparent election.
So we’ve been clear about our concerns, but we also believe there is still time to get things back on

track. We've also — our sanctions policy has not changed, to my knowledge, and we’ve made clear to the .
Government of Zimbabwe that further reductions in sanctions will only occur if the next elections are credible,
transparent, and again, reflect the will of the people.

QUESTION: Given that there’s only two weeks left for the election, 1 mean, do you think that the election
should be delayed until those preparations are in order?

MS. HARF: [ don’t have anything for you on that. Again, we've made our concerns known, but we do believe
" that there is still time for some of these concerns to be alleviated,

Anything else? Thank you all. See you tomorrow.
| (The briefing was concluded at 1:51 p.m.)

#id
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L
From; ) Toner, Mark C :
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2016 12:15 AM
To: Beechem, Stephanie
Cc: - Trudeau Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel; Harf, Marie E; chkey, Lauren A; Kirby, John;
Norris, Emily Y
Subject: Re: Urgent

Coming back on line after 14 hour ﬂight]

Sent from my iPhone

On May 10, 2016, at 2:28 AM, Beechem, Stephanle <BeechemS@state.gov> wrote:

Here's the segment if anyone missed,

http://mms.tveyes.com/PlaybackPortal.aspx?SavedEditiD=5§ddfbed-c932-40b2-a16b-0e84/b8 18897

This emai is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 6:24 PM

To: Werberg, Samuel; Harf, Marfe E; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norrls, Emily Y

Subject: RE: Urgent

From: Werberg, Samuel

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 &: 24 PM

To: Harf, Marie E; Trudeau, Ellzabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner,
Mark C

Ce: Norris, Emily Y

Subject: Re: Urgent

He just did the report on Fox and ended it with a mention of the edited clip.

From: Harf, Marie E
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 6:08 PM

To: Werberg, Samuel; Trudeau, Ehzabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner Mark C
€c: Norris, Emily Y
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Sithiord: Rar Irnoant

I reached out to him, will see if he gets back to me,

From: Werberg, Samue
sent; Monday, May 9, 2016 6:07 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Harf, Marie E; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y

N Subject: Re: Urgent

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 6:01 PM

To: Harf, Marie E; Hickey, Lauren A; Werberg, Samuel; Beechem, Stephanle, Kirby, John Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily ¥

Subject: RE: Urgent

Just spoke to him,

From: Harf, Marie E : .

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:59 PM

To: Trudeau, Ellzabeth K; chkey, Lauren A; Werberg, Samuel; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner,
Mork C

Cc: Norrls, Emily Y
Subject: Re: Urgent

I'm also happy to talk to James about the timeline here!

From: Harf, Marie E
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 S: 43 PM

To: Trudeau, Ellzabeth K; H:ckey, Lauren A;-Werberg, Samuel; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emily Y

Subject: Re: Urgent

And if needed, here's Jen in dpb on Nov 23, 2013:
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- .- s . -

QUESTION: The Boston Globe was reporting today that then-Senator Kerry was 2 part of the talks in
Oman, so | wanted to know if you do have any general comment on that, And also, given the time in
advance of the P5+1 talks that occurred, does that give any indlcation of how complicated and

challenging this next round of talks is golng to be, given that there was so much of a preamble before
the P5+1 talks started?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Well, fet me just give you - | know there have been a range
, "~ of reports over the last couple of days, so let me just give you a quick
overview, for those who are interested. So Secretary Kerry, when he was
Senator and Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, did trave! to
Oman in coordination with the White House and with the Administration to
meet with the Sultan and explore whether Oman could be a channel for
engaging with the Iranians.

There —~ we have iong had many channels to communicate bilaterally with the
Iranians, including exchanges of high-level letters, bilateral discussions on the
margins of the P5+1, passing messages through the Swiss protecting power
in Tehran, passing messages through the UN missions in New York. And the
Omanis, as many of you may remember, helped facilitate the release of hikers
© of the hikers, as well, several years ago. So that was a trip he took when he
was Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee.

There a'so have been, through that same line of communication, meetings in
Oman - | know they've been reported — that — with the Iranians to discuss
‘ whether there was a channel for moving forward. These have been closely
l coordinated or we've briefed our P5+1 partners on those. We've consistently
! told P5+1 partners and our Israeli friends that if things deveioped
substantively we'd - of course, it would be fed into the overall process, which
is exactly what happened. So that's just a quick overview, but certainly ).can
confirm the Secretary's trip there when he was - to Oman when he was a
, senator, and the importance of that as a channel leading up..

But one last thing and then I'll go to you, Chris. Obviously, the election, as we
predicted last spring — the election of President Rouhani, the new
_ administration, the exchange of letters with the President, the openness to
.o pursuing a channel moving forward was when things really picked up, and
that's really what led, through the P$+1 process, to the agreement this
weekend.

QUESTION: What was the timeline for this when you said that the Secretary
was in the Senate?

MS. PSAKI: He went to Oman in December of 2011.
QUESTION: Thank you
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From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:42 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marle E; Werberg, Samuel Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
€¢: Norrls, Emily ¥

Subject: RE; Urgent

Il.a uren, Beechem, can you call?. B5

From: Hickey, Lauvren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:.41 PM

To: Harf, Marle E; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner,
Mark C

Cc: Norrls, Emily Y
Subject: RE: Urgent

Trudeau ~ | assume you are calling James? His deadline is 545.

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Herf, Marle E
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:41 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner,
Mark C

Cc: Norris, Emily ¥
Subject: Re: Urgent

Thank the lord

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K -

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:40 PM

To: Harf, Marle E; Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C
Cc: Norris, Emlly Y

Subject: RE:Urgent . ’ -

Sutcess ~ fully available on DVIDS-{ ' . B5

https://www.gvidshub.net/video/310829/dally-state-department-brlefing#.VzEDFfnR-1s

From: Harf, Marle E

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:39 PM

To: Werberg, Samuel; Hickey, Lauren A; Trudeay, Elizabeth K; Beechern, Stephanle, Kirby, John; Toner,
Mark C

Cc: Norrls, Emlly Y

Subject: Re: Urgent

I was,here then and don't remember any edlting at all : B5

| - . B5
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fram: Werberg, Samuel
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:37 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Trudeau, Elizabeth K Had, Marie E; Beechem, Stephanie; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C

- €ec:-Norris, Emlly ¥

Subject: Re: Urgent

+Emily In case’! go out of service area again.

From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:35 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Harf, Marle E; Beechem, Stephanie; Klrbv. John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:34 PM

To: Harf, Marle E; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanle, Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Wetberg, Samue}
Subject: RE: Urgent

!

8ringing together threads.

From: Harf, Marle E
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:32 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; Klrby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg,
Samuel .

Subject: Re: Urgent
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| B5

-

| 8y the time of that press briefing, It was all

out. : . BS

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K

Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:30 PM
To: Hickey, Lauren A; Beechem, Stephanie; H Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent -

Luke Forgerson from ODE looking into it now. | told him we Need answer In 20 minutes.

| BS

From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:30 FM

To: Beechem, Stephanie, Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg,
Samuel

Subject: RE: Urgent

B5

This email is UNCLASSIFIED. ‘ ' oot

From: Beechem, Stephanle
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:29 PM

To: Hickey, Lauren A; Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Werberg, Samuel
Subject: RE: Urgent

Adding Sam here - he saﬁs he hasn't heard of it

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.

From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:27 PM

To: Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth X
Cc: Beechem, Stephanie |

Subject: FW: Urgent

Marie —~ Any Insight here? BS

This email is UNC LASSIF!IED.

|
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From: Rosen, James [mailtg
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5721 PM

To: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John

Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A
Subject: RE: Urgent

At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psakl with the false statement made to me by Toria
Nuland at the 2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this:

ROSEN: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal p-841
mechanisms the Obama Adminlstration, or members of it, have conducted direct,
secret, bilateral talks with Iran. Is that true or false?

NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that In the ¢context
of the larger P-5+1 framework, we would be prepared to talk to Iran bilaterally, But with
regard to the kind of thing that you're talking ebout on o government-to-government
level, no. ;

Of course, the secret Iran talks had begun eight months before that exchange.

‘The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifying the part that has

been edited out of DOS's video of the briefing on its website and YT channel.

We want to know why and when DOS Inserted a white-flash Into the 12/2/13 video tc censor
the part where | asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland’s false statement on the lran talks (and
Psaki In essence said the administration needed “privacy”).

All of this is obviously-relevant in light of the NYTM questions about whether Rhodes/DOS et al
misled the people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the Iran talks.

If we don’t bear back by 5:45p - we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to
report It as such In our 6p show.

James Rosen

Chlef Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole®

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

loffice) ~
Imobile):

Author, Cheney One on One

Not sure | understand Q. °

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K {hitp://redirect.state.sbu/?url=mallto:trutleayek@state qov)
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:13 PM

To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John
Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanle; Hickey, Lauren A
Subject: RE: Urgent

James, | am solo in town today - Kirby and Toner an road. Adding Beechem and Hickey on this,
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i From: Rosen, James {http://red 3
B Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5 10 PM

' To: Kirby, John

Cc: Trudeau, Ellzabeth K Toner, Mark C
Subject: Urgent '

. Need a call from one of you In the next thirty minutes or so. We are going to go to air with the
i information below, in the context of the whole Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we’d like to
| . give DOS a chance to clear it up. My caontact info is below. The relevant info is also below,
courtesy of one of our video librarians in the Fox News Washington bureau, The basic question
is why — and when = DOS censored its video of the highlighted portion of the 12/2/13 briefing

; {26:58 Into the clip) with a white flash, on both the DOS web page and the DOS YT channel.
' Yours cordially, James :

ALy .- !

James Rosen
Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole”
Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

' 202-824-6541 (office) - ) _ '
202-549-6756 (mabile) .
james.rosen@foxnewsicom .

. " Author, Cheney One an One

Highlighted below. The video posted online here
(bgg:([redlrect.state.sby{?ur!shgg:{{redlrect.state.sbu{?url:hnp:[[redlrect.state'.sbu[?grI=http:{[vl
i deo.state, gov{en{vldeofzsassldssagn 1) ends with Psakl responding to Roz’s questlon saying “....and

so that has not changed that." White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz talking
again,

TRANSCRIPT: .

1:54 p.m. EST S

MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy --

QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.

MS. PSAKI: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next -
|  MS.PSAKL: Iwillbe,
QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years? -
MS. PSAKE: At least, at least. Well, | have nothing at the top, so Matt, let's go to what’s on your mind.
QUESTION: Let’s see, | have alot--
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION: -- but nothing:is really worth starting with, so lets Just start with the Secretary’s trlp
MS. PSAKI: Okay.
QUESTION; Both — exciuding the middle stop in Moldova, at the begmmng. how much of the NAC do you
expect Is golng to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any
Afghan officials there to taik with? And then - well, that’l! be that one question for —
MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be doing a briefing en route about the trip and
.t about our visit 10 the NATQ Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have more specific details

about who will be attending. Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongolng presence there post-2014 of the

United States and of NATO will certainly be a big topic of discussion, But I will let our briefers outline
more specifics en route to Brussels.
|
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QUESTION: All right, Well, I was going to ask about the Middie East but — as well, the stop [n Israel and

the PA. But if you're Just - are you going to glve me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?
.ot * M5, PSAKI: | likely will, yes.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind.
MS. PSAKI: Ckay.
QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan --
MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.
QUESTION: Is - what further Is happening as far as trwng to resalve this issue with Afghanistan?
MS. PSAK): Well --
QUESTION: As far as - is it true that -~
v MS. PSAK!: The BSA.
QUESTION: The - exactly.
M5. PSAKI: The signing, | assume.
' QUESTION: Is It true that Speclal Envoy Dobbins has gone = Is on his way to Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: | don't have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously,
. our team on the ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this polnt,
I we've made our position ¢lear, and so have the Afghan peaple. Signing the BSA soon is the path
| _ forward, as we've sald many times, to sustalning a partnérship between the Unlted States and
. Afghanistan to support Afghans In achieving lasting peace, security, and development. That’s the
message that we're conveying at every level, And as we've said before but important to reiterate here,
given it's a week later now: We - deferring the signature of the agreement until after next year's
election is not viable. It would not provide Afghans with the certalnty that they deserve regarding thelr
o future in the critical months leading to the elections, nor would It provide the Unlted States and NATO
allies the clarity necessary for a potentlal post-2014 military presence.
, So we're continuing to convey that. Qur team on the ground is certainly hard at work. | don't have any
travel announcements. If that changes, we'll certainly let all of you know.
) QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?
’ MS. PSAKI: He has not spoken with him in the last couple of days.
i QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this Is not the end of It; after BSA is signed, the U.S, and
: Afghanistan.have to negotfate and sign thelr agreement called SOFA, and that would be done by the
State Department, Has any process started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO
SOFA that they may have to negotlate and sign, | belleve, as a step? But for our purposes, there’s the
signing; It goes through parliament, then It would have to be signed again. Obviously, as you all are very
familiar with, this doesn’t outline a speclfic number for a troop presence, so there would be a great deal
of planning in regards to that that DOD woutd certainly be very engaged with. But in terms of that, I'd
have to look at specifically what they sald. ¥m not familiar with that ~
QUESTION: Is December 21* the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin
preparing for all troops pull out from Afghanistan post 2014.
MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get Into new redlines or deadlines today, | will say. But on the trlp
question, well, as you all know, a decislon hasn't been made. You would know If it had been. It's not our
| preference, but no troops ls certainly a potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So thatls,
again, not our preference, but natural that planning would have to take place for all different options.
QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzal Is doing what he's doing or conducting
himself the way he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that | have any further Insight than you do. Obvlously, the Secretary spoke with
him last week, as you all well know, We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as
quickly as possible, but | don’t have any analysls of particular actlons or comments [n Afghanistan.
QUESTION: So you think that he's perhaps more concerned about his personai safety post the elections?
MS. PSAKL: | will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | den’t have any other analysls on It
0o we have any more on Afghanistan?
QUESTION: Just the trip?
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: For those of us who are Interested in Moldova --

MS. PSAKI: Yes. ]

QUESTION: - could you just tell us why stop In Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et
cetera.

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of Important reform steps in recent
years. They have - they're taking steps to help grow thelr economy, and wine is obvicusly a significant
export. But they have a number of exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the
Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity to pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and
facts here, but | believe he may be, If not the first, one of the first Secretarles to pay a bllateral visit to
Moldova,

QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement withthe A
EU. '

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hrnm

QUESTION: Moldova did. 50 you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give
them something, a sign of support.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we had planned this trip = this trip was in the works before that decision was made,
But certainly, they have put a number of reforms in place and they're working hard on their economy
and the - If - the Secretary felt It was important to highlight that.

QUESTION: Following on that -

QUESTION: Okay. Can | go over just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?

M5, PSAKI: Sure. Dkay, and then we’ll go to Anne,

QUESTION: | was gone [ast week so I'm = most of fast week, so what - did the Secretary speak with
Xarzal before or after Ambassador Rice was there? .

MS. PSAXL: Let's see. He spoke with Karzai - President Karzai - I'd have to look back. | believe it was
prlor to her visit. Let me double check that for you to make sure.

QUESTION: So the last senior official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.
MS. PSAKI: | believe that's correct, yes.

" . QUESTION: just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saylng that Secretary Kerry would

not, as had been widely.expected, attend the OSCE - when you said that, | don’t know, about 10 days
Ago Or $0 -«

MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- we were Just at the very beginning of this whole episode,

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmrm.

QUESTION: And at that point you sald it was scheduling Issues that had - it would force his cancellation.
Are you sticking with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy Implications to his
decision not to g0 to the OSCE?

MS. PSAKI: | am sticking with that. 'm Just looking at Lestey here In my — corner of my eye.  am sticking
with that. | don't have any new guldance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland Is still
planning te attend and travel there after jolning us for the first part of the visit,

QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKIL; Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Is it -

QUESTION: Can you tell us the - oh, sorry,

QUESTION: Sorry. fust on this charade - charade, for Lesley = of scheduling reasons, Is it not the case
that nat doing = not going on this trip — not going 1o Kylv Is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAXI: 1 will let you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any more analysis or commentson it
from here,

QUESTION: But there was —

QUESTION: And ane more quick one on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, '

QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demonstrations, violent crackdown.

Hy
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MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hmm.
- QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department? ]

' M5, PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturally, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in
Kylv but in clties around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21%, there
have been an increasing number of viclent incidents, Including against Journallsts, We stress there Is no
room, and we contlnue to stress there is no room for violence in a country that asplires to a democratic
future. We continue to call on all sides to malntain calm, and on Ukraintarm authorities to ensure that

members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully exercise their rights of speech and
assembly.

As | mentioned a little bit before, we still have — Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to travel
. there. The Ukrainian foreign ministry anngunced that the ministerial Is proceeding as planned.
. QUESTION: But there was -
QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine [s a country that asplres to a democratic future?
MS. PSAKE: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are important values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic
future?

M5, PSAKI; Well, we will see, Matt. Time will tell, Actions speak louder than words.
QUESTION: Do you — does this -
QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the
Atlantic Council a couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that It Is your bellef that
Ukralne should be followlng the path towards Joining some kind of assoclation agreement with the EU?
. MS. PSAKL: Sure. Qur view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have
: happened since then, but --
QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually - that's what they
want? | mean, it seems to be that they're demonstrating because they’re angry that the government
hasn’t taken this path that's been laid out for them.
MS. PSAKI: | would polnt you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. )
don’t want to speak on their behalf, but our position hasn't changed on what steps they could take,
Obviously, it's up to Ukralne to take those steps. -
' . QUESTION: So - but, | mean, the United States is - if you don't want to give your backing to them - at
least sympathetic to what the demonstrators are asking for.
MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, 50 | don‘t = beyond what we've stated
publicly many times, | don’t have any dther further public statements on our position, which has been
stated by Assistant Secretary Nuland and by other officlals in the past several weeks.
QUESTION: Glven the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country
on Sunday, and given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government Is Ignoring thelr
wish to be more closely aligned with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that
they need to show any restraint? They're not the ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams
i and turning rubber bullets on the police. It seems they're taking the brunt of everything that’s been
happening.
MS. PSAKI: | don't think [ took sides. | think | sald that it’s impartant for all sides to maintain calm, that
there's no place for violence in a country that aspiresto a democratic future. So | don't - { would
disagree with the premise of your clalms.
QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister's — call for his security forces to show
restraint and seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon
the demonstrators, particularly in Kyiv?
MS5. PSAKL: Well, | think I}ust expressed what our vlew [s of violence against demonstrators, so that's
I what our view Is.
' QUESTION: Can | - has the Secretary spoken 10 somebody In Ukraine, his counterpart?

