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Fram: Strzok, Peter P. {CDY {FBI}

Sent: Monday, July 4, 2016 1:32 oM

Ta: Page, Lisa C. {0GC} {F8Y}

Subject: !:wd': is Hiflary Clinton Teiling the Truth About Emails? - The Daily Beast

Thanks; see kelow, incorporaling your feedback

~——--- Originai message -
From: *Strzok, Peter P, {€D) (FB Egc‘fl
Date: (7/04/2016 1:31 PM {GHIL05.00) bTE -6
To: "Priestap, £ W. {CD} {FBH} | -
Le: "Moffa, Jovathan C, {C0 (7B {0GE} {FBg}”
Subject; Fwd: s Hillary Clinton Tellisg the Truth About Emails? - The Daily Beast
bs -1
There are three chains totalling 8 or & emaiis which have {C} portion marks in front of paragraphs.
Some have both (€} and {SBI] §n front of different paragraphs in the same emall. During a brief a few
weeks agpo, Jon provided a copy of the emails in'quastion.
Al were refeased {othe 30,000 FOIA production. Jne of the chains contains nwltiple 81 redactions,
indicating it is currently classified Confidential; the other two chains were released i tull. We do not
vet have determinations from State about their classification at the time of writing. § would argue for b5 -1

Thanks,
Pete
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Is Hillary Clinton Teiling the Truth About Emaiis?

By Lauren Carroll and jon Greenberg

Saturday's newrs that Hilary Clinton spent roofe than three hows speaking with the B Bled iato the
Sunday mews shows, with Clinton sgain saying she did not serd or receive matedal marked classified
through the private email server she used while secretary of state.

“Let me just repeat what { have repeated for many months now,” Clinton foid N8C's Chuck Todd in a
phore intendew following her interview with inpvestigators: "1 never received noy sent any material thay

was marked classified.™

The line has heen part of Clinten’s defense since at least fast August. Back then, Poiitifact hesitated 1o
rate Clintor’s clainy because of the Huidity of events and the ongsing investigaticn.

Heven manths {ater, we wanted o take a frash look.
Classifiad after the fart

The puhlic became aware th at Clinton used a private: email senver in March 2015, Eventually, Clinton

turned over sbout 3NN o ersails to the State Department for public refease.

The State Department redacted about 2,800 of those ersails bhefore releasing them, saying they contain
E,agzaﬁed snfom;atmn — inciuding some that have been withbeld entirely becauss they contadn ™

Chinton's statement focuses on a much narrower and potentially misieading point — that Clinton sent
or received material she knew was ciassified because it was marked.

Nore ot the emails the State Department redacted, or any other ematis made pubiie, contained
dlassification markings at the ime they were sent, government officials said.

The possibility remains, however, that that she sent or received classified isformation that was
Inoppropriately left unlabeied — or thay Clinton, as head of the departmend, failed fo recognize and
deal with information that should have bean clas=zified.

furthar, E}ecaus-e Cluton used a private server, we only Gave Clinton’s word thot shae lurged gwer
£ : t's possible there are emailx with classified information on them thet she deleted or
dtd m}t $rn over,

Daniplle Brian, executive director of the Project on Government Clversi_ght, said Clinton is carefully
picking bear words.

“0n the one hard, | believe that sestence is §lely accurate,” said Danielle Bdan, executive director of
the Froject on Goverament Quersight, told PolitiFact. “But | alsp belleve that i is go carefully crafted as
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have been marked ciassified.”
The plot-only gets more complicated.

While we know officials retroactively classified portions of emalis on Clintoa’s private server, we do
noi yet know if any of those emails contained dassified information when they first {anded in {linton’s
server. it's possible that emails that were not marked classifled comtained classified information.

There's also some disagreement betwesn the State Department and the intelligence commanity aver
what was or should have been treated as classified. Government agencles regularly disagree over
what shouid be classified or not, and ransparency advocaies say the government regalarly over-
classifies,

Clinton's specific phrasing — that she never sent or received material "marked classified” — s jtkely s
* ¢ for investigators, as it's relevant to the gquestion of Clinton’s intent and whather she
%nowangi*; rrishandied material.

in that cense, Steven Altergood, dirvector of the Project on {Government Secrecy at the Federalion of
American Scientists, said Clinton’s ciaim might not be misleading.