M5. PSAKI: He has not in the last several days. | can check if there’s been any other calls I'm not aware
of.

1
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! QUESTION: Because one of the big Issues for Ukraine is tearing ltself away from Russia and lopking
) towards Western Europe for ecanomic support. And one of the big things is that the president of
Ukraine is heading to China to look for that, And if — | was wondering if the U.S. had offered them kind of
' - some kind of assurance or reassurance economically that they could be better off by signing these
deals and with the support ~ and the U.S. would support any kind of reform through the International
Monetary Fund.
MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we’ve made, which, as Jo referenced, is — that our belief
is that European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraing’s
democracy. That's still our belief. That's been consistently our belief. But beyond that, I'm not aware of
any other discussions. Obvlously, there’s a lot of — that's goIng on with the EU and with Russia, and
beyond that we have madé our position clear.
QUESTION: And what is the building’s position on the detentlon of Yulia Tymoshenko?
MS. PSAKI; Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about
her detention. | know this was also a component that was potentlally being worked through as an
element of Ukraine getting Into the EU. So we've conslistently expressed concern, encouraged them to
take steps forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been progress on that on the ground.
QUESTION: I'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?
MS. PSAK): ) sald European integratlon Is the surest course t0 economic growth and strengthening -
QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks?
. {Laughter.}
‘ MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave. _
Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?
v QUESTION: Still on Ukraine.
WS, PSAKI: Ckay.
QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU Ukraine, and Russia get together to discuss some
of these problems. Would the United States be in favor of that; some kind of a trilateral discussion to
discuss the economic situation and political differences? .
i MS. PSAKI: it wouldn’t Involve the United States, so i don't have a particular positlon. I'm happy to talk
to our team and see if we have a view on that. !
, Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let’s go to Margaret,
QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.S. has stepped up, that
they're going to give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detailon
that?
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, Well, | don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. {Laughter.) Well, 3s you
know, the United States is committed to supporting the International community’s efforts to destroy
Syria’s chemical weapons In the safest, most efficient and effective means possible. We have offered
and are currently outfitting a U.5. vessel with field-deployable hydrolysis system technology to support
the QPLW's efforts. We are in close contact with the OPCW and our international partaers and remain
confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of course, the OPCW
remalns — and the UN -~ remain the lead coordlnators on reaching ovt to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera, '
QUESTION: But on the financing, what ls it exactly that we're offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that
financing and loans, or
MS. PSAKI: Well, we've offered — we've offered in the - prior to this, we have offered — we have glven &
million to the OPCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financlal contributions and in kind, sa | think we
gave some materlals as well. But this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. So | would point you to them on
the speclfic costs. This, at this point, is an offer, 5o I think that's still being worked through.
QUESTION: S0 - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost Is going to be between 35 to 40 million
euros for the private contractors who would actually be --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- be dolng the disposal themselves. 5o is any of that money coming through the State
' Department, or is the State Department topped out at $6 million?
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MS. PSAKI; Well, we've sald we’'d be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance, | don't
have any announcements today of additional assistance we're planning to provide, but that certainly is
something we’re in discussions with the OPCW about.
t QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it Is a commercial vessel, correct, that they are trying --
: MS. PSAKI: Itisa - '
H QUESTION: -- {inaudible) +-
' .MS. PSAKI: -- U.S. Government vessel, not a commerclal vessel.
QUESTION: Right.
MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of thls - and this may be what you're asking about which is the OPCW
reaching out to commercial companles about the destruction capabllities,
QUESTION: Okay.
i QUESTION: 50 what ~ so DOD Is autfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who
will do this?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. | think some of It may still be work — be going
through the process of being worked out, Matt, because they've offered = but obviously, how it would
be staffed and the materials and the money — | mean, all of those are pieces that are still being
discussed.
QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have a location. That's still being discussed. The timellne, as you know, [s — the next
! deadline Is - not deadline, {t's a target - is December 31", And that s to get all of the chemical weapons
| out. But in terms of when the next step would be, | don’t have a timeline of that.
. Anne,
1
i

QUESTION: | realize part of this is kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer.

MS. PSAXI: Mm-hmm, '

QUESTION: So Is it proper to call this a warship, or [s it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?
(Laughter.}

MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship questmn ( would hesitate to answer Incorrectly. I'd have to check
on specifically how we categorize [t. | don’t believe it Is a warship, but let me see If we can get more
specification on how we = what we call it exactly.

QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy slde, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting

, about to - for a frlend here, it ends up belng the U.5. having to essentlally do this on Its own?

’ MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t categorize it that way. | mean, certainly this is a priority for the U.S., asit Is for the
international community, to destroy and eliminate the chemlcal weapons. The OPCW is still talking to
countries. There are countries that have made public comments about their willingness to help, so we'll
see how that all shakes out. And certalnly, we'd welcome the support or contribution of ather countries.
QUESTION: Well, 'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priority among many nations
who would also share the same goal of the ultimate destructiop, right? | mean, everybody was waving a
flag when that - when the thing was signed. :

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been apento
contributing that covldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it's regulations or capacity or resources. But
they're still talklng to countries about contributing and belng a part of this, and certainly we're hopeful
of that as well.

QUESTlON o if the question is: “Are you surprised that you’ve been left holding the bag on this, once
again,”

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt.

CQUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to
wimp out.

MS, PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are
other countries that have expressed an openness to contributing In some capacity. They're all golng to
make thelr decislons about what that will - what will - that will entall, and we’'ll let the OPCW decide
how all of it will work together.

13

UNCLASSIFIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-2016-05079 Doc No. C06206248 Date: 12/06/2018




C06206248FIED U.S. Department of State Case No. F-201 8-05079 Doc No. C06206248 Date: 12/06/2016
' "Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, in
helplng move this towards a resoclution? Why can’t Russla contribute In a significant way Hike you can?
MS. PSAKE I'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute
or what they have not. Obviously, there are financial ways - there are a number of ways to contribute.
‘ We certainly welcome any country’s contribution. There are different ways that each country can do
that.
. QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russlans specifically about making an = a contribution?
| MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it’s a discussion that’s been a part of the
| regular discusslons with Foreign Minister Lavrov.
1 QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria. '
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm. ’
| QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are
many jihadis that are Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth
and so on. Are you concerned about these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the
United States and perbaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments speclfically. | know = I believe he may have been on a Sunday
show yesterday. | haven’t read them fully. We've — we're naturally concerned, as you know, about
extremists whether they’'re going In and certainly and If they’re coming out. | talked a littlé bit, | think it
] was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate with our international partners in the region to
.. kind of track thls and efforts we undertake to make sure we're watching, but of course we’re concerned.
) | don't have any other speclfics for you.
) QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Counclt
: countries, that have been supplying arms and money In the past for these extremist groups — are you
pressing them not to do so? '
MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to
! contribute assistance through the SMC.
QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a report in the Telegraph, The London Telegroph, that says
baslcally the Eree Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs
and so on and have no Interest, really, In reaching a settlement. is that your assessment, or are you still
working very closely with General Idris? ’
MS. PSAKI: We are stlil working very closely with General Idris, we're stlil working towards a Geneva
conference in January, and we still believe there's no military solution, as you know.
' More on Syrla?
QUESTION: Still on Syrla.
MS. PSAKI: Or - go ahead, Rot.
CLUESTION: Stlll on Syrla, the lranlan Forelgn Minlister Zarlf did an Interview with Al Jazeera this merning.
And when It came to Geneva li, he sald that while tran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in
January, it would attend if invited. My first question: Would the U.5. be willing to Invite Iran to take part
‘ In these talks? And if s0, what does the U.5. believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end
' the civil war? .
MS. PSAK): Well, no decisions have been made about particlpation yet, There’s another trilateral
meeting on December 20" coming up that we'll be participating In with the UN and the Russians. Our
position hasn‘t changed on fran’s participation or whether we believe they should be Invited. They have
‘ . not endorsed the Geneva cammunique, That's a condition we feel Is necessary, but obviously this will
continue to be discussed at the next tritateral meeting.
QUESTION: But given the = that the UN Is now estimating that upwards of 120-25;000 people may have
been kifled in the civil war to date -
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- [s there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to Induce the
Assad regime to, If nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put [n some son of ceasefire?
MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva
communique, because that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, | don’t have any
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speculation on what leverage they may or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them
In recent weeks have been about thelr nuclear program and moving towards a first-step agreement on
that. They've not been focused on Syria. And our position on whether or not they should attend the .
Geneva conference In Janvary hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that If they do endorse Geneva I, there’ s a great deal of value for Iran’s
particlpatlon --

MS. PSAKE: Well, we'd have to -- .

QUESTION: - considering that it is — ? .
MS. PSAKI: We'd have to evaluate it, Said. | don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But it's a very ally of the regime. It supports other elements that help the regime Inits flght,
like Hezbollah so on.

MS. PSAKI: If that is a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it,

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian
regime? I mean, | know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- to Foreign Minister Muallem. Is there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but | don’t have
anything specific for you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level.

QUESTION: 50 there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly
beginning to --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, | think, the
fear is that this s just so blocked at the moment that they're --

M5, PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- it's not going anywhere,
MS. PSAKL Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any level of the regime, We've - they

" have happened in the past, as you mentioned, so | will see if there’s more to report on that,

QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or
so, when there's been, like, various bouts of violence in Syrla, that the Iranian Government has said that
there needs to be a politicat solution to the situation In Syria. So don’t you think that Iran is making
maore positive comments? | mean, | don’t think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there
needs to be a political solution. They haven't said anything about President Assad leaving {inaudible}.
MS. PSAKI: Well, the whole premise — | mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing body.
That's the goal of a Geneva conference. So, certalnly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the
Geneva communique, and --

QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transitlon, your definition ¢of a
transition is far different from the - than the Russlans’ definition of a transition. So if the Iranlans were
to say, like, okay, we accept a political transition, | mean, does that really mean that they --

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communique, which
they have not done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we'd support their - an Invitation to
them to attend the conference.

QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tenslons
between Shiite and Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they're trying to,
in thelr efforts, promote more harmony, more peace. Does that add any - does that change the
complexion at all, particularly in Syria?

"MS. PSAKI: | don't want to speak tog specifically to an interview | haven't yet seen yet, and nelther has

anyone on our team. Broadly speaking, obviously we tock a significant step forward with the first-step
agreemen't on thelr nuclear program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are
familiar with, whether It's their involvement in support af the reglme in Syria or humanitarian issues,
and 50 that has not changed that. | can take a closer look once we see the transcript of the interview;
Snd see if we have more comments on Forelgn Minister Zarif's comments!
QUESTION: You're saylng your team does not watch Al Jazeera?.
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MS PSAKI: Well, that is not true; we do. However, | believe there’s only been a very short clip that has
Plaved of this Interview that I'm sure will get lots of attention once it all plavs!
QUESTION: Beyond the interview, he’s freely reachlng out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the
other Gulf countries. He wants to visit Saudi Arabla. | mean, there is an effort underway to alleviate
thelr fears and actually encourage them towards participating In Geneva Hl to make It 3 success. You
must have some sort of a reading of this effort.
S. PSAKL: | don’t have any particular reading of It for you, Said. Our position, | think, has been pretty,
clear on whether or not they attend the Geneva conferenqe!_
QUESTION: | have another.really quick foglstics thing. On the December 20™ meeting, that's Wendy,
Sherman and that - [t's the same iteration?
PIIS PSAKI: It is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: Is that new or was that announced Iast week or something -
Ms PSAKL: | believe we talked about it last week as balng the next meet?‘g_'
quesnon On China - {inaudible)!
QUESTION Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, please?
MS PSAKI: Sure. Let’s stay on iran and then we ¢an go to China
QUEST 1ON: On the 6™ of February in this room, | had a very brief exchange with your predecessor]
Vlctorla Nuland -1
M. PSAKI: M- %ﬁ'
QUESTION* - about Iran, And with your Indulgence, | will read it in ts entirety for the purpose of the
record and so you can respond to it}

| Rosan There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P5+1 mechonisms, the

Cbamo Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral tatks with fran. Is rha}

true or false?”
Nuland: We have made clear, os the Vice President did ot Munich, that in the context of the larger,_ .

| 541 fmmework, we would be prepared to talk to Iran bilaterally. But with reqard to the k!nd of thing

thot you're talking about on o government-to-government level, no. L

{ hat's the entirety of the exchange!

As we now kriow, senior state department officials had, In fact, been conducting direct, secret

bllateral talks with senlor officials of the Iranlan Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 bi

'that point!

'So the question today-is a simple one: When the !:riefer was asked abaut those talks and flatly denled

them from the pedium, that was untrue, correct?

MS. PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that — you're talking about a February briefing, so 10 months ago. | don't

think we've outlined or conﬂrmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I'm not going to

confirm others beyond that at this point.-So | don’t know that | have any more for you

QUESTION: Do you stand by the accuracy of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no

hovernment-to-government contacts, no secret direct bilatera! talks with Iran as of the date of that

Prieﬂng, February 67 Do you stand by the accuracy of lhat?l_

MS. PSAKI: James, | have no new information for you today on the timing of when there were any
iscussions with any Iranian officials!

{ UESTION: Let me try it one last way, Jen o

MS. PSAKI: Okay.
UESTION -- and | appreciate your Indulgence!

MS. PSAKI: Sure

QUESTION: Is It the policy of the State Department, where thg_presenratlon or the secrecv of secret

negotiations Is concerned, to lte In order to achleve that goal?, )

MS. PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplemacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is g

good example of that. Obviously, we have made clear and fald out a number of detalls In recent wee

L bout discussions and about a bilateral channel that fed Into the P5+1 negotiations, and we've

answered questions on it, we've confirmed detalls. We're happy to continue to do that, but ¢leari

ibls was an Important component leading up to the agreement that was reached a week ago;
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QUESTION Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, ot
Ieast as far back as March of this year, | don’t see what would prohiblt you from addressing dlrect!}
this question Were there secret direct bilaterat talks between the United States and Iranian officials
in 2011?1
MS PSAKI: | don’t have anything more for you today. We've long had ways to speak with the tranians
through a range of channels, some of which you talked — you mentioned, but | don’t have any other
speciﬂcs for you todav
QUESTlON One more on lran? _
QUEST ION: The Los Ange!es Times and Politlco have reported that those talks were held as far back as
2011 Were those reports inaccurate?
'MS. PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you're talking about. Are vou_talklng gbout visits that the
§ectetaw and others made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?,
QUESTION: 'm talking about U.S. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian officials in Oman
as far back as 2011. The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those'_
reports Inaceurate?,
MS PSAKL: | have nothing more for you on it, James, today!
QUESTION One more on lran?
MS PSAKI: On fran? Let’s Just finish [ran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz!
]QUEST!ON One of = one more on Iran, Forelgn Minlster Zarif sald, directly contradicting the Obama
Admlnlstratlon s contention that sanctions worked, he told our Interviewer that when the sanctlons
were first imposed, lran had 200 working centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000. What Is this
bulldlng’s reaction to his comment that sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the
negotiatlng table?
{VIS PSAK!: Well, again, | would like to ook more closely at the context of the comments, But, Just as
reminder, President Rouhanl and others have talked about how the Impact - how growing the
economy and putting an end - dolng - bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was 3
prlority for them in order to help the economy and the Iranian people. There’s no question, If you look
]ust at the facts of the Impact of oll revenues, the irnpact on thelr ecoriomic growth writ large that
there was a huge impact of - that there - the sanctlons had an enormous Impact, and that that was a
driving factor in bringlng the Iranians back to the negotlating tab!e.!
n terms of progress made on their efHforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges
or at their various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question, Obvlously, there was concerns
about steps they were taking and progress they were making, which was why It was so important to
come to an acceptable agreement that would halt and roll back the progress of their program.
QUESTION: Just to follow up on that, though -
MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
pUESTlON — Secretary Kerry, when he did his round robin of Interviews after the announcemant_oj
the deal In Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Chene
'Ad ministration in 2003, ‘ran was only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he wouldgoon t m
they have 19,000, and this therefore represents the best possible deal that could be secured
Isn tita fact that since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrlfugog
have been installed?)
Ms PSAKN: Well, I’d have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questioned the fact that
lran has made progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questione
that That's one of the reasons why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The
Presldent and Secretary Kerry were blg proponents of that. We worked with the Internationar
commun!ty to do just that to put that necessary pressure in place‘
The point | was trylng to make to Roz Is that — what she’s asking sounds to me like two separate
questlons. so that was -
QUESTION: Right. I'm pursu!ng the separate one part that she carved out, and that is'to say — and i

.this is untrue, I'd be grateful to be disabused of the notion - but the great bulk of Iran’s progress |

the development of its enrichment program has taken place under President Obama's watch, cnnrem
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| MS. PSAKI: I' have to check on the specific numbers, The -
: UESTION: You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as -3
S. PSAKI: Well, James, | think what we’re focused on at this polnt is the fact that we’re now at a
polnt where we are halting and rolling back the progress of thelr program and we're working to hr?;
a comprehensive agreement to bring an end to it. | can’t specutate for you what would happen
rvlthout - what would have happened without sanctions. | would venture to guess

' QUESTION: {Inaudible) sanctions)
MS PSAKI: But they were belng paired together, so that’s why I'm bringing it Into the conversation!