But it's also true, Aftergood said, “that statement alone does not answer all possibie guestions sbout
the matter.”

Overall, Clinton is focusing on a techaical aspect of the govermnment chain of classification, that
information contained within her private email server wasn’t "marked” clacsified. There is no evidence

Clinton knowingdy sent of received classified information.

But the goversmant classification system is complicated, and Clinton faiis to acknovdedge that
classified information could have moved theough her amal server without a prooer label. Part of the
probiem is Clinton's grivaie server fisell, because only she and her Izam kaow whal was ig the emails
she deleted,

We rate the ofaim Halt True,
Clinton, the Russian ‘raset’

Cin Meet the Press, Sen. Tory Cotion, R-Ark,, was asked o expiain foreign policy positions that appear

more in {ine with Clintos than Republicas presumptive aominee Doagld Trinmg.
*{ can assure you that Pm nat very close o Hilary Clintan, § think she's disquaiified herself from
commandsar in chief by Rer cavalisr attfude towards cur nation’s secrecy laws,” Cottes said. “And she
Bax been responsibie for many of the worst decisions of the Obama sdministration.

“She was Hiterally present when we pressed the reset button with R-ussia_;;ust & few monaths after
Russia had invaded Georgia.”

{Zﬂttf:m’staiic_abnu_t._ﬁussi-a:i's' an imperfect bat not inacturate reteliing ot histary. That claim rstes

& P 2]
SAosty Trus,

Russin long has had a military presence in the semi-autonomous Georgian regions of South Ossetia
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and Abkhazia, two areas that enjoyed substantial autoromy frem Georgsa.

in 199, Georgiay forces occupied the South Qssetian capltal, but resistance by Russian-backed
fiphters {ed to 5 stalemate. in 1992, all parties agreed 10 3 ceasafive, which included a Russian-ied
geacekeeping force. Thers was 3 similar pattern of hostilities in Abkharia that resulted tn a similar
solution. The presence of peacekeepers and internatidns! mositors worked for about & decade,

Caim unravelied in 2004 with the election of a mwre nationalist isader in Georgia. There was
agaression ar both sides. Viclence grew and on Aug. 7, 2008, after Russian-backed rebels i South
Ossetia shelied ethnically Georgian viliages, the Georglan govemment sent iy s army fo take controd
of the region. Ruzsia responded militarily, successhully pushing back Georglan troops from botk South
Ossetia and Abkhazia.

Ciashes continued for @ week, drawing in portions of Georgia beyand the twao breakaway regions, until
France helped broker a peace deal. Qpen contlict ended Aug. 12, 2008, Russia then recognized South
Ossetia and Abkharia as sovereign nations, though miast other countries have not taken that step.

Jusnp forward to March 2005 to pick up the other goint in Cotion's statement,

Newly elected President Barack Obama had campaigned that he would put relations with Russia on s
less confrontational footing. Most of his focus was on scaling back the suclear arsenals of both
msstions,

As part of that initiative, on March 5, 2009, in Geneva, Switzerland, then-Secretary of State Clinton
gave her Russian counterpart Sergei Lavroy a red hotton, The butlon was supposed to have
word “reset” writtenr or i ip Russian. But the Americans got # wrong -- the word ransiated

N R
1o Towenrs DETEEN,

So Cotton has the hasics of the story largedy cervect though he's cuttiog off the edges of the stary.
Russian troops did parteipate in military activities oo Georglan scil, but troops were already in place
as part of a brokered setiement. The Russians didn't necessarily initiate hosiiities.

At while Cotton said the Americans hit the “reset” button "a few months” after the Russian invasios,
the reality is it took place aimost six mionths after the weelk-long conflict had ended.

Susar Allen, director of the Center for Peacemaking Protess st George Masor University, calls Russia's
artion an invasion because in early August 2008, ro one considered South Desetia to be an
independent coantry.

But Allen toid us that beyond that legal definition, the detalls muddy the picture. Georgia made the
first targe mvilitary move, On top of that, Russian soidiers were already on the ground in South Ossetia,

"Russia had had a longstarding role as part of a peacekeeping force separating the Georgians and
South Qssetians,” Allen said. "Yes, Russia invaded Georgia, and, yes, there is 3 iot more o the story.”

Read the full fact-checks gt Penditfasi con
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