! QUESTION But the context of the questlon was enactly-‘ “The Obama Administration says we showed
up because our economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that’s not the case. We have our own
reasons for coming.”

i MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a close look at his comments and we'll have more to say about them once
we do.
QUESTION: Can | just go back to the Geneva meeting and --
MS. PSAKI: Sure. _
QUESTION: -- December 20" with Wendy Sherman?
MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: This is --
) : MS. PSAKI: It's that level —in terms of specific attendance, I'll have to Just double-check that for you.
' QUESTION: Oh, okay.
MS. PSAKI: Yeah.
QUESTION: This is go:ng to be the first of the political meetings towards the next—the comprehensive
agreement -
MS. PSAKI: Well, they also -
QUESTION: -- or this is the technical discussions?
MS. PSAKI: No, no, no. !
QUESTION: No, this Is Syrla. _
MS. PSAKI: This is — sorry, this Is Syria.
QUESTION: Ch, 'm sorry. )
MS. PSAKI: This is Syria. : i
QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.
MS, PSAKI: So this is the pre-Geneva. No, it's okay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.
QUESTION: Okay. But I did have an Iran question, actually.
) QUESTION: But Is there any new = | mean --
. QUESTION: Yeah. .
"QUESTION: -- when is it that you're going to start to negotiate the comprehensive deal with Iran?
MS. PSAKI: Well, right now, what we're focused on Is the technical discussions leading up to the start of
the skx-month --
QUESTION: Right.
QUESTION: S0 do you have a date for those?
A M3, PSAKL: | don't yet have a date on those.
QUESTION: Or a place?
" MS$. PSAKI: | don't yet have a place. It's being worked through. Hopefully we'll have an update for you all
Lt in the coming days. .
QUESTION: And can | ask = | don't know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to tran Is
; actually going to visit Tehran tomorrow. | wondered what the --
MS. PSAKL | haven't seen that.
QUESTION: Well, | wanted 3 U.5. reaction to this following on to the question | asked last week about
how far along the line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with [ran,
' MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm. | still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we've already
) ' taken, which is belng a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with fran. Obviously, different
countries are going to make their own decisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.
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QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it's hefpful that the British envoy could be golng
to Tehran?
MS. PSAKI: | don't know that | have that level of analysis on it. 1 don’t have all the details on what the
purpose of the trip Is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make thelr
own decisions about diplomatic relationships.
QUESTION: Jen, one more on the -
QUESTION: East Chir.a Sea?
QUESTION: -- secret negotlations with Iran.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: | apaloglze if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret
negotiations that the U.S, was engaging in with lran created a feeling of resentrment among P5+1 allies
such as France, and then that contributed 1o a rift among the P5+1 and made It difficult to reach
. consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction to that or 8 comment on that?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by
other countries, but | will reiterate for you that this was = these discussions were fed Into the P5+1
\ process. That is the process that we ultimately all worked through to achleve a first-step agreement
here. The P5+1 members, as well as our frlends in Israel, were briefed early this fall. ~ .
As to the discussions, we have always been clear we've been open to bilateral discussions with Iran; that
there are a range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serlous, that we would certalnly be
briefing our important partners on that; and that’s exactly what we did in this case,
QUESTION: Jen --
QUESTION: And when did the talks begin?
MS. PSAKI: James, you're so tricky over there, {Laughter)
QUESTION: Can | ask about China?
MS. PSAKI: Let me Just say one thing, though, for James. It's Important here too - and then | promise
we’ll go to China — it's important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President
. Rouh3ni‘s election, that in terms of the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what
‘ kind of = what an agreemeant could took like, that's when it picked up. So | understand that's not
answering your question, but | felt it was Important 0 -
QUESTION: But Just on the basis of methodology and removing the speclfics of Iran and who's president
or who's Secretary of State, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, I'm
| conflrming a certain set of talks that gccurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from
saying, yes or no, that a certain set of talks occurred two years ago?
- ' MS. PSAKI: If | have more details for you, James, | will ~ happy to share them,
QUESTION: | didn‘t ask you — i'm asking for your thinking about why you're not addressing the question,
not the specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about
meetings that are two years old?
MS. PSAKI: 'm not geing to do a psychiatrist chair today.
! " Go ahead. On China?
" QUESTION: What abcut the couch? {Laughter.)
QUESTION: Thank you, len. $o as we know, the U.S. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply
with China’s requlrements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the
* Chinese Government. So does that mean the U.S, Government has recognized this new air defense zone
established by the Chinese Government?
‘ MS. PSAKI: So let me be absolutely as clear as | can be here because | know there's been a range of
reporting. It has been - some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of ~ perhaps it’s our fault for not
explaining it well enough, S0 we are not ~ the State Department {s not the point of contact with airlines,
The FAA is the point of contact wlith alrlines. There has not been any Iinformation that has been put out
or confirmed that | am aware of that has.conveyed what has or has not been communicated in that
Capacity to airlines,
There is - for safety and security of passengers .S, carriers operate internationally - operate
consistently as a process with the notices to airmen issued by forelgn countries, as Is the case in this

. \
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i ¢ase. Their concerns are about the safety and security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S.
: Government policy Is. It is not —this is in no way Indlcates U.S. Government acceptance of China’s
. requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absolutely no bearing on the firm and consistent U.S.
Government position that we do not accept the legitimacy of China’s requirements.
This is a case where China announced this In an uncoordinated fashion. It's inconsistent with standard
practice. And thelr requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity.
So | don't know how much more clear that it is, but it does contradict a bit your question, so | wanted -
! QUESTION: It fooks like we recelved the statement or the Q&A from the State Department, 50 It looks
' like it's from the U.S. Govermment. And also, you are taying -
| MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which | certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed In there Is
that for safety and - for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently
internationally with the notices to airmen issued by foreign governments, It did not convey that —
anything specific sbout what had been communicated to airlines. It did not convey that the U.S.
Government supported this effort. So I'm very familiar with the statément you're referrlng to, and there
were a lot of - there were some assumpnons made,
QUESTION: So {inaud(ble) --
QUESTION: Okay. It looks like --
QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not [nstruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?
MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to commercial
) airlines.
QUESTION: Okay. Well, the FAA is part of the U.$, Government, [s it not?
! MS. PSAKI: They are. They --
QUESTION: Yes.
MS. PSAKI: Centainly, they are not housed in the State Department, however. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: So - | understand that, but the State Department does have a representative = you're
familiar with the-1CAD?

MS. PSAKI: | am not,

QUESTION: Okay. It’s in Montreal.

MS. PSAKI: Okay. !

QUESTION: It’s a good excuse to get to Montreal -~

'MS. PSAKI: Good.

QUESTION: -- if you ever want to go up there,

MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice. .o .
QUESTION: It's the International Civilian ~ it's the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you

i know if the United States is going to use Its membership in the ICAQ to oppose this Chinese decision?
MS. PSAKI: | don't.

QUESTION; And if you don’t know, could you ask? .

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely, -
QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese
requirements --

MS. PSAKI: Well, it doesn’t accept - yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.

QUESTION: Right, That's what you said.

M5, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Doesn’t that < if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that
they should comply with It, how is that not accepting - the government accepting the legitimacy?

MS. PSAKI: Well, there's a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an
aviation expert, as it evidenced by your Montreal question. 30 | would point you to them on that,
Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that
the announcement will not change how the United 5tates conducts military operations in the region,

which is something DOD announced last week. And that Is certalaly a U.S. Government decislon to
make,
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QUESTION:So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not obey the - or will not follow the
Chinese requirements if they're flying through this airspace?
MS, PSAKI: Military planes?

QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seouf or to Tokyo will not notify the
! MS. PSAKI: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up.
, | QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least. Are you saying that his
. plane, an Air Force plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?
) MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 am saylng military planes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certaln!v have to
check and see where that falls in.
QUESTION: What is this episode - what impact Is this episode having on U.5.-Sino relations?
; MS. PSAKI; There are times when we agree and there are times when'we disagree, as you know. We've
i made clear our concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announced, the fact that
. there was no prior notice. As you also know, Vice President Blden Is in the region now on a prlor planned

trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key leaders to dlscuss a range of issues. Certainly, this could be a

topic of discussion, but there are @ number of other issues that we discuss both with China and other

partners in the region.

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia.worked? is this evidence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize this into - | wouldn’t put this In the evaluation category of whether or

not it worked, Qur pivot 10 Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important

partnership we have with Asia, with countries in the region, the economic and strateglc partners. And
nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the

Secretary will be golng back to Asta soon, that he was just there a couple of months ago with Secretary

Hagel. So that is evidence of our commitment to the region, And we work with them on a = countries in

4 the region on a broad range of issues. '

[ * . QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Adminlistration, would you say that China is less
aggressive in its serlal commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against
U.S. businesses and government, territorial aggression, or [s it better than It used to be?

| MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that, Obviously, we work with them on economig issues,

: we work with them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue
, we’re talking about now, that we express concerns about when warranted, and we'll continue to do

: that. But we know that the relationship is a vital one and one that we need to keep plugging away at

: . even when we disagree.

C QUESTION: Jen, could | {inaudible) for a second?

MS, PSAKE: Mm-hmm,

A QUESTION: Is it falr to characterize the U.S. position as being that aslde from the official policy, for the
purposes of safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commercial carriers should
abide by the Chinese ADIZ requirements?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have - I'd polnt you agaln to the FAA on more specifics than'what I'just conveyed.

There are a range of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are in place,. but our

general position as a U.5. Government Is that we don’t accept China's requirements. And obviously, the

military — actions of mllitary exercises is evidence of that.

QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --

QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.

MS. PSAKI: Go ahead, )

QUESTION: it logks like the two main U.S. alrlines are complying with — are taking steps to comply. Delta

and United are the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a

little bt of confusion/consternation in Japan over a percelved rift with Japanese policy, which s to not

allow U.S. commercial alrliners to file their flight plans with China. Do vou have a = do you have any kind.
of reassurance or any kind of response to that?

MS. PSAKI: We coordinate closely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region

about a range of issues. And certalnly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue
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to be. This is - for specific actlons of [ndwidual commercial airliners, | would point you to them or the
FAA on any regulations.

QUESTION: 8ut - so you're not ~ but you're not “afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of
U.S. citizens on flights that are flylng through the area?

MS. PSAKL: Well, certainly safety and securlty of cltizens should be of concern to evervone Obviously,
there are policies in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don't oversee airfine
regufations. The FAA does', 50 | would point you to them.

QUESTION: {Inaudible.} Did the Unlted States Government - the position has changed toward this ADIZ
or not changed? What is the position to ADIZ now?

MS. PSAKI: It has not changed. We ~ China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though
the newly-announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Karea,
and Taiwan, and Includes territory administered by Japan, As | mentioned, we — the fact that China’s
announcement has caused confusion and Increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the
validity of concerns and the need for China 1o rescind the procedures. It's consistently been our position
and ane we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there was some confusion over the

. weekend about airlines and specifically.

QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still =-not accepting China’s new alr defense zone. But |
wonder, like, Japan has its own alr defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan. But it looks like the
.S, doesn‘t say anything about it. 50 do you think there Is sort of a double standard? Why do you react
5o strongly to China’s air defense zone?

MS. PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons Is that they announced this.without prior consultations. It was
inconsistent with lengstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of
other longstanding alr defense zones of some other neighboring countries.

QUESTION: ten -

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identlficatlon zone; it's Just the
manner In which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. | think | have - I've just consistently said that we believe they should resc:nd the
procedures. I've just - I've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requirements. 50 |
think I've made that pretty clear,

QUESTION: (Inaudible.) .

QUESTION: I the first --

QUESTION: In response to the — China’s declaration of Its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is

. poised to expand its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the

United States? Would you encourage it or discourage it?

MS. PSAKL: | haven't seen those reports, or | don't even know if they're repons or if there's been an
announcement. | haven't seen any announcement, | guess | should say. 5o let me check into that, and .-
QUESTION: They say they have already started consultations with the United States.

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to chéck into It and see If we have more to say on that.

QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.S. has called -

QUESTION: Jennlfer, you talk about safety -« )

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?
MS, PSAKI: I'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change toplc?

QUESTION: No.

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or
something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there is - they created these Air Defense Identification
Zones, they've asked for prior flight plans. So of course, the security and safety Is part of the regulatory
process, and - but | don’t have any predictions. It’s Just the question of abiding by it.

QUESTION: Is It a real concern, downing an akrliner?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t think | have any more for you on that question,

QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that question that Rez had --
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MS. PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: -- could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to
rescind It? )
MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure,
. QUESTION: Thank you.
| - QUESTION: Well, at least --
‘ QUESTION: Apart from the specif‘c concerns about how thls was announced without any prior notice, its
excessiveness, at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you
have any = are there broader concerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East
China Sea? Is the U.S, concerned that the Chinese are looking at anything on 2 map that has the word
} “China” in it as all their own?
MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other ~
QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --
MS, PSAKI: As well as terrltory administered by Japan, sure.
QUESTION: Right, right. But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first
step or could be a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take contro! of
areas of territory and gcean maritime space that it says that it owns? '
MS. PSAKI: Well, I don‘t want to make 3 prediction of that.
E QUESTION: No, but I'm asking If you were concerned ~
MS, PSAKL: But --
QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior
notice and all that other — the safety concerns,
MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area - territory administered by
Japan, it Includes overlapping area with other countries in the reglon. So certainly, that does touch on
what your question is here. In terms of 3 prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certainly
wouldn’t venture to make that at this point.
QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of
l l these zones over the entire — over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?
MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we've long -~
QUESTION: Weli, that's over the terrltorial disputes over the = It's a question of sovereignty for these
i little atolls and bits of rock, :
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.
. QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this If the Chinese did it for the South China Sea, or
’ - is that a hypothetical question that you will walt to bash the Chinese over the head for once they - if
| and when they do it?
MS. PSAKI: it is 3 hypothetical question at this stage In time.
QUESTION: All right.
QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that. Chlna at the same time has announced they
' sent a fighter Jet against United States and Japanese aircraft last week. DId you comment on that?
M5, PSAKI; | am not familiar with that specific report, In — where, exactly?
QUESTION: If it's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?
WS, PSAKE: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a 00D questfon
James.
. QUESTION: Given that China makes this declaration —~
; MS. PSAKLI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematlc, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our .
hands a dispute with the Chinese --
| MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: - which is to be adjudicated somehow In a nonviolent way, wasn't it a kind of a provocative
act for the United Slates to fly B-52s through that very zone in a short time thereafter?

t
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MS. PSAKI: Well, | would point you to DOD on that, but | would reiterate the fact that we have made
clear that this action, this announcement, is not going to change our military exercises. And that is an
example of that.

QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice Presldent are you aware — or has there been at
this point any conversations that you're aware of In this — from this building with the Chinese directly? *
It's kind of on Jill's question. And if not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vlce
President when he goes to --

MS, PSAKI: Let me check, | know we have expressed concerns. | mentioned this last week, Matt, 5o let
me just make sure you have it.

QUESTION: Jen, the = Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senfor Chinese officlal?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to --

QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premler.

QUESTION: Lu,

QUESTION: Yeah.

MS, PSAKI: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a long time ago.

QUESTION: | know it does. And it was happening on Wednesday.

MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of
discusslon. Also, Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and
Ambassador Locke has also been in touch, of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over
the [ast couple of days, I'm happy to check and see what else we can read out for all of you.

QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have dny prediction of that, James, at this point in time,

QUESTION: New toplc?

QUESTION: So [t's strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN [s how
you're golng to seek to résolve it? .

MS, PSAKI: Well, | don’t have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day bv day. |
conveyed for you what we've done and what we've communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps
day by day.

QUESTION But is that a kind of - is that a consideration?

MS. PSAKE: Not that ¥m aware of, Elise. But obviously, we're taking this day by dav

QUESTION; Can we change --

QUESTION: New subject?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.

QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarlfy this? China’s sargument is that we institute the ADIZ
that other countries have already instituted. If you're saying that China does not have 3 right to do that,
they can say, well, what’s good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a
legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed to the way in which they did [t or the extent of it, these can be a
subject of debate. And China has said we can get rid of our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean,
something like that could happen. But somehow — are you really saylng that you do not accept — you do
not give China the right to declare a defense Identification zone?

MS. PSAKI; | think F've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, so I'm not sure | have much more to
. . add to your question.

— ——— -

QUESTION: Just on another topic, Jen ~ sorry. .
MS., PSAKI: well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then I'm happy to go to you.
QUESTION: North Korea?,

i ¢ MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Merrill Newmian, . . ‘: .
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments,
about that, any reaction? And what Is the latest on his status?

MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest |s — and let me do this first and then I'll do the second part. On November
30", North Korea permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill
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Newman. It — and glven his advanced age and health condlitions, we continue to urge North Kerea to
release him so he may return home and reunite with his family.

We, of course, have seen the Xorean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman's detention.
According to the report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him — led to his detention, We
don’t have any other further information regarding the reason for his detention, But again, given his age
and health, we continue ta call for North Xorea to retease him as quickly as possible,

QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean - that that apology was ~ that he wrote and that was
released by the North Koreans - do you-believe that he wrote that of his own volltion and that he - and
do you have reason to believe that all of those things in that apology are true?

MS. PSAKI: We just don’t have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have
seen, of course, about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further
analysis on it.

QUESTION: Are you aware If that - the subject of his quote, unquote "confesslon” came up In the
meetfng with the Swedes?

MS. PSAKI; | don't have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see If there’s more detail we
can outline for all of you.

QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?

MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver? ¢

_ QUESTION: Correct.

MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did, That is why | am able to taik about him now.

QUESTION: Okay. S0 then if - since he has signed the waiver, would you take It back to your — whoever

[t Is that liaises with the Swedes on thls --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. ’

QUESTION: 1 assume it’s EAP, but | guess it c0uld atso be EUR - and find gut If Mr, Newman, En his

discussions with the Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession

and when it was that he recorded this or when it - ’ )

MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see if there’s more we can share.

Go ahead, Lesley.

QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back in what condition he [s in? Has he been tortured? Anythlng

today? And how long did they meet with him, and was it In 8 jall? Was it in a --

QUESTION: Guest house,

QUESTION: -- government - a guest house?

QUESTION A jallhouse guest house,

MS. PSAKE: A guest house. 1 don't have many specifics on that, I'm happy to also check with Matt's

questions and to see if there’s more we ¢an share on that as well.

QUESTION: But didn'tirinclude a -

QUESTION: But they did say — the Swedes did say that he --

QUESTION: -- physical examinatlon of him? '

QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was - '

MS. PSAKI: | believe they've spoken publicly about it.

QUESTION: -- that he was treated ~ that's he's being treated (inaudible), right?

MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well. So 1 don't have any other specifics on it, but if

there’s more we share beyond what they've sald publicly, I'm happy --

QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him durmg thls consular
access?

QUESTION: I just want to get back te his confesslon. | mean, it is kind of wrftten In language that kind of

fits the narrative that North Korea has been saying, and I'm Just wondering if you think that he wrote

this. Are you — | mean, there's often times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- or something like that S0 | mean, I'm Just — about this particular confession, de you have

. any reason to believe, that he did not confess to all of those things?
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MS. PSAKI: | don't - | certainly understand why you're asking. | don't have any particular analysls on it at
this stage, I will see If this Is something that our team is looking into, and If there's more we can say
about it specifically.
QUESTION: And what Is this buliding doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from
imprisonment? | mean, Ambassader King had trled months agé to go -
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
' QUESTION: -- for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae. What's actually being done to.get
them out?
MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swed:sh protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that's
an Important component of reaching out to citizens who are detalned in North Korea. We certalaly do
continue to call for his refease. | don't have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits
of other officials at this point to tell you about.
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on
behaif of Mr. Newman?
' MS. PSAKI: | don't have more i can outline for all of you, but  can check and see If there Is any more to
tell,
QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past wuth Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese (inaudible)?
MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there’s not more specifics | can outline.
QUESTION: Through the Swedes are eisewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or
requests of the Unlited States that have to do with Newman or - as a prelude to his possible release?
: MS, PSAKL: I qu t have any more specifics on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the
discussion entailed beyond confirming --
QUESTION: Well, any = In any forum, have they asked for anything from the Unlted States?
MS. PSAKL: I don't have any detarls on it. | am happy to check if there's any more to share with all of
you.
QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to confirm?
, MS, PSAKI: Well, we ~ as you know, we’ve long had a channel, but we've been working in this case
through our Swedlsh protective - protecting power.
QUESTION: But you have been In touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?
MS, PSAKI: On this speclﬂc case, not that I‘m aware of, but I'm happy to check if there's anything more
on that, '
QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr. Newman's family?
MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see [f | have the detall of when we last spoke with him = with
his family. | don‘t have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I'm going to
check on:
QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facllitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, gi\ren
that this gentleman’s actually — 1 mean, he's quite elderly -

P

- MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: -- so you would imagine that If = there would be toncern enough to try and travel to visit
him,
| MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. m not aware of a request that they've made about that specifically, but we can
I 5ea,

‘ QUESTION: 5o all the attention, really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we've said Kenneth Bae has been

held for quite a long time.

I MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You re right. .

i QUESTION: So In your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, I mean, are
you emphasizing because of Mr. Newman's age and health that you need to get him out right away, or
are they part of a package that you think that they -+ °

MS. PSAKL: | mean, we'd certalnly like to 'see them both released as quickly as possible, In terms of that
Jevel of detail, | just don’t have that.

QUESTION: These American citizens being held against thelr will In a rogue state, they're hostages,
right? )
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MS. PSAKI: | mean, they’re being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so |
don’t know that | need to categorize it further, James. :
QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostages?

MS. PSAKI: Do we have another toplc?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

- QUESTION: (Off-mike.) {Laughter.}

QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip.

MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel,
MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us — today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president

.of the Palestinian Authority, was $0 Impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format,

perhaps another Geneva, where the Palestinlan-israeli issue could be resoived, Would you look kindly at
this suggestion? ’

MS. PSAKS: Well, I haven't seen those comments from him specifically. | know this has been an idea
floated out there, Qur focus remalns on the diract negotiations between the Israelis and the
Palestinians. We're a facifitator In that effort. There are certalnly 2 number of countries who have a
great investment and great interest in the success - In a successful outcome here, including the Arab
League, Including many other countries that want to contribute to growing the Palestinlan economy But
that's our focus, not on planning yet another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the israell Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, claims that the 20 000
housing that the Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is -
construction is ongoing. Do you have any information on that?

MS. PSAKD: | don't have anything new on that. I'd have to look into that for you,

Scott?

QUESTION: [Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: Ch.

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this Idea of not necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just
the idea of internationalizing the process, would the United States ~ would the Administration object to
an Internationalization of the peace process?

MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means. Obviously, as you all are well aware, there's
direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That's what our focus is on, so
certainly that's not a path we're pursuing.

QUESTION: Well, | think that the point that - right, it's not a path that you‘re pursuing --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, .

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that
they make Is that the Unlted States has been the sole and unlque arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever
you want to call it, of Israeli-Palestintan peace talks going back decades.

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: And you haven't gotten anything out of it. There's been no success. It’s been one fallure
after another. Is It perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these peopte would
make,

MS. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it
should proceed. We're less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of
countries that are engaged and invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are In
very close contact with the Palestinians and engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged
with the [sraelis In this effort. So our focus remains on the direct negotiations, and | don't think we're at
this point speculating on a different alternative forum.
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! QUESTION: Well, let me - okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration

! that the United States has unique leverage and Influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or
capable, competent, credible medlator for peace between Israel and the Palestinlans?

MS. PSAKI: 1 don't know that we've ever stated it exactly like that, We're playing a facilitator role which
both sides are comfortable with, There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly n
touch with the Israelis and the Palestinians, ) expect that will continue, But in the meantime, we’ll
continue to play the facilitator role as long as it’s productive.

i QUESTION: Do you helieve, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage and

influence with Israel or the Palestinians? | mean, you say, In reference to other questions about, say, Mr.
Newman or Mr. Bae in North Korea --

y MS. PSAKI: Mrn-hmm

QUESTION: - that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through
them, maybe after you're done yelling at them'about thelr alr defense zone. But do you still think that
the United $tates — doe§ the Administration belleve that it has influence and leverage with either Israel
or the Palestinlans? '
MS. PSAKI: Well, ! think we have a close relationshlp with both. And obviously, we're at this point
because both sides decided to come to the table. | don’t think it's about leverage. There's = it's In the

i interest of both sides to come to an agreement on the final status Issues, and that’s what they're
. working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could | just ask — there was an agreement -

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow 1srael to actually touch
' some funding for sclentific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all
research in areas of — In the West Bank «-
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an = | mean, does the American — do Amerlea
| - does America believe that this is a good agreement for.the EU and Israel, given that Secretary Kerry
: has always mentionad that he fears an Increasing isolation of Israel on the-international stage?

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm, t haven’t talked to our team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see If we

have any particular vview on the agreement last week.

QUESTION: And is - what is the message that Secretary Kerry’s going to be bringing with him when he
‘ visits Israel fater on this week?
MS. PSAKE: Well, | think he'll be talking to both sides about the Importance of staying firm with the
timeline and working through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table,
and reiterating the impertance of coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course,
when he’s meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu, they'll certainly be discussing the recent P5+1
agreement with Iran and having an ongoing dialogue about that as well,
QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israelis and Palestinlans, slnce
the resignation of the Palestinian team?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any updates on meetings at this point. I'll see if there's any more we want to
prowde to all of you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that.
QUESTION; But | mean, since the last time the Secretary’s been there, there’s been another
announcement of naw settlement construction,
MS. PSAKI: Mim-hmm.
QUESTION: There’s been the resignation of the Palestinian — it ust seems that withgut him actually
physically there holding their hand for hours at a time, that they're not able to sustain it on their own,
MS. PSAKI: Well, thay've had many meetings when he has not been there. 50 obviously, we didn’t
expect this to be easy, We certainly are aware of some bumps In the road of Iate, but both sides have
also reaffirmed their commitment to seeing this through.
QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the'road, though? | mean, particularly on the -
actually, on either side, whether it's the Israelis contlnuing to announce settlement construction or the
Palestinians’ full negotiatiang team just giving up, It just doesn’t seem a5 if --
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MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that’s a good example. The negotiating team - President
Abbas reaffirmed hls own commitment to seeing this through -
. QUESTION: But it just --
MS. PSAKI; -- whether It was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they’re continuing
) to move forward.,
[ ' QUESTION: It Just doesn’t seem like they have the - while they may have the desire and the dream that
Do there'll be a peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to

be there. And so it does seem as if Secretary Kerry Is the one.holding this together personally, and isn't
there, like, a limit to how much he can do?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through it every dav
QUESTION: Well, | meant more the parties themselves.
MS. PSAKI: You're right, but there alse is 3 long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons
committing to the nine-month timeframe was so important is because we knew there would be

" thallenging periods throughout the process. But both sides remaln committed to that, and so we'll
continue to work through it.

. QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like - unless you could disabuse us of the notlon It doesn’t sound like
since Secretary Kerry’s ast trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS. PSAKI: { wouldn’t jump to that conclusion. We just have always sald we wouldn’t confirm every
meeting. )

QUESTION: Sure.
MS. PSAKI: So let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.
1 QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador indyk is there now? Is he there? Is he [n the region? Is
he — Ambassador Indyk, where --
MS. PSAKI: He's here. | saw him this morning.
QUESTION: He's here. Okay.
MS., PSAKI: Okay. Let's Just do one or two more here.
) Scott.
| QUESTION: What Is the U.S. view of what's going on In Thailand right now?
| "MS. PSAKL Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to pofitically motivated
. violence. We condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectivés and urge all sides to exercise
restraint and respect the rule of law. We are concerned about the continuing politlcal tension in
Thailand, and we are following the situation closely.
Peacetul protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence
and seizure of public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political
differences. We firmly befieve ali parties should work together to resolve differences through peaceful
i dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and rule of law.
' Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and - has spoken with the prime minister and
opposition leaders to also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the.
U.S. Embassy In Bangkok issued a security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explaining that large
political demonstrations may continue in coming day - [n the coming days, including at government
facilities, in and outslde of central Bangkok, and Is advising them to avoid areas of demonstration and to
exercise caution.
QUESTION: Follpwing his talk with the prime minlster, one of the main opposition leaders said that he
would accept nothing short of her resignation. Is that a responsible position in the eyes of the United
States?
MS. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve thelr differences. We,
of course, have seen his comments, but | don’t thlnk we're going to weigh in further at this point, aside
| from encouraging restraint on the ground,
QUESTION: Would you weigh in on the general amnesty bill that the rullng party failed to get through
parliament, which was one of the Instigations for this?
MS. PSAKI: | know — | don't know if I've spoken to that In the past, Scott. Fd have to = I don't have
anything for you on it at this particular moment, but I’'m happy to follow up post-briefing.
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Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back,'you've been very patient,
QYESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What’s the U.S.
response to the Australlan Government’s réjectlon of the U.S. company Archer Danlels Midland’s bid for
GralnCorp?
MS. PSAKI: Well, we are disappointed by the Governrnent of Australia‘s deciston to reject Archer Danlels
Midland's proposed acqulsition of GrainCorp. We do not - we do note that the Australlan Treasurer Joe
Hockey has expressed openness to approving an Increase in ADM's current share [n GrainCorp. The
United States is the largest forefgn investor - foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in
- investment projects to date, and we took forward to working closely with Australia’s government to
butld stranger tles and Investment — stronger trade and [nvestment tles,
QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up.
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Did - unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or
religlous information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian Intelligence agencies?
MS. PSAKL: | don't have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. 'm certainly not
! going to comment on any of them. As you know, we're undergoing our own review of these processes,
LN which we expect to conclude by the end of the year.
. QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.
: MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: DId — was this Issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN minlsterial
meetings?

MS. PSAKL: It's a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. [t wasn tone raised while | was there, bist let
me check and see if it was.

QUESTION: And if it was, did - was — were you given any indicatlon that this is the way your closest
antipodal ally was going to go?

MS, PSAKIL: | will check and see if it was even raised,

Qkay, tet's do one more, Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitutlon in Egypt today?

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain guestion at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

well, we continug to track the constitutional process with interest, and we'll examine the document
carefully once it is finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow.
The Egyptlan people, of course, will declde the fate of the draft constitution In a referendum, We will
continue to support a transition process that leads te an inclusive civillan government selected through
free, fair, and transparent elections, and clvilian government based on the rule of law, fundamental
freedoms, accountabillity, and 2n open and competitive economy. 50 we will see when it is transferred,
and we will take a close look at it.

Bahrain.

QUESTION: Yeah. Do you have any vlew on the government --

QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don't have any comment on the

\ prohibition of refigious parties in Egypt?

MS, PSAKL: Again, we'll walit to comment on it until it's been officially transferred. Obvlously, there are

steps in there we may be complimentary of and others we.may not be.
QUESTION: Yes, please.
QUESTION: Does the decislon of the — not to release this human rights campalgner when he was eligible
to be released? It was yesterday or today.
MS. PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. One moment, Matt,
QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it = If you Just want to make it a TQ, that's fine, )

' MS. PSAKI: Yeah, that's fine. | believe ) have something on it for you. Let’s see. We continue to
encourage Bahrain to take the riecessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahralnis, including
permitting all sectors of society to volce thelr political views In a peaceful manner. We have seen reports

3o
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that the head of the Bahraln Center for Human Rights Nabeel Rajab -~ is that who you're talking about— |
okay --

QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

MS. PSAKI: -- was denled early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months
of his two-year prison sentence and s scheduled to be released in May of next year, We remain deeply
concerned about the three-year prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government
of Bahrain to protect the universal rights of freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all
Py elements of Bahrainl soclety to engage In peaceful expressions of political opinion.
QUESTION: Do you think that he shouid've been released as was - as he could’ve been today?
VS, PSAKE: Well, | beneve we are concerned about his -~ we were concerned about his three-year prison
sentence, | believe. Let me check and see, but | believe that's what we’re implying here.
QUESTION: [ mean, this is not the first, | mean, there have beenSeveral sther opposition activists and so
. forth that have been detained. | mean, does this cast doubt on your entouraging words earlier in the
! year about Bahrain's commitment to political reforms? '
' MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step - to take necessary steps to
promote reconclliation. And obvicusly, each time that there Is a case lke this, we have expressed
concern. $0 | don't have any analysis as to what that will mean longer-term or about the overall
| relationship, but each time there has been an Incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.
QUESTION: Well, but each time - you say each time that there’'s been an incident. { mean, there's a’
) pattern of Incidents. | mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | don't have any more analysis on It for you.
! Thanks, everyone, )
QUESTION: Thank you.
{The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)
' DPB #1956

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is
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(or responsible for delivery of the message 1o the addressee), you may not copy or detiver this
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its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its
. attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox News or Fox Business must not be
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Fischer, Kyl_e‘f

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K <trudeauek@state.gov>

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:19 PM [RELEASE IN FULL)
To: Forgerson, Luke A

Subject: : http://video.state.gov/en/video/2886914568001

26.58

SHA

L AT
e T TR

-------

(http://redirect. state sbul?url-http,[lv&den state.gov/en/video/2886914568001) ends with Psaki responding to Roz's

question saylag “....and sa that has ot chianged that.” White flash on screen ‘at 26:58 and then It picks up with Roz
talking again,

Elizabeth Kennedy Trudeau
Director,” Office of Press Relations
L.S. Department of State

202.647.4444 | TrudeauEK@state aov
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RELEASE IN PART
B6

Toufanlan, Melissa Turley

From: Rosen, James | |
Sent; Friday, May 13, 2016 6:14 PM
To: . Kirby, John

John, Thanks for the strong statement on the erased video. Yours gratefully, fames

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent
Host, "The Foxhole”

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
office)

mobile}

| I A _

Author,-Cheney ‘One an.One

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended
+ solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by
reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments that docs not relate to the official business of Fox
“News or Fox Business must not be taken to have been sent orendorsed by either of them. No representation is
made that this email or its attachments are without defect.
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[RELEASE IN FULL

Fischer, Kyle G

From: -Trudeau, Elizabeth K <trudeauek@state.gov>
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:17 PM

To: Forgerson, Luke A

Subject: Are you around?

Elizabeth Kennedy Trudeau

Director, Office of Press Relations

U.S. Department of State
202.647.4444 | TrydeauEK@state.aoy
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Fischer, Kyle G

From: _Forgerson, Luke A <ForgersontA@state.gov>  [RELEASE IN FULL}

Sent: "Monday, May 09, 2016 5:36 PM .

To: Curran, Andrea M; Jones, Eric M

Cc "Brown, Cynthia A; McAdams, Lisa A

Subject: : RE: URGENT: Brightcove Video -- Daily Press Briefing - December 2, 2013
. Eric—

-~

'm walking over to Elizabeth’s office in PRS.

Can you check DVIDS. | checked YouTube — it appears on YouTube the same as it does on state.gov.

From: Forgerson, Luke A
l Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:29 PM

To: Curran, Andrea M; Jones, Eric M (PACE) {JonesEM@state.gov)

Cc: Brown, Cynthia A (hrownca@state gov); McAdams, Lisa A (mcadamsla@state.qov)
Subject: URGENT: Brightcove Video -- Daily Press Briefing - December 2, 2013
Importance: High

Eric/Andrea —
Need assistance on this ASAP.
Can one of you call me or come to my desk please?

Thanks!

From: Forgerson, Luke A _
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM

To: Curran, Andrea M; Jones, Eric M (PACE) (JonesEM@state.qov)
Cc: Brown, Cynthia A (brownca@state.qgov); McAdams, Lisa A {mcadamsla@state.qov)

Subject: Brightcove Video -- Daily Press Briefing - December 2, 2013
Importance: High ' .

Andrea,

Can you please check minute 26:58 of this video? Come see me if you have questions Can you also find it on
YouTube. (If you need assistance; please let me know.)

http://video.state.gov/en/video/2 886914568001

1
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Fischer, Kyle G
From: Harf, Marie £ <harfme@state.gov>
Sent: - Monday, May 09, 2016 5:31 PM _
To: " Hickey, Lauren A; Kirby, Jobhn; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K,
Cc - Beechem, Stephanie; Werberg, Samuel {Cairo}
Subject: .Re: Urgent
+sam
From: HarfME@state.gov -
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:30'PM
To: Hickey, Lauren A; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Cc: Beechem, Stephanie
Subject: Re: Urgent
BS
From: Hickey, Lauren A
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2016 5:26 PM
To: Harf, Marie E; Kirby, John; Toner, Mark C; Trudeau, Elizabeth K
Cc: Beechem, Stephanie
Subject: FW: Urgent
: o ' C BS
Marie — Any insight here? The transcript is online ! -

This email is UNCLASSIFIED. RIS

From: Rosen, James [mailto;James. Rosen@FOXNEWS COM]
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:21 PM
, To; Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Kirby, John
Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A . I
Subject: RE: Urgent

At the 12/2/13 briefing, | confronted Jen Psakl with the false statement made to me by Toria Nuland at the
| 2/6/13 briefing. That earlier exchange went like this:

ROSEN: There have been reports that intermittently, and outside of the formal P-5+1 mechanisms the
QObama Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct, secret, bilateral talks with Iran. Is that
true or false?
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NULAND: We have made clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P-
5+1 framework, we would be prepared to talk to Iran bilaterally. But with regard to the kind of thing

| that you're talking about on a government-to-government level, no.

Of course, the secret Iran talks had begun eight months before that exchange.

The transcript for the 12/2/13 briefing is below, with the yellow part signifying the part that has been edited
out of DOS’s video of the briefing on its website and YT channet.

We want to know why and when DOS inserted a white-flash into the 12/2/13 video to censor the part where |
asked Jen Psaki about Toria Nuland’s false statement on the iran talks (and Psaki in essence said the
adminlstration needed “privacy”).

All of this is obviously relevant'in light of the NYTM questions about whether Rhodes/DOS et al misled the
people, and the press, about the origins and timing of the Iran talks.

If we don’t hear back by 5:45p — we just discovered this act of censorship — we are going to report it as such in
our 6p show.

--------------------

James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent

Host, “The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC
{office) . ‘
{mobile)

| |

Author, Cheney One on One

From: Trudeau, Elizabeth K [http://redirect.state.sbu/?url=mailto:trudeauek@state.gov)
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:13 PM

To: Rosen, James; Kirby, John

Cc: Toner, Mark C; Beechem, Stephanie; Hickey, Lauren A

Subject: RE: Urgent

James, | am solo in town today = Kirby and Toner on road. Adding Beechem and Hickey on this.
Not sure l understand Q.

From: Rosen, James : Turl= : o W
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2016 5:10 PM’

To: Kirby, John

Cc¢: Trudeau, Elizabeth K; Toner, Mark C

Subject: Urgent

Need a call from one of you in the next thirty minutes or so. We are going to go to air with the information
below, in the context of the whole Ben Rhodes controversy, at 6p, and we’d like to give DOS a chance to clear
it up. My contact info is below. The relevant info is also below, courtesy of ane of our video librarians in the
Fox News Washington bureau. The basic question is why — and when - DOS censored its video of the

highlighted portion of the 12/2/13 briefing {26:58 into the clip) with a white flash, on both the DOS web page
and the DOS YT channel. Yours cordially, James
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James Rosen

Chief Washington Correspondent |
Host, "The Foxhole"

Twitter: @JamesRosenFNC

office)

I mobile) |

Author, Cheney One on One

Highlighted betow. The video posted online here "
(httE:[(redirect.state.sbu[?url=http:ﬂredirect.state.sbu[?url=httg:[1redirect.state.sbu{?url:httg:uvideo.state.gou{e

n/video 2886914568001} ends with Psaki responding to Roz's question saying “...and so that has not changed that.”
White flash on screen at 26:58 and then it picks up with Roz talking again,

TRANSCRIPT:

1:54 p.m, EST

MS. PSAKI: Hi, everyone. Happy --

QUESTION: Happy belated birthday.

MS. PSAKE: Thank you. Thank you very much. Twenty-two. It's glorious. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: And you will be 22 for the next -

MS. PSAKI: | will be. . '

QUESTION: What, 10, 15 years?

MS. PSAKI: At least, at least. Well, | have nothing at the top, so Matt, let's go to what’s on your mind.

. QUESTION: Let's see. | have a lot -- : '

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: -- but nothing is really worth starting with, so let’s just start with the Secretary’s trip.

MS. PSAKI: Ckay.

QUESTION: Both - excluding the middle stop in Moldova, at the beginning, how much of the NAC do you expect is going
to be concentrated on Afghanistan and then talking about the BSA? Will there be any Afghan officials there to talk with?
And then - well, that'll be that one question for --

MS. PSAKI: Okay. Well, we'll clearly, as we typically do, be doing a brlefing en route about the trip and about our visit to
the NATO Ministerial tomorrow, where we will venture to have raore specific details about who will be attending.
Obviously, Afghanistan and the ongoing presence there post-2014 of the United States and of NATO will certainlybe a
big topic of discussion. But | will let our briefers outline more specifics en route to Brussels. '

QUESTION: All right. Well, I was going to ask about the Middle East but - as well, the stop in Israel and the PA. But if

: you're just ~ are you going to glve me the same answer, wait for the briefing on the plane?

MS. PSAKI: | likely will, yes.

QUESTION: Okay. Well, then never mind. -
MS. PSAK: Okay. ' : '
QUESTION: And then quickly on Afghanistan --

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Lesley.,

QUESTION: Is - what further is happening as far as trying to resolve this issue with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: Well --

QUESTION: As far as — is it true that --

MS. PSAKL: The BSA.

QUESTION: The — exactly.

MS. PSAKI: The signing, | assume. ) .

QUESTION: Is it true that Special Envoy Dobbins has gone —is on his way to Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any announcements at this point on travel for him or anyone else. Obviously, our team on the
ground, Ambassador Cunningham and others, have been in close contact. At this point, we've made our position clear,

L
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and so have the Afghan people. Signing the BSA soon is the path forward, as we've said many times, 1o sustaining a
partnership between the United States and Afghanistan to support Afghans In achieving lasting peace, security, and
development. That's the message that we’re conveying at every level. And as we've said before but important to
reiterate here, given it's a week later now: We — deferring the signature of the agreement until after next year's election
Is not viable, It would not provide Afghans with the certainty that they deserve regarding their future in the critical
months leading to the elections, nor would it provide the United States and NATO allies the clarity necessary for a
potential post-2014 military presence.

So we're contlnuing to convey that. Qur team on the ground is certainly hard at work. | don’t have any trave!
announcements. If that changes, we’ll certainly let all of you know,

QUESTION: Has Secretary spoken to President Karzai in the last couple of days on BSA?

MS: PSAK): He has not spoken with him In the last couple of days.

QUESTION: And the Pentagon today said that this is not the end of it; after BSA is signed, the U.5. and Afghanistan have
to negotiate and sign their agreement called SOFA, and that would be dene by the State Department. Has any process
started on SOFA, signing of SOFA with Afghanistan?

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look more specifically at what they said. Maybe you're referring to the NATO SOFA that they may
have to negotiate and sign, | believe, as a step? But for our purposes, there’s the signing; it goes through parliament,
then it would have to be signed again. Qbviously, as you all are very familiar with, this doesn’t outline a specific number
for a troop presence, 5o there would be a great deal of planning in regards to that that DOD would certainly be very
engaged with. But In terms of that, I'd have to look at specifically what they said. I'm not famifiar with that --
QUESTION: Is December 21* the redline, the deadline for signing of BSA, after which you will begin preparing for all
troops puli out from Afghanistan post 2014.

MS. PSAKI: | am not going to get into new redlines or deadlines today, | will say. But on the trip question, well, as you all
know, a decision hasn’t been made. You would know if it had been. it's not our preference, but no troops is certainly a
potential outcome for Afghanistan if there is no BSA. So that is, again, not our preference, but natural that planning
would have to take place for all different options.

QUESTION: Have you tried to understand why President Karzai is doing what he’s doing or conducting himself the way
he has? Do you have a clearer picture than we do, for instance?

MS. PSAKLE: | don’t know that | have any further insight than you do. Obviously, the Secretary spoke with him last week,
as you all well know. We continue to press our case for why this should be signed as quickly as possible, but | don’t have
any analysis of particular actions or comments in Afghanistan.

QUESTION: So you think that he's perhaps more concerned about his personal safety post the elections?

MS. PSAKL: 1 will let you, Said, do your own analysis. | don’t have any other analysis on it.

Do we have any more on Afghanistan?

QUESTION: Just the trip?

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: For those of us who are interested in Moldova --

VIS, PSAKI: Yes.

QUESTION: - could you just tell us why stop in Moldova? What's the importance? We see the winery, et cetera.

MS. PSAKL: Sure. Moldova is a country that has taken a number of important reform steps in recent years. They have -
they're taking steps to help grow their economy, and wine is obviously a significant export. But they have a number of
exports they also work with. And given the steps they've taken, the Secretary felt it would be an important opportunity
to pay a visit. You'd have to check my history and facts here, but | believe he may be, if not the first, one of the first
Secretaries to pay a bilateral visit to Moldava.

QUESTION: And also it comes, obviously, right after Ukraine decided not to sign the agreement with the EU,

MS, PSAKI; Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Moldova did. So you could read into this that the Secretary wants to buck them up or give them something,

a sign of support.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we had planned this trip - this trip was in the works before that decision was made, 8ut certainly, they
have put a number of reforms in place and they're working hard on their economy and the - if — the Secretary felt it was
important to highlight that.

QUESTION: Following on that -~

i QUESTION: Okay. Can 1 go over just to Afghanistan for one very briefly?

-
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MS, PSAKI: Sure. Okay, and then we’ll go to Anne,

QUESTION: | was gone last week so I'm — most of last week, so what - did the Secretary speak with Karzai before or
after Ambassador Rice was there?

MS. PSAKI: Let's see. He spoke with Karzai - President-Karzai — I'd have to look back. | believe it was prior to her visit. Let

me double check that for you to make sure.,

QUESTION: So the last senior official to speak with Karzai, as far as you know, was Ambassador Rice.

MS. PSAK!: | believe that's correct, yes.

QUESTION: Just following on the Moldova for Ukraine substitution, in saying that Secretary Kerry would not, as had
been widely expected, attend the OSCE — when you said that, | don't know, about 10 days ago or so -

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- we were just at the very beginning of this whole episode.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: And at that point you said it was scheduling issues that had — it would force his cancellation. Are you sticking

with that? Is that still the case? Or might there be some policy implications to hls decision not to go to the OSCE?

M3. PSAKL: | am sticking with that. I'm just looking at Lesley here in my = corner of my eye. | am sticking with that. |

don't have any new guidance for you on that front. Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to attend and travel there

after joining us for the first part of the visit.

QUESTION: On Syria?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Is 1t -

QUESTION: Can you tell us the ~ oh, sorry.

QUESTION: Sorry. Just on this charade - charade, for Lesley - of scheduling reasons, is it not the case that not doing -

not going on this trip - not golng to Kyiv is a sign of displeasure?

MS. PSAKI: | wil let you do your own reporting, Matt. | don’t have any more analysis or comments on it from here.

QUESTION: But there was --

QUESTION: And one more quick one on Ukraine.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, '

QUESTION: Obviously, we're seeing the demanstrations, violent crackdown.

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: What's the response from the State Department?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we're of course, naturai!y, closely monitoring the ongoing demonstrations, not only in Kyiv but in cities

around Ukraine. As you know, since the demonstrations began on November 21%, there have been an increasing

number of violent incidents, Including against journalists. We stress there is no room, and we continue to stress there is

no room for violence In a country that aspires to a democratic future. We continue to call on all sides to maintain calm,

.and on Ukrainian authorities 1o ensure that members of the public and the press are able to safely and peacefully

exercise their rights of speech and assembly,

As | mentioned a littte bit before, we still have - Assistant Secretary Nuland is still planning to trave! there. The Ukrainian

foreign ministry announced that the ministerial is proceeding as planned.

QUESTION: But there was —

QUESTION: Are you sure that Ukraine is a country that aspires to a democratic future?

MS. P5AKI: Any country that may aspire, certainly, these are Impartant values to follow through on.

QUESTION: Right. But are you still convinced that Ukraine aspires to a westward-looking, democratic future?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we wlll see, Matt. Time will tell. Actions speak louder than words.

QUESTICON: Do you — does this

QUESTION: Do you still stand by the comments made by Ambassador Nuland in her speech to the Atlantlc Council a

couple of weeks ago and also comments from this podium that it is your bellef that Ukraine should be following the path
towards joining some kind of association agreement with the EU?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Qur view has not changed on that. Obviously, there have been a lot of events that have happened

since then, but --

QUESTION: And do you believe that the demonstrations on the streets are actually — that's what they want? | mean, it

seems to be that they’re demonstrating because they're angry that the government hasn't taken this path that's been
{aid out for them.
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MS. PSAK): | would point you to the comments of the demonstrators, of which there have been many. | don’t want to
speak on their behalf, but our position hasa’t changed on what steps they could take. Qbviously, it’s up to Ukraine to
take those steps. -
QUESTION: So - but, | mean, the United States is - if you don't want to glve your backing to them ~ at least sympathetic
to what the demonstrators are asking for.
MS. PSAKI: Again, the demonstrators are saying a range of things, so | don’t — beyond what we've stated publicly many
times, | don’t have any other further public statements on our posltion, which has been stated by Assistant Secretary
Nuland and by other officials in the past several weeks.
QUESTION: Given the estimates of some 300,000 people who were demonstrating across the country on Sunday, and
given that they all seem, to a person, to be saying that the government is ignoring their wish to be more closely aligned
with Europe, isn’t it a bit disingenuous for this building to suggest that they need to show any restraint? They're not the
ones who are bludgeoning people with battering rams and turning rubber bullets on the police. It seems they're taking
the brunt of everything that’s been happening.
MS. PSAKI: | don't think | taok sides, | think | said that it's important for all sides to maintain calm, that there's no place
for violence in a country that aspires to a democratic future. So I don’t — | would disagree with the premise of your
claims.
! QUESTION: What does this building think of the prime minister’s - cali for his security forces to show restraint and
) seemingly to be missing in action when on Sunday there was more violence heaped upon the demonstrators,
particularly in Kyiv?
MS. PSAKI: Well, | think | just expressed what our view is of violence against demonstrators, so that's what our view Is
QUESTION: Can | - has the Secretary spoken to somebody in Ukraine, his counterpart?
* MS. PSAKS: He has not in the last several days. | can check if there’s been any ather calls I'm not aware of.

I

|
QUESTION: Because one of the big issues for Ukraine is tearing itse!f away from Russia and looking towards Western
Europe for economic support. And one of the big things is that the president of Ukraine is heading to China to look for

that, And if = | was wondering if the U.5. had offered them kind of — some kind of assurance cr reassurance economically
that they could be better off by signing these deals and with the support and the U.S. would support any kind of
reform through the International Monetary Fund.

MS. PSAKI: Well, aside from public statements we’'ve made, which, as Jo referenced, is — that our belief is that European
integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening Ukraine’s democracy. That's still our belief. That's
been consistently our belief. But beyond that, 'm not aware of any other discussions. Gbviously, there’s a lot of - that’s
going on with the EU and with Russia, and beyond that we have made our position clear.

QUESTION: And what is the building's position on the detention of Yulia Tymoshenko?

MS. PSAKI: Well, we have consistently spoken about this in the past and expressed our concern about her detention. |
know this was also a component that was potentially being worked through as an element of Ukraine getting into the
EU. So we’ve consistently expressed concern, encouraged them to take steps forward. Obviously, there hasn’t been
progress on that on the ground,

QUESTION: 'm sorry, what did you say was the surest way to economic growth?

MS. PSAKI: | said European integration is the surest course to economic growth and strengthening --

QUESTION: Did you give the same advice to the Greeks?

{Laughter.}

MS. PSAKI: Matt. Behave

Do we have any more on Ukraine or Afghanistan, since we touched on that too?

QUESTION: Stlll on Ukraine. )

MS. PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION: The Russians have proposed that the EU, Ukraine, and Russia get together to discuss some of these
problems. Would the United States be in favor of that, some kind of a trilateral discusslon to discuss the economic
situation and political differences?

MS. PSAKI; It wouldn't involve the United States, so ) don’t have a particular posmon I'm happy to talk to our team and
see if we have a view on that.

Ukraine or Afghanistan? Okay, should we move on to Syria? Let's go to Margaret.

QUESTION: Thank you. Jen, the OPCW said over the past few days that the U.5. has stepped up, that they're going to
give operational support, offering up financing. Can you give us some more detail on that?
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. Well, | don’t know if it will be satisfying, but let me try. {Laughter.) Well, as you know, the United
States is committed to supporting the international community’s efforts to destroy Syria’s chemical weapons in the
safest, most efficlent and effective means possible. We have offered and are currently outfitting a U.S. vessel with field-
deployable hydrolysis system technology to support the OPCW's efforts. We are in close contact with the OPCW and our
international partners and remain confident that we can meet the milestones for destruction set out by the OPCW. Of
course, the OPCW remains — and the UN — remain the lead coordinators on reaching out to countries and coordinating
steps forward and any timeline, et cetera.
QUESTION: But on the financing, what is it exactly that we're offering? Is that a chunk of change? Is that financing and
loans, or -
MS. PSAKL: Well, we've offered — we've offered in the - prior to this, we have offered — we have given 6 million to the
OFCW and the UN Trust Fund, both in financial contributions and in kind, so | think we gave some materials as well. But
this, of course, would be a DOD vessel. So | would point you to them on the specific costs. This, at this point, is an offer.
50 | think that's still being worked through.
QUESTION: So - but beyond the vessel, the OPCW says the cost is going to be between 35 to 40 million euros for the
private contractors who would actually be -
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: -- be doing the disposal themselves. Sa is any of that money coming through the State Department, or is the
State Department topped out at $6 million?
MS. PSAKIL: Well, we've said we'd be open to exploring additional ways to provide assistance. | don't have any
announcements today of additional assistance we’re planning to provide, but that certainly is something we’re in
discussions with the OPCW about.
QUESTION: So we can understand correctly, it is a commercial vessel, torrect, that they are trying --
MS. PSAKI: Itis a --
QUESTION: -- {inaudible) --
MS. PSAKI: -- U.5. Government vessel, not a commercial vessel,
QUESTION: Right.
MS. PSAKI: But there is a part of thus and this may be what you're asking about — which is the OPCW reachmg out to
commercial companies about the destruction capabilities.
QUESTION: Okay.
QUESTION: So what - so DOD is outfitting its own boat, which will be staffed with DOD personnel who will do this?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check on the specifics of that. | think some of it may still be work — be going through the process
of being worked out, Matt, because they've offered - but obviously, how it would be staffed and the materials and the
money — | mean, all of those are pieces that are still being discussed.
QUESTION: Do you actually have a timeline and the location for where this would happen?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have a location. That's still being discussed. The timeline, as you know, is — the next deadline is — not
deadline, it's a target — is December 31" And that is to get all of the chemical weapons out. But in terms of when the
next step would be, | don't have a timeline of that.

. Anne,
QUESTION: | realize part of this |s kind of DOD-flavored, but you might know the answer,
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: So is it proper to call this a warship, or is it a military-owned, but not non-warship ship?
{Laughter.}
MS. PSAKI: That is a very specific ship question. | would hesitate to answer incorrectly. I'd have to check on specifically
how we categorize it. | don't belleve it is a warship, but let me see if we can get more specification on how we — what we
call it exactly.
QUESTION: Okay. And on the policy side, | mean, is there any disappointment here that after casting about to = for a
friend here, it ends up being the U.S. having to essentially do this on its own?
MS, PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize it that way. | mean, certainly this is a priority for the U.S,, as it is for the mtematlonal
community, to destroy and eliminate the chemica!l weapons. The OPCW is still talking to countries. There are countries
that have made public comments about thelr willingness to help, so we'll see how that all shakes out. And certalnly,
we’d welcome the support or contribution of other countries.
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QUESTION: Well, I'd imagine from your perspective, it should be a shared priority among many natlons who would 2lso
share the same goal of the ultimate destruction, right? | mean, everybody was waving a flag when that — when the thing
was signed.

MS. PSAKI: Certainly, and there are countries, as you know, throughout that have been open to contributing that
couldn’t for a variety of reasons, whether it’s regulations or capacity or resources. But they’re still talking to countries
about contributing and being a part of this, and certainly we're hopeful of that as well.

QUESTION: So if the question is: "Are you surprised that you've been left holding the bag on this, once agaln,” --

MS. PSAKI: We're not holding the bag yet, Matt.

QUESTION: -- the answer would be no, you're not surprised. You expected your friends in Europe to wimp out.

MS. PSAKI: Well, we made clear we were open to contributing from the beginning, Matt. There are other countries that
have expressed an openness to contributing in some capacity. They're all going to make their decisions about what that
will -~ what will - that will entail, and we’ll let the QPCW decide how all of it will work together.

QUESTION: What about Russia, who you made this deal with and has been instrumental, as you say, In helping move
this towards a resolution? Why can’t Russia contribute in a significant way like you can?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not familiar with what they have contributed or what they've committed to contribute or what they have
not. Obviously, there are financlal ways — there are a number of ways to contribute. We certainly welcome any country’s
contribution. There are differerit ways that each country can do that,

QUESTION: Are you in touch with the Russians specifically about making an — a contribution?

M5. PSAKL: I'm not sure. I'd have to check on that and see if it’s a discussion that’s been a part of the regular discussnons
with Foreign Minister Lavrov.

QUESTION: Jen, still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Yesterday, Mike Rogers, the chair of the Intelligence Committee, warned that there are many jihadis that are
Americans and Europeans and Westerners and so on, that they go back and forth and so on. Are you concerned about
these jihadis being trained in Syria and now they come back to the United States and perhaps organize terrorist acts?
MS. PSAKI: | haven't seen his comments specifically. | know - | believe he may have been on a Sunday show yesterday. |
haven't read them fully. We've — we’re naturally concerned, as you know, about extremists whether they’re going in and
centalnly and if they’re coming out. | talked a little bit, ) think it was a week or two ago, about ways that we coordinate
with our international partners in the region to kind of track this and efforts we undertake to make sure we're watching,
but of course we're concerned. | don't have any other specifics for you.

QUESTION: Are you pressing your partners in this case, like the Saudis and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, that
have been supplying arms and money in the past for these extremist groups — are you pressing them not to do so?

MS. PSAKI: We have consistently, and all the countries, as you know, have agreed repeatedly to contribute assistance
through the SMC.

QUESTION: Finally, yesterday there was a reportin the Telegraph, The London Telegraph, that says basically the Free
Syrian Army now is becoming a group of warlords and accumulating money and gangs and so on and have no interest,
really, in reaching a settiement. Is that your assessment, or are you still working very closely with General Idris?

MS. PSAKI: We are still working very closely with General 1dris, we’re still working towards a Geneva conference in
January, and we still believe there's no military sofution, as you know,

More on Syria?

QUESTION: Still on Syria.

MS. PSAKI: Or - go ahead, Roz.
QUESTION: Still on Syria, the lranian Foreign Minister Zarif did an interview with Al Jazeera this morni'ng. And when it
came to Geneva 1l, he said that while Iran is, quote: not begging to attend the talks in January, it would attend if invited.
My first question: Would the U.S. be willing to invite Iran to take part in these talks? And if so, what does the U.S.
believe that Iran could bring to this situation to try to end the civil war?

MS. PSAKI: Well, no decisions have been made about participation yet. There's another trilateral meeting on December
20" coming up that we'll be participating in with the UN and the Russians. Qur position hasn’t changed on Iran’s
participation or whether we believe they should be invited. They have not endorsed the Geneva communique. That's a
condition we feel is necessary, but obviously this will continue to be discussed at the next trilateral meeting.

QUESTION: But given the - that the UN is now estimating that upwards of 120-25,000 people may have been killed In
the civil war to date --

”
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MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- is there some sort of leverage that Tehran could bring to the table to try to induce the Assad regime to, if
nothing else, stop the killing and try to at least put in some sort of ceasefire?

MS. PSAKI: Well, this goes back to the premise that attendees should be endorsing the Geneva communique, because
that is what the purpose and the goal of the conference is. So, | don't have any speculation on what leverage they may
or may not have, but the conversations we have had with them in recent weeks have been about their nuclear program

and moving towards a first-step agreement on that. They've not been focused on Syria. And our position on whether or
not they should attend the Geneva conference in January hasn’t changed.

QUESTION: But you do feel that if they do endorse Geneva |, there's a great deal of value for Iran’s participation --
MS. PSAKI: Well, we'd have to --

QUESTION: -- considering that it is --
MS. PSAKI: we'd have to evaluate it, Said. | don’t want to get ahead of --

QUESTION: But it's a very ally of the regime. it supports other elements that help the regime in its fight, like Hezbollah
so on.

MS. PSAKI: Ifthatis a step they take, we can have a robust discussion in here about it

QUESTION: Jen, are there any contacts currently between the United States Government and the Syrian regime? § mean
I know Secretary Kerry spoke months and months ago --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- to Foreign Minister Muallem. is there anything going on at the moment?

MS. PSAKI: And we have for some time, as you know, have had different channels, but | don’t have anything specific for
you. | can check if there have been any recent contacts on any level,

QUESTION: So there were reports over the weekend that some European countries are quietly beginning to -

- MS, PSAKE: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: -- reopen diplomatic conversations or channels with the Syrian regime because, | think, the fear is that this is
just so blocked at the moment that they're --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- it's not going anywhere.

MS. PSAKI: Well, let me see if there have been any contacts at any leve! of the regime. We’ve — they have happened in
the past, as you mentioned, so | will see if there’s more to report on that.

QUESTION: Can | go back to the Iranians and taking part in Geneva? | mean, | think over the last week or so, when
there’s been, like, various bouts of viclence in Syria, that the Iranian Government has sald that there needs to be a
political solution to the situation in Syria. 50 don’t you think that Iran is making more positive comments? | mean, | don’t
think the Russians have gone far beyond saying that there needs to be a political solution. They haven’t sald anything
about President Assad leaving (inaudible).

MS. PSAKL: Well, the whole premise = | mean the whole goal is to create a transitional governing body. That's the goal of
a Geneva conference, 50, certainly, they haven’t embraced that as the focus of the Geneva communique, and --
QUESTION: Well, even though the Russians have agreed to a political transition, your definition of a transition is far
different from the — than the Russlans'-definition of a transition. So if the Iranlans were to say, like, okay, we accept a
nolitical transition, | mean, does that really mean that they -

MS. PSAKI: It's not just about a political transition. It's about embracing the Geneva communique, which they have not
done. If they do that, we will evaluate whether or not we'd support their — an invitation to them to attend the
conference. .

QUESTION: Zarif also told us that his country is not interested in aggravating any sectarian tensions between Shiite and
Sunni, between Alawite and other major Islamic communities; that they’re {rying to, in their efforts, promote more
harmony, more peace. Does that add any — does that change the complexion at all, particularly in Syria?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak too specifically to an interview | haven’t yet seen yet, and neither has anyone on our
team. Broadly speaking, cbviously we took a significant step forward with the first-step agreement on thelr nuclear
program, but there are remaining concerns that we have, as you all are familiar with, whether it’'s their involvement in
support of the regime in Syrla or humanitarian issues, and so that has not changed that. 1 can take a closer look once we
see the transcript of the Intervlew and see if we have mare comments on Foreign Minister Zarif's comments,
QUESTION You're saying your team does not watch Al Jazeera?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, that is not true; ; we do. However, | betieve there s only been a very short Cllp that has played of this
interview that I'm sure will get lots of atteAtidn once it all plavs
QUESTION Beyond the interview, he's freely reaching out. He visited Kuwait. He's reaching out to the other Gulf
countrles He wants to visit 5audi Arabia. 1 mean, there is an-effort underway to alleviate their fears and actually
Fncourage them towards participatlng in Geneva (i to make it a success. You must have some sort of a reading of this
effort.
MS PSAKI: | don't have any particular reading of it for.you, Sald. Our position, | think, has been pretty clear on
whether or not they attend the Geneva conference!
QUESTION | have another really ¢ quick logistics thing. On the December 20" meeting, that's Wendy Sherman and. that
L i’s the same iteration?
MS. PSAKI: It Is that level. Exactly, yes. Mm-hmm! .
QUESTION Is that new or was that announced last week or something -
MS. PSAKI: | believe we talked about it last week as being the next rneethml
QUESTION: On China - {inaudible)!
QUESTION Please, Jen, can we stay on Iran, piease?
MS PSAKI: Sure. Let’s stay on Iran and then we can go to Ch:naI

QUESTION On the 6"‘ of February.in this room, I-had 3 very brief exchange with your predecessor, Vrctoﬂa Nuland -
MS PSAKI: Mm-hmm

' QUESTION -- about tran, And with ith your indulgence, | will read-it in its entirety far the purpose of the record and so

y0u can respond to t;
“Rosen: There have been reports that intermittently, ond outside of the fermal P5+1 mechanisms, the Obomd
Administration, or members of it, have conducted direct secret bilateral talks with iran. Is that true or foise?”t
""Nuiond We have mode clear, as the Vice President did at Munich, that in the context of the larger P5+1 fromewor‘!r
we would be prepared to tatk to Iran biloterally. Bur with regard to the kind of thing that you're talking about on a
government-to-government level, n[o_,

;;fhat’s the entirety of the exchange.
As we now know, senior state department officials had, in fact, been conducting direct, secret bIIateraI talks with
senior officials of the Iranian Government in Oman, perhaps dating back to 2011 by that point
So the questlon todayisa simple one: When the briefer was asked about those talks and flatly denied them from the
podium, that was untrue, correct?
MS PSAKI: | mean, James, | - that — you're talking about a February briefing, se 10 months ago. I.don’t think we' ve
outIIned or confirmed contacts or specifics beyond a March meeting. I'm not going to confirm others beyond that at
this point. So | don't know that | have any more for \roul
lQUES'I’!ON Do you stand by the accuracy'of what Ms. Nuland told me, that there had been no government-to—
government contacts, no secret direct bilateral talks with Iran as of the date of that briefing, February 6™? Do you
stand by the accuracy of that?
MS PSAKI: James, | ha\re no new information for you today on the timing of when there were any discussions with
any Iranian officials!

QUESTION Let me try it one last way, Jen -

MS PSAKI: Okay.

QUESTION -- and | appreciate your Indulgence!

MS PSAKI: Sure.

'QUESTION Is it the poliw of the State Department, where the-preservation or the secrecy of secret negotiations is
eoncerned to lie in order to achieve that goai?
MS. PSAKI: James, | think there are times where diplomacy needs privacy in order to progress. This is a good euarnple
of that. Obviously, we have made clear and lald out a number of details in recent weeks about discussions and about
a bilateral channel that fed into the PS+1 negotiations, and we've answered questions on it, we've conﬂrmed detarls!
We're happy to continue to do do that, but clearly, this was an important companent leading up tothe agreement that
was reached-a week ago.
QUESTION Since you, standing at that podium last week, did confirm that there were such talks, at least as far back

as March of this year, | don’t see what would prohibit you from addressing directly this question: Were there secret
dlrect bilateral talks between the United States and lranian offlcials in 20117
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MS PSAKI; | don’t have anything. more for you today We ve long had ways to speak with the Iranians through a range
of channels, some of which you tatked - you menticned, but | don't have any other specifics for you toc!:a\,rr
QUESTION One more on Iran?

QUESTION The Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported that those talks were held as far back as 2011. Were
‘those reports Inaccurate?

'le PSAKI: I'm not sure which reports you're talking about Are you talking about visits that the Secretary and others
made to Oman, or are you talking about other reports?
QUESTION 1"m talking about U.5. officials meeting directly and secretly with Iranian officials in Oman as far back as
2011 The.Los Angeles Times and Politico have reported those meetings. Were those reports lnaccurate?

MS PSAKI: | have nothing more for you on It, James, toda\cr
QUES‘I‘!ON One more on Iran?

MS PSAKI: On Iran? Let’s ]ust finish Iran and then we can go to China. Go ahead, Roz!

QUESTION: One of — one more on Iran. Foreign Mlnlster Zarif said, dlrectly contradicting the Obama Administration’ s
contention that sanctions worked, he told our interviewer that when the sanctions were first Imposed Iran hr.-a_g_z_uq
working centrifuges. Today, they have more than 19,000, What is this building’s reaction to his comment that
sanctions did not work and did not bring Iran to the negotlating table?
MS PSAKI: Well, again, ) would like to look more closely at the context of the comments. But, just as rernlnd?r,'
President Rouhani and others have talked about how the irnpact how growlng the economy and putting an end - <
doing bringing an end to the sanctions is something that was a priority for.them in order to help the economy and
Ithe Iranian people. There's no question, if you look just at the facts of the impact of oil revenues, the Impact on their
econornlc growth writ large that there was a huge impact of — that there — the sanctions had an enormous impact,
and that that was a drlvlng factor In bringing the Iranians back to the negotiating table!
In terms of progress made on their efforts to develop a nuclear weapon, whether through centrifuges or at their
various facilities, that to me sounds like a separate question. Obviously, there was concerns about steps they were‘_
taking and progress they were making, which was why It was so important to come to an acceptable agreement that
would halt and roll back the progress of thelr program
QUESTION Just to follow up on that, though - S

MS PSAKI: Mm-hmm/
QUESTION - Secretarv Kerry, when he did his round robin of interviews after the announcement of the deal.in
Geneva, more than once stated that when Iran had reached out to the Bush-Cheney Administration in 2003, Iran was
only in possession of 164 centrifuges. Now, he would go on 1o say, they have 19,000, and this therefare represents'"
the best possible deal that could be secured!
Isn't ita fact that since the Obama-Biden Administration took office, 70 percent of Iran’s centrifuges have been
Installed?

MS PSAKI: Well, I'd have to look at the statistics, James, but we have not questloned the fact that Iran has made
progress on enrichment and on developing a nuclear weapon. We have not questioned that, That’s one of the rem
why we stepped up sanctions over the past couple of years. The President and Secretary Kerry were big proponents of
that We worked with the international community to do Just that to put that necessary pressure in place!

n’he ptolnt | was trying to make to Roz is that - what she's asking sounds to me like two separate questions, so that
was -
QUESTION Right. I’'m pursuing.the separate one part that she carved out, and that Is to say — and if this is untrue, i'd
be grateful to be disabused of the notion — but the great bulk of Iran’s progress in the development of its enrichment
prograrn has taken place under President Obama’s watch, correct?,
MS PSAKI: 'd have to check on the specific numbers. The —~
QUESTlON You're not prepared to dispute that statement, as —
MS PSAKI: Well, James, | think what we're focused-on at this polnt Is the fact that we’re now at a point where we are
haltlng and rolling back the progress of their program and we're working towards a comprehensive agreement to

bring an end to It. | can’t speculate for you what would happen without — what would have happened without
sanctlons 1 would venture to guess -

QUESTION (Inaudible) sanctions!
MS. PSAKI; But they were being paired together, so that’s why I'm bringing.it into the conversation!

-~
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QUESTIDN But the context of the question was exactly “The Obama Administration says we showed up because our
economy is falling apart. I'm here to tell you that's not the case. We have our own reasons for coming.”

MS. PSAKI: Well, we will take a clase look at his comments and we'll have more to say about them once we do.
QUESTION: Can | just go back to the Geneva meeting and --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- December 20" with Wendy Sherman?

MS. PSAXI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: This is -- '

MS. PSAKI: It's that level - in terms of specific attendance, I'll have to Just double-check that for you,

QUESTION: Oh, okay.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah. .

QUESTION: This is going to be the first of the political meetings towards the next - the comprehensive agreement --
MS. PSAKE: Well, they also --

QUESTION: -- or this is the technica! discussions?

MS. PSAKI: No, no, no.

QUESTION: No, this is Syria.

MS. PSAKI: This is — sarry, this is Syria,

QUESTION: Oh, I'm sorry,

MS. PSAKI: This is Syria.

QUESTION: Excuse me. I'm sorry.

MS5. PSAKI: So this Is the pre-Geneva. No, it's okay. It's confusing. Lots of Genevas.

QUESTION: Okay. But | did have.an Iran guestion, actually,

QUESTION: But is there any new — | mean --

QUESTION: Yeah. ¥

QUESTION: -- when is it that you're going to start to negotiate the comprehensive deal with lran?

5. PSAKL Well, right now, what we're focused on is the technical discussions leading up to the start of the six-month --

. QUESTION: Right.

' QUESTION: 50 do you have a date for those?

MS. PSAK!: | don’t yet have a date on those.

QUESTION: Or a place?

MS. PSAKI: | don’ tyet have a place. It's being worked through. Hopefully we’ll have an update for you all in the coming
days.

QUESTION: And can | ask =1 don’t know if you had seen the reports that the new British envoy to Iran is actually going to
visit Tehran tomorrow. 1 wondered what the --

MS. PSAKL: | haven't seen that.

QUESTION: Well, | wanted a U.S. reaction to this following on to the question | asked last week about how far along the
line you are prepared to go with your new diplomatic relations or not with tran.

_ MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | still don’t have any prediction of any step beyond what step we've already taken, which is being
a part of the P5+1 agreement on the first step here with Iran. Obviously, different countries are going to make their own
declisions, and as with most issues, we certainly support that.

QUESTION: Would it be helpful, though? Do you believe it's helpful that the British envoy could be going to Tehran?
MS. PSAKI: | don't know that | have that level'of analysis on it. | don't have all the details on what the purpose of the trip
is or what they hope to accomplish. And obviously, every country will make their own decisions about diplomatic
relationships. .

QUESTION: Jen, one more on the --

QUESTION: East China Sea?

QUESTION: -- secret negotiations with Iran.

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: | apologize if you've already addressed this, but there have been reports that the secret negotiations ll'\1at
: the U.5. was engaging in with Iran created a feeling of resentment among P5+1 allies such as France, and then that

contributed to a rift among the P5+1 and made it d:ffcult to reach consensus within that group. Do you have a reaction
to that or a comment on that?
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MS. PSAKI: | don’t want to speak to anonymous reports about what may or may not be the feelings by other countries,
but ! will reiterate for you that this was — these discussions were fed into the P5+1 process. That is the process that we
ultimately all worked through to achieve a first-step agreement here, The P5+1 members, as well as our friends in Israel,
were briefed early this fall.

As to the discussions, we have always been clear we’ve been open to bilatera! discussions with Iran; that there are a
range of channels to do that through; that if anything got serious, that we would certainly be briefing our important
partners on that; and that's exactly what we did in this case.

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: And when did the talks begin?

MS. PSAKI: James, you're 50 tricky over there. (Laughter.)

QUESTION: Can | ask about China?

MS. PSAKI: Let me just say one thing, though, for James. It's important here too — and then | promise we’ll go to China ~
it’s important here also to note, though, that these really picked up after President Rouhani’s electlon, that in terms of
the discussion of specific pieces about how to move forward, what kind of — what an agreement could look like, that's
when it picked up. So | understand that’s not answering your question, but | felt it was important to --

QUESTION: But just on the basis of methodology and removing the specifics of Iran and who's president or who's
Secretary of 5tate, if you were able to stand there at the podium last week and say, “Yes, I'm confirming a certain set of

talks that occurred in March,” explain to me what is it that prohibits you from saying, yes or no, that a certain set of talks
occurred two years ago?

MS. PSAKI: If | have more details for you, James, | will - happy to share them.

QUESTION: | didn’t ask you — I'm asking for your thinking about why you’re not addressing the question, not the
specifics of the meetings. What is it that prohibits you from addressing a question about meetings that are two years
old?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do a psychiatrist chair today,

Go ahead. On China?

QUESTION: What about the couch? {Laughter.)

QUESTION: Thank you, len. So as we know, the U.S. Government has already told U.S. carriers to comply with China's
requirements before any flights pass through the new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government. So does
that mean the U.S, Government has recognized this new air defense zone established by the Chinese Government?

MS. PSAKD: S0 tet me be absolutely as clear as | cdn be here because | know there’s been a range of reporting. it has
been - some of it has been inaccurate, to no fault of - perhaps it’s our fault for not explaining it well enough. So we are
not — the State Department is not the point of contact with airlines, The FAA Is the point of contact with airlines. There
has not been any information that has been put out or confirmed that | am aware of that has conveyed what has or has
not heen communicated in that capacity to airlines.

There is — for safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate internationally — operate consistently as a process
with the notices to afirmen issued by foreign countries, as is the case in this case. Their concerns are about the safety and
security of passengers. That is different from what the U.S. Government policy is. It is not = this is in no way indicates
U.5. Government acceptance of China’s requirements in the newly declared ADIZ and has absolutely no bearing on the
firm and consistent U.S. Government position that we do not accept the legitimacy of China’s requirements.

This is a case where China announced this in an uncoordinated fashion. It’s inconsistent with standard practice. And
their requirements for operating exceed internationally accepted practice in this capacity. So | don’t know how much
more clear that it is, but it does contradict a bit your question, 5o | wanted -

QUESTION: It looks like we received the statement or the Q&A from the State Department, so it looks like it's from the
U.S. Government. And also, you are saying --

MS. PSAKI: Well, in that statement, which | certainly was well aware of, what was conveyed in there is that for safety
and — for the safety and security of passengers, U.S. carriers operate consistently Internationally with the notices to
airmen issued by foreign governments. It did not convey that — anything specific about what had been communicated to
airlines. It did not convey that the U.S. Government supported this effort. So I'm very familiar with the statement you're
referring to, and there were a lot of — there were some assumptions made.

QUESTION: So {inaudible) --

QUESTION: Okay. It looks like -- .

QUESTION: -- that the FAA did not instruct airlines to comply with the Chinese regulations?
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MS. PSAKI: | would point you to the FAA for what they did or did not communicate to commercial airlines.
QUESTION: Okay, Well, the FAA Is part of the U.5. Government, [s it not?

| MS. PSAKI: Thay are. They --

QUESTION: Yes.

MS. PSAKI: Certainty, they are not housed in the State Department, however. {Laughter.)

QUESTION: So -l understand that, but the State Department does have a representative — you're familiar with the
ICAO?

MS. P5AKI: 1 am not.

QUESTION: Okay. it's in Montreal. -

MS. PSAKI: Okay, )

QUESTION: It's a good excuse to get to Montreal -

MS. PSAKI: Good. ,

QUESTION: -- if you ever want.to go up there.

MS. PSAKI: | will take that advice,

QUESTION: It’s the Interpational Civilian = it’s the civilian airline — the UN agency for airlines. Do you know if the United
States is going to use its membership in the ICAO to oppose this Chinese decision?

MS. PSAKI: | don't.

QUESTION: And if you don't know, could you ask?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, I'm happy to check on that for you, Matt. Absolutely.

QUESTION: And when you say that the U.S. Government does not accept the legitimacy of the Chinese requirements --
MS. PSAKI: Well, it doesn’t accept — yeah, the Chinese requirements, right.

QUESTION: Right. That's what you said.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, .

QUESTION: Doesn’t that — if the FAA has been telling airlines that they have to comply with this, or that they should
comply with it, how is that not accepting - the government accepting the legitimacy?

MS. PSAKI: Well, there’s a whole field of regulations and regulatory policy that | am certainly far from an aviation expert,
as it evidenced by your Montrea! guestion. So | would polnt you to them on that,

Evidence of the fact that the U.S. Government does not accept China’s requirement is by the fact that the
announcement will not change how the United States conducts military operations in the region, which is something
DOD announced last week. And that is certainly a U.S. Government decision to make.

QUESTION: So does that mean that U.S. Government planes will not obey the - or will not follow the Chinese
requirements if they're flying through this airspace?

MS. PSAKI: Military planes?

QUESTION: Say the Secretary of State flying on an Air Force plane to Seou! or to Tokyo will not notify the --

MS. PSAKI: | am not aware of any upcoming Seoul trip coming up, .
QUESTION: Well, the Vice President is there right now, or in Tokyo, at least Are you saying that his plane, an Air Force
plane, will not follow the requirements of the Chinese?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | am saying military pianes would not, and that level of specificity I'd certainly have to check and see
where that falls in.

' < QUESTION: What is this episode - what impact is this episode having on U.S.-Sino relations? X

MS. PSAKI: There are times wheh we agree and there are times when we disagree, as you know. We've made clear our
concerns about not only what was announced but how this was announced, the fact that there was no prior notice. As
you also know, Vice President Biden is in the region now on a prior planned trip. He will, of course, be meeting with key
leaders to discuss a range of issues. Certalnly, this could be a topic of discussion, but there are a number of other issues
that we discuss both with Chira and other partners in the region.,

QUESTION: And has the pivot to Asia worked? Is this evidence of the pivot working?

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn't categorize this into — | wouldn't put this in the evaluation category of whether or not it worked.
Qur pivot to Asia, or rebalance to Asia, means focusing on Asia and the important partnership we have with Asia, with
countries in the region, the economic and strategic partners. And nothing is further evidence of that than the Vice
President’s trip there, the fact that, as you know, the Secretary will be going back to Asia soon, that he was just there a

couple of months ago with Secretary Hagel. So that is evidence of our commitment to the region. And we work with
them on a — countries in the region on a broad range of issues.
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QUESTION: But as we survey the last five years of this Administration, would you say that China is less aggressive in its
serial commission of human rights abuses, currency manipulation, cyber warfare against U.S. businesses and
government, tersitorial aggresslon, or is it better than it used to be?
MS. PSAKI: I'm not going to do an evaluation of that. Obviously, we work with them an economic issues, we work with
them on strategic issues. There are still issues, including human rights, including this issue we’re talking about now, that
we express concerns about when warranted, and we’ll continue to do that. But we know that the relationship is a vital
one and one that we need to keep plugging away at'even when we disagree.
QUESTION: Jen, could | {inaudible} for a second?
MS. PSAKIL: Mm-hram. -
QUESTION: Is it falr to characterize the U.S. position as being that aside from the official policy, for the purposes of
safety and avoiding some kind of unfortunate incident, that commercial carriers should abide by the Chinese ADIZ
requirements?
MS. PSAKI: | don’t have - I'd point you again to the FAA on more specifics than what | just conveyed. There are a range
of regulations and policies that, of course, they oversee or are In place, but our general position as a U.S. Government is
that we don’t accept China's requirements. And obviously, the military — actions of military exercises is evidence of that.
QUESTION: Jen, this comes from --
QUESTION: Sorry, sorry. Just a quick follow-up on that.
MS. PSAKI: Go ahead.
QUESTION: It looks like the two main U.S, airlines are complying with — are taking steps to comply. Delta and United are
the two that have flight routes through the area, which seems to have kind of created a little bit of

- confusion/consternation in Japan over a perceived rift with Japanese policy, which is to not allow U.S. commercial
airliners to file their flight plans with China. Do you have a - do you have any kind of reassurance or any kind of response
to that?
M5, PSAKI: We coordinate ctosely with Japan and with South Korea and all of the countries in the region about a range
of issues. And certainly on this issue, we have been in touch with Japan and will continue to be. This is - for specific
actions of individual commercial airliners, | would point you to them or the FAA on any regulations.
QUESTION: But - so you're not - but you're not afraid for the safety or concerned about the safety of U.S. citizens on
flights that are flying through the area?
MS. PSAKI: Well, certainly safety and security of citizens should be of concern to everyone., Obwouslv, there are policies
in place and regulations in place because of that. But we don’t oversee airline regulations. The FAA does, so | would
point you to them,
QUESTION: (Inaudible.) Did the United States Government - the position has changed toward this ADIZ, or not changed?
What is the position 1o ADIZ now?
MS5. PSAKI: It has not changed. We - China announced the ADIZ without prior consultations even though the newly-
announced ADIZ overlaps with parts of longstanding ADIZs of Japan, the Republic of Korea, and Taiwan, and includes
territory administered by Japan. As | mentioned, we — the fact that China’'s announcement has caused confusion and
increased the risk of accidents only further underscores the validity of concerns and the need for China to rescind the
pracedures. It's consistently been our position and one we have communicated both publicly and privately. | know there
was some confusion over the weekend about airlines and specifically.
QUESTION: Jen, you said that you are not still - not accepting China’s new air defense zone, But | wonder, like, Japan has
its own air defense zone, and also part of it covers Taiwan, But it looks like the U.S. doesn’t say anything about it. So do
you think there is sort of a double standard? Why do you react so strongly to China’s air defense zone?
M5, PSAKI: Well, one of the reasons is that they announced this without prior consultations. It was inconsistent with

longstanding procedure and process. And obviously, it overlaps with a number of other longstanding air defense zones
of some other neighboring countries,

QUESTION: Jen --

QUESTION: Jen, you do not contest the ability of China to declare such a identification zone; it’s just the manner in
which they did it, or the extent?

MS. PSAKI: No. 1 think | have ~ I've just consistently said that we believe they should rescind the procedures. I've just—

I've also stated a couple of times that we don’t accept China’s requirements. Sc | think I've made that pretty clear.
QUESTION: {Inaudible.)

QUESTION: Is the first --
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QUESTION: in response to the — China’s declaration of its own ADIZ, the South Korean Government is poised to expand
its own ADIZ, so-called KADIZ, to the South China Sea. What is the position of the United States? Would you encourage it
or discourage it?

MS. PSAKI: | haven’t seen those reports, or | don’t even know if they're reports or if there’s been an announcement. |
haven't seen any announcement, | guess | should say. So let me check into that, and --

QUESTION: They say they have already started consuitations with the United States,

MS. PSAKI: I'd have to check into it and see if we have more to say on that,

QUESTION: Is this the first time the U.5. has called --

QUESTION: Jennifer, you talk about safety --

QUESTION: -- for the zone to be rescinded?

MS. PSAKE: 1'd have to check on that for you, Roz.

QUESTION: Can we change topic?

QUESTION: No.

QUESTION: You talk about safety. Are you really concerned that the Chinese may down an airliner or something?

MS. PSAKI: I'm not predicting that, but certainly there is — they created these Air Defense Identification Zones, they've
asked for prior flight plans. So of course, the security and safety is part of the regulatory process, and - but | don’t have
any predictions. It's Just the question of abiding by it.

QUESTION: Is it a real concern, downing an airliner?

MS. PSAKI: 1 don’t think | have any more for you on that question.

QUESTION: Jen, when you're taking that question that Roz had - ;

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: — could you also check whether the United States actually is directly asking the Chinese to rescind it?

MS. PSAKI: Happy to. Sure,

QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Well, at least --

QUESTION: Apart from the specific concerns about how this was announced without any prior notice, its excessiveness,
at least in terms of other regulations, and the safety risks that you say it cause, do you have any - are there broader
concerns about this area being identified as essentially the entire East China Sea? Is the U.S. concerned that the Chinese.
are looking at anything on a map that has the word “China” in it as all their own?

MS. PSAKI: Well, part of the concern is certainly that it overlaps with parts of other -

QUESTION: Right. But in terms of territorial claims --

MS. PSAKY: As well as territory administered by Japan, sure.

QUESTION: Right, right. But in terms of China’s territorial claims, are you concerned that this is the first step or could be
a first step towards actually moving in some kind of forceful way to take control of areas of territory and ocean maritime
space that it says that it owns?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t want to make a prediction of that.

QUESTION: No, but I'm asking if you were concerned --

MS. PSAKI: But --

QUESTION: -- that this is a step in that direction, apart from the specific problems with the no prior notice and all that
other - the safety concerns.

MS. PSAKI: But one of the specific problems is also that this includes area — territory administered by Japan, it includes
overlapping area with other countries in the region. So certainly, that does touch on what your question is here. In terms
of a prediction of what it will mean in the future, | certainly wouldn’t venture to make that at this point.

QUESTION: Right. Well, the Chinese say that they would be well within their rights also to declare one of these zones
over the entire = over the South China Sea. Are you concerned about the possibility of that?

MS. PSAKI: Well, you're familiar with what our position is on that, and we've long --

QUESTION: Well, that’s over the terrltorlal disputes over the - it’s a question of sovereignty for these Ilttie atolls and bits
of rock.

MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: Would you be as opposed as you are to this if the Chinese did it for the South Chma Sea, oristhata

hypothetical question that you will wait to bash the Chinese over the head for once they - if and when they do it?
MS. PSAKI: It is a hypothetical question at this stage in time,

.
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QUESTION: All right. )
QUESTION: One more thing. Just one more thing on that. China at the same time has announced they sent a fighter jet
against United States and Japanese aircraft [ast week. Did you comment on that?
MS. PSAKI: | am not familiar with that specific report. In — where, exactly?
QUESTION: If it's true, are you concerned about these Chinese announcement?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look at the specific report, and that may be a DOD question.
James.
QUESTEON: Given that China makes this declaration --
MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm,
QUESTION: -- and we regard it as thoroughly problematic, if not illegal, and therefore we have on our hands a dispute
with the Chinese --
MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm, )
QUESTION: -- which is to be adjudicated somehow in a nonviclent way, wasn’t it a kind of a provocative act for the
United States to fly B-52s through that very zone.in a short time thereafter?
MS. PSAKIE: Well, | would point you to DOD on that, but | would reiterate the fact that we have made clear that this
action, this announcement, is not'going to change our military exerclses. And that is an example of that.
QUESTION: So other than taking — other than the Vice President, are you aware — or has there been at this point any
conversations that you're aware of in this = from this building with the Chinese directly? It's kind of on Jil's question.
And If not, do you expect them or is this going to be left up to the Vice President when he goes to --
MS. PSAKI: Let me check. | know we have expressed concerns. | mentioned this last week, Matt, so let me just make
sure you have it,
QUESTION: Jen, the — Secretary Kerry did meet on Wednesday with a senlor Chinese official?
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to -
QUESTION: On Wednesday, the vice premier,
QUESTION: Lu.
QUESTION: Yeah.
MS. PSAKI: I'd have to look back at that. It seems like a3 long time ago.
QUESTION: | know it does. And it was happening on Wednesday. ]
MS. PSAKI: Deputy Secretary Burns met last week with a Chinese official where this was a topic of discussion. Also,
Assistant Secretary Russel spoke with the ambassador about a week ago, and Ambassador Locke has also been in touch,
of course, on the ground. In terms of specific contacts over the last couple of days, I'm happy to check and see what else
we can read out for all of you.
QUESTION: Are you taking this to the UN in any forum there?
MS. PSAKI: | don't have any prediction of that, James, at this poing in time,
QUESTION: New toplc?
QUESTION: 50 it's strictly a bilateral or a multilateral thing, but outside the auspices of the UN is how you're going to
seek to resolve it?
MS. PSAKI: Well, 1 don't have anything for you on it at this point. We're taking this day by day. | conveyed for you what
we’ve done and what we've communicated. But obviously, we're taking steps day by day.
QUESTION: But is that a kind of ~is that a consideration?
MS. PSAKI: Not that I'm aware of, Elise, But obviously, we're taking this day by day.
QUESTION: Can we change -
I QUESTION: New subject?

MS. PSAKI: Sure, Jill. Go ahead.
; QUESTION: I'm still on China. Can you actually clarify this? China’s argument is that we institute the ADIZ that other
countries have already instituted. If you're saying that China does not have a right to do that, they can say, well, what's
good for the goose is good for the gander. And it doesn’t seem like you have a legal foot to stand on. If you're opposed
to the way in which they did it or the extent of it, these can be a subject of debate. And China has sald we can get rid of
our ADIZ if the Japanese get rid of theirs. | mean, something like that could happen. But somehow - are you really saying
I that you do not accept — you do not give China the right t6 declare 2 defense identification zone?

MS. PSAKI: | think I've thoroughly outlined what our concerns are, so I'm not sure | have much more to add to your
question,
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QUESTION: Just on another topic, Jen — sorry.
MS. PSAKIL: Well, we were going to go to Jill next, and then 'm happy to go to you.
QUESTION: Naorth Korea?
MS. PSAKI: Sure.
QUESTION: Merrill Newman.
MS, PSAKI: Mm-hmm. 4 .
QUESTION: You've seen probably, or read at least, his so-called confession. Do you have any comments about that, any
reaction? And what is the latest on his status?
MS. PSAKI: Well, the latest is — and let me do this first and then I'll do the second part. On Novemnber 30", North Korea
permitted the Embassy of Sweden, our protecting power, to consular access to Merrill Newman. It — and given his
advanced age and health conditions, we continue to urge North Korea to release him so he may return home and
reunite with his family,
We, of course, have seen the Korean Central News Agency report regarding Mr. Newman's detention, According to the
report, he apologized for the misunderstanding that led him - led to his detention, We don't have any other further
information regarding the reason for his detention. But again, given his age and health, we continue to call for North
Korea to release him as quickly as possible.
QUESTION: Do you believe that the North Korean — that that apology was — that he wrote and that was released by the
North Koreans — do you believe that he wrote that of his own volition and that he — and do you have reason to believe
that all of those things in that apology are true?
MS. PSAKI: We just don't have any other further analysis. We've seen the same reports all of you have seen, of course,
about his interview and the publication of that, but | don’t have any other further analysis on it.
QUESTION: Are you aware if that — the subject of his quote, unquote “confession” came up in the meeting with the
Swedes? .

. MS. PSAKIL: | dofi’t have anything more on it, but I'm happy to check and see if there’s more detail we can outline for all
of you.
QUESTION: Did the Swedes as for and did Mr. Newman sign a PAW?
MS. PSAKI: A Privacy Act waiver?
QUESTION: Correct.
MS. PSAKI: Yes, he did. That is why t am able to talk about him now.
QUESTION: Okay. So then if — since he has signed the waiver, would you take it back to your — whoever it is that liaises
with the Swedes on this -- ’
MS. PSAKL: Mm-hmm.
QUESTION: | assume it's EAP, but-l guess it could also be EUR - and find out if Mr. Newman, in his discussions with the
Swedes, talked at all about or said that he had freely made this alleged confession and when |t was that he recorded this
or when it --
MS. PSAKI: | am happy to take that and see if there's more we can share.
Go ahead, Lesley.
QUESTION: Also, did the Swedes report back in what condition he is in? Has he been tortured? Anything today? And
how long did they meet with him, and was it in a jail? Was it in a --
QUESTION: Guest house.
QUESTION: -- government = a guest house?
QUESTION: A jailhouse guest hause. .
MS. PSAKI: A puest house 1 don’t have many specifics on that. I'm happy to also check with Matt’s questions and to see
if there's more we can share on that as well,
QUESTION: But didn’t it include a - .
QUESTION: But they did say - the Swedes did say that he -
QUESTION: -- physical examination of him?
QUESTION: The Swedes did, | think, say that he was --
MS. PSAKI: | believe they've spoken publicly about it.
QUESTION: -- that he was treated - that’s he's being treated (inaudible), right?

i MS. PSAKI: Right. I've seen those comments as well. So | don’t have any other specifics on it, but if there's more we

: share beyond what they've said publicly, I'm happy --
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QUESTION: Including whether or not there was a physical examination of him during this consular access?

QUESTION: | just want to get back to his confession. 1 mean, it is kind of written in language that kind of fits the narrative
that North Korea has been saying, and 'm just wondering if you think that he wrote this. Are you — | mean, there’s often
times that you would say, like, oh this person seemed under duress --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. '

QUESTION: -- or something like that. So | mean, I'm just ~ about this particular confession, do you have any reason to
believe that he did not confess to all of those things?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t — | certainly understand why you're asking. | don’t have any particular analysis on it at this stage. | will
see if this is something that our team is looking into, and if there’s more we can say about it specifically.

i QUESTION: And what is this building doing to secure his release beyond calling for his release from imprisonment? |
mean, Ambassador King had tried months ago to go --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: - for the other American under detention, Kenneth Bae. What's actually being dene to get them out?

MS. PSAKI: Well, our Swedish protecting power just visited with him two days ago, and obviously that's an important
component of reaching out to citizens who are detained in North Korea. We certainty do continue to call for his release. |
don’t have any other predictions or announcements on travel or visits of other officials at this point to tell you about,
QUESTION: But beyond those consular visits, | mean, is there any outreach to the Chinese specially on behalf of Mr.
Newman? '

MS, PSAKI: | don’t have more | can outline for all of you, but I can check and see if there is any more to tell.

QUESTION: Have they been helpful the past with Kenneth Bae or with others? The Chinese {Inaudible)?

MS. PSAKI: They have been helpful, but there's not more specifics | can outline.

QUESTION: Through the Swedes are elsewhere, has North Korea communicated any demands or requests of the United
States that have to do with Newman or - as a prelude to his possible release?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t have any more speclfcs on the contact with the Swedes and kind of what the discussion entailed
beyond confirming --

! QUESTION: Well, any = in any forum, have they asked for anything from the United States?

MS. PSAK!: | don't have any details on it. | am happy to check if there's any more to share with all of you.

QUESTION: But you guys are in touch with the North Koreans directly, just to,confirm? '
MS. PSAKI: Well, we — as you know, we’ve long had a channel, but we've been working in this case through our Swedish
protective — protecting power.

QUESTION: But you have been in touch with the North Koreans specifically on his matter?

MS. PSAKI: On this specific case, not that I'm aware of, but I'm happy-to check if there’s anything more on that.
QUESTION: Are you in touch with Mr, Newman’s family?

MS. PSAKI: We are. We have been. Let me see if | have the detail of when we last spoke with him — with his family. |
don’t have that detail for you. I'm happy to put that in the pocket of things I’'m going to check on,

QUESTION: And have they asked for you to help facilitate any kind of visit by them to North Korea, given that this
gentleman’s actually — | mean, he’s quite elderly --

V15, PSAKI: Mm-hmm. _

QUESTION: -- 50 you would imagine that if — there would be concern encugh to try and travel to visit him.

MS. PSAKE: Mm-hmm. 'm not aware of'a request that they've made about that speclfically, but we can see.

QUESTION: So all the attention, really, is on this Mr. Newman. But as we've said, Kenneth Bae has been held for quite a
long time.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. You're right.

QUESTION: 5o in your efforts working with the Swedes or working to try and get the release, | mean, are you
emphasizing because of Mr. Newman's age and health that you need to get him out right away, or are they part of a
package that you think that they --

MS. PSAKI: | mean, we’d certainly like to see them both released as quickly as possible. In terms of that level of detail, |
just don’t have that.

QUESTION: These American citizens being held against their will in a rogue state, they're hostages, right?

'™MS. PSAKI: | mean, they're being held by the governments. The governments have confirmed that, so | don’t know that |
need to categorize it further, James.

QUESTION: You don’t regard them as hostagés?
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MS. PSAKI: Do we have another topic?

QUESTION: Yes. Could | move onto the --

QUESTION: (Off-mike.) {Laughter.) -
QUESTION: -- the Secretary’s trip. .

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Okay. The portion to the West Bank and to Israel.
MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Yes. If you have more to share with us - today or yesterday, President Abbas, the president of the
Palestinian Authority, was so impressed with the Geneva success, now he’s suggesting a format, perhaps another
Geneva, where the Palestinian-Israeli issue could be resolved. Would you look kindly at this suggestion?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | haven’t seen those comments from him specifically. | know this has been an idea floated out there.
Our focus remains on the direct negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians. We're 3 facilitator In that effort.
There are certainly a number of countries who have a great investment and great interest in the success — in a successfu!
outcome here, including the Arab League, including many other countries that want to contribute to growing the °
Palestinian economy. But that's our focus, not on planning yet another conference.

QUESTION: And a Palestinian member of the Israeli Knesset, Mr. Ahmed Tibi, claims that the 20,000 housing that the
Israelis announced and they put on hold were actually not put on hold, that there is — construction is ongoing. Do you
have any information on that?

MS. PSAKE: t don’t have anything new on that. I'd have to look into that for you.

Scott?

QUESTION: (Inaudible.)

MS, PSAKI: Oh,

QUESTION: Can we stay on stay on that?

MS. PSAKI: Yeah.

QUESTION: Just on this idea of not'necessarily a Geneva-type conference for the peace process, but just the idea of
internationalizing the process, would the United States — would the Administration object to an internationalization of
the peace process?

| MS. PSAKI: Well, it's hard to know exactly what that means, Obviously, as you all are well aware, there's direct

i negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians now. That's what our focus is on, so certainly that's not a path
we’re pursuing. ’

QUESTION: Well, i think that the point that - right, it’s not a path that you're pursuing --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- but the point that people who are suggesting that this might be a way to go, the point that they make is
that the United States has been the sole and unique arbiter, mediator, facilitator, whatever you want to call it, of Israeli-
Palestinian peace talks going back decades.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. '

QUESTION: And you haven’t gotten anything out of it. There’s been no success. it's been one failure after another. Is it
perhaps not time to try something new, is the argument that these people would make,

M5. PSAKI: Well, Matt, obviously, many people are going to make different arguments about how it should proceed.
We're less than halfway through the nine-month timeline here. There are a number of countries that are engaged and
invested, including, of course, the Arab League, who, as you know, are in very close contact with the Patestinians and
engaged in this effort. There are many who are engaged with the Israelis in this effort. So our focus remains on the
direct negotiations, and | don't think we’re at this point speculating on a different alternative forum.

QUESTION: Well, let me — okay. Well, let me put it this way: Is it still the position of the Administration that the United
States has unique leverage and influence with both sides that makes it the only logical or capable, competent, credible
mediator for peace between lsrael and the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKI: | don’t know that we've ever stated it exactly like that. We're playing a facilitator rofe which both sides are
comfortable with. There are other countries engaged with this effort and certainly in touch with the Israelis and the

Palestinians. 1 expect that will continue. But in the meantime, we’ll continue to play the facilitator role as long as it's
productive.
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QUESTION: Do you believe, does the Administration believe that the United States still has leverage and influence with

Israel or the Palestinlans? | mean, you say, in reference to other questions about, say, Mr. Newman or Mr. Bae in North
Korea —

MS, PSAKL: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- that the Chinese have influence with the North Koreans and you would like to go through them, maybe
after you're done yelling at them about their air defense rone. But do you still think that the United States - does the
Administration believe that it has influence and leverage with either Israel or the Palestinians?

MS. PSAKL: Well, | think we have a close relationship with both. And obviously, we're at this.point because both sides
decided to come to the table. | don't think it's about leverage. There’s —it's in the interest of both sides to come to an
agreement on the final status issues, and that’s what they're working to do at this point.

QUESTION: Jen, could | just ask — there was an agreement --

MS. PSAKI: Sure.

QUESTION: -- reached last week between the EU and Israel which will allow Israel to actually touch some funding for

scientific research. There have been some problems because the EU wanted to bar all research In areas of — in the West
Bank --

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: -- settlement areas in the West Bank. Is there an — | mean, does the American ~ do America - does America
believe that this is a good agreement for the EU and Isragl, given that Secretary Kerry has always mentioned that he
fears an increasing isolation of Israel on the international stage?

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm. | haven't talked to gur team about it, so I'd have to talk to them and see if we have any particular
view on the agreemént last week.

QUESTION: And is — what Is the message that Secretary Kerry’s going to be bringing with him when he visits Israel later
on this week?

MS. PSAKI: Well, I think he'll be talking to both sides about the importance of staying firm with the timeline and working
through the tough and difficult issues that they’re doing at the negotiating table, and reiterating the importance of
coming to a peaceful end to the final negotiations. And of course, when he's meeting with Prime Minister Netanyahu,
they'll certainly be discussing the recent PS+1 agreement with Iran and having an ongoing dizlogue about that as well,
QUESTION: And have there been any meetings, direct talks between the Israelis and Palestinians, since the resignation
of the Palestinian team?

MS. PSAKI: | don't have any updates on meetings at this point. I'll see if there’s any more we want to provide to all of
you in terms of specific meetings and timing of that,

QUESTION: But | mean, since the last time the Secretary’'s been there, there's been another announcement of new
settlement construction.

MS. PSAKIE: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: There's been the Eeslgnatlon of the Palestinian — it ust seems that without him actually physically there
holding their hand for hours at a time, that they're not able to sustain it on their own.

MS. PSAKI: Well, they've had many meetings when he has not been there. So obviously, we didn’t expect this to be
easy. We certainly are aware of some bumps in the road of late, but both sides have also reaffirmed their commitment
to seeing this through.

QUESTION: Would you really call those bumps in the road, though? | mean, particularly on the — actually, on either side,
whether it's the Israelis continuing to announce settlement constructlon or the Palestinians’ full negotiatiang team just
giving up, it just doesn‘t seem as if --

MS. PSAKI: Well, when the negotiating — and that's a good example. The negotiatmg team - President Abbas reaffirmed
' his own commitment to seeing this through --

' QUESTION: But it just --

MS. PSAKD: -- whether it was them or whether it was other officials in their place. So they’re continuing to move
forward.

QUESTION: It just doesn‘t seem like they have the — while they may have the desire and the dream that there’ll be a
peace deal. The motivation to actually do the hard work day in and day out doesn’t seem to be there. And 5o it does

seem as if Secretary Kerry is the one holding this together personally, and isn't there, like, a limit to how much he can
do?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. That's why he has a team to help work through it every day.
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QUESTION: Well, 1 meant more the parties themselves.

MS. PSAK): You're right, but there also is a long timeframe we still have left. One of the reasons committing to the nine-
month timeframe was so important Is because we knew there would be challenging periods throughout the process. But
both sides remain committed to that, and so we’ll continue to work through it. i

QUESTION: But it doesn’t sound like - unless you could disabuse us of the notion, it doesn't sound like since Secretary
Kerry’s last trip in early November that there have actually been any direct talks.

MS. PSAKI: | wouldn’t jump to that conclusion. We just have always said we wouldn't confirm every meeting.
QUESTION: Sure.

MS. PSAKI: So let me see if | can confirm any meetings since that point for all of you.

QUESTION: Jen, could you tell us if Ambassador Indyk Is there now? Is he there? Is he in the region? Is he — Ambassador
Indyk, where -

i MS. PSAKI: He's here. | saw him this morning.

; QUESTION: He's here. Okay.

MS5. PSAKI: Okay. Let's just do one or two maore here,

Scott.

QUESTION: What is the U.S. view of what's going on in Thailand right now?

MS. PSAKIE: Well, we certainly deeply regret the loss of life in Bangkok due to politically motivated violence. We
condemn violence as a means to achieve political objectives and urge all sides to exercise restraint and respect the rule
of law. We are concerned about the continuing political tenslon in Thailand, and we are following the situation closely.
Peaceful protest and freedom of expression are important aspects of democracy, of course. Violence and seizure of
public or private property, however, are not acceptable means of resolving political differences. We firmly believe all
parties should work together to resolve differences through peaceful dialogue in ways that strengthen democracy and
rule of law.

Ambassador Kenney spoke with the prime minister and — has spoken with the prime minlster and opposition leaders to
also encourage restraint and peaceful dialogue. You may have also seen that the U.S. Embassy in Bangkok issued a
security message for U.S. citizens in Thailand explalning that large political demonstrations may continue in coming day
= in the coming days, including at government facilities, in and outside of central Bangkok, and Is advising them to avoid
areas of demonstration and to exercise caution,

QUESTION: Following his talk with the prime minister, one of the main opposition leaders said that he would accept
nothing short of her resignation. Is that a responsible position In the eyes of the United States?

MS5. PSAKI: We just continue to encourage all parties to work together to resolve their differences. We, of course, have
seen his comments, but I'don’t think we're going to weigh in further at this point, aside from encouraging restraint on
the ground.

QUESTION: Would you weigh In on the general amnesty bill that the ruling party failed to get through parliament, which
was one of the instigations for this?

M5. PSAKI: | know - | don't know if I've spoken to that in the past, Scott. i‘d have to - | don't have anything for youon It
at this particular moment, but I'm happy to follow up post-briefing.

Okay, let’s do two more here. In the back, you've been very patient.

QUESTION: Thank you. Michael Vincent from the Australian Broadcasting Corporation. What's the U.S. response to the
Australian Government’s rejection of the U.S. company Archer Daniels Midtand’s bid for GralnCorp?

M5. PSAKL: Well, we are disappointed by the Government of Australia’s decision to reject Archer Daniels Midland’s
proposed acquisition of GrainCorp. We do not — we do note that the Australian Treasurer Joe Hockey has expressed
openness to approving an increase in ADM's current share in GrainCorp. The United States is the largest foreign investor
~ foreign direct investor in Australia, with 132 billion in investment projects to date, and we look forward to working
closely with Australia’s government to build stronger ties and investment — stronger trade and investment tles.
QUESTION: Just a quick follow-up. '

MS. PSAKE Mm-hmm,

QUESTION: Did — unrelated matter, but has the U.S. Government accepted private medical, legal, or religious
information on Australian citizens as offered by Australian intelligence agencies?

MS. PSAKE: | don’t have anything further or anything for you on a range of reports. I'm certainly not going to comment

on any of them. As you know, we’re undergoing our own review of these processes, which we expect to conclude by the
end of the year,
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QUESTION: Jen, back to ADM for a second.

MS. PSAKI: Mm-hmm.

QUESTION: Did - was this issue, this proposed sale, bid by ADM raised at the AUSMIN ministerial meetings?

MS. PSAKI: It's a good question, Matt. I'd have to check. It wasn't one raised while | was there, but let me check and see
if it was,

QUESTION: And if it was, did — was ~ were you given any indication that this is the way your closest antipodal ally was
going to go?

MS. PSAKI: | will check and see if It was even raised,

Qkay, let's do one more. Go ahead, Samir.

QUESTION: Do you have a reaction to the draft constitution in £gypt today?

MS. PSAKI: Sure,

QUESTION: Can | throw a Bahrain question at the end of that?

MS. PSAKI: Sure. Why not?

Well, we continue to track the constitutional process with interest, and we'll examine the document carefully once it Is
finalized and sent to President Mansour, which we understand will occur tomorrow. The Egyptian people, of course, will
decide the fate of the draft constitution in a referendum. We will continue to support a transition process that leads to
an inclusive civilian government selected through free, fair, and transparent elections, and civilian government based on
the rule of law, fundamental freedoms, accountability, and an open and competitive economy. So we will see when it is
transferred, and we will take z close look at it.

Bahrain.

QUESTION: Yeah, Do you have any view on the government --

QUESTION: A quick one on Egypt. Hold on. I'm sorry, Matt. You don’t have any comment on the prohibition of religious
parties in Egypt? )

MS. PSAKI: Again, we'll wait to comment on it until It's been officially transferred. Obviously, there are steps in there we
may be complimentary of and others we may not be,

QUESTION: Yes, please.

QUESTION: Does the decision of the - not to release this human rights campaigner when he was eligible to be released?
It was yesterday or today.

MS, PSAKI: Let me see. | think | have something on this. One moment, Matt.

QUESTION: Mm-hmm. You can get it — if you just want to make it a TQ, that’s fine.

MS. PSAKI: Yeah, that's fine. | believe | have something on it for you. Let's see. We continue to encourage Bahrain to

" take the necessary steps to promote reconciliation among Bahrainis, including permitting all sectors of society to voice

their political views in a peaceful manner. We have seen reports that the head of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights
Nabeel Rajab - is that who you're talking about — okay -

QUESTION: (lnaudible.}

MS. PSAKI: -- was denied early release today in Bahrain. We understand that he has served 18 months of his two-year
prison sentence and is scheduled to be released in May of next year. We remain deeply concerned about the three-year
prison sentence for leading illegal gatherings. We urge the Government of Bahrain to’protect the universal rights of
freedom of expression and assembly, just as we urge all elements of Bahraini society to engage in peaceful expressions
of political opinion,

QUESTION: Do you think that he should’ve been released as was - as he could’ve been today?

MS. PSAKI: Well, | believe we are concerned about his ~ we were concerned about his three-year prison sentence, |
believe. Let me check and see, but | believe that's what we're implying here.

QUESTION: 1 mean, this is not the first. | mean, there have been several other opposition activists and so forth that have .
been detained: | mean, does this cast doubt on your encouraging words earlier in the year about Bahraln's commitment
to political reforms? .

MS. PSAKI: Well, we certainly are encouraging them to take some step - to take necessary steps to promote
reconciliation. And obviously, each time that there is a case like this, we have expressed concern. So 1 don't have any
analysis as to what that will mean Ionger -term or about the overall relationship, but each time there has been an
incident, we have certainly expressed our concern.

QUESTION: Well, but each time - you say each time that there’s been an incident. | mean, there’s a pattern of incidents.
| mean, does that say something about their actual commitment to reforms?
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MS. PSAKI: Well, | don’t have any more analysis on it for you.
Thanks, everyone. '
QUESTION: Thank you. .
.{The briefing was concluded at 3:18 p.m.)
DPB # 196 . '
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