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Mr. Missakian. Let's go on the record. 

2 Good morning, everybody. My na me is Craig Missakia n. I 

3 am one of the majority counsel. and I will be doing most of 

4 the questioning today here, Ambassador. 

5 It 's our understanding that you received the an 

6 explanation of the mechanics of today's interview as we l l as 

7 some of your rights. Is that correct? Were those explained 

8 to you? 

9 Ms. Rice. I just got the piece of paper t his mo rning, 

IO yes. 

11 Mr. Missakian. Okay. Did you have a chance to review 

12 it? 

13 Ms. Ri ce . I did. I appreciate it. 

14 Mr. Missakian. Great. Do you have any quest i ons before 

15 we begin? 

16 

17 

Ms. Rice. No. 

Mr . Missakian. Even though we are not going to be 

18 putting you under oath today, as would be typical at a 

19 deposition in a Federal trial, fo r example. do you unde r stand 

20 that if you were to give false testimony here today you may 

21 be subject to criminal penalties because this is a 

22 congressional investigation? And t hat wou ld apply to whether 

23 Membe r s are asking you questions or sta f f is asking you 

24 questions . Do you unde rstand that? 

25 Ms. Rice. I do understand, yes. 



f''ll' . Missakia n. Then le t' s begin. 

Mr . McQuaid. If I could just note the time. 

' .) Mr . Miss akian . Yes. 

4 Ms. Rice. I was ju s t told they're go ing to turn the 

5 cloc ks on but t he y' r e going to be an hour off. 

6 Mr. McQuaid. We won' t ask for th at hour to count 

7 aga in st your time. 

8 Ms. Rice. Than k you. It depends. 

9 EXAMINATION 

10 BY MR . MISSAK IAN: 

11 Q Amba ssador , let's start with the day of 

12 September 11 t h. Whe ,-e we r e you? 

13 A New Yo ,·k City. 

14 Q Wer e you at your o ffice? 

15 A I was at my of fice partia l ly and out of the off ice 

16 at ot her t imes. 

17 Q And when did you f ir s t become aware of the protests 

18 that were occurring in Cai ro? 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I don' t r ecall precise ly what time of day. 

Okay. Approxi mately? 
~o..,.--\ 'j 

Late afternoon,vevening. 

Do you have an unders t anding of . when yo u le ar ned 

about the pro tests i n Cairo, it was a shor t time after t hey 

ha d begu n or a while afte r they had begun? 

A I don't reca l l precisely. 

5 

I 
I 

I 
, I 

I 



Q How did you hear about t he prote sts in Cairo? 

A I don' t recall prec isel y . I know I did receive 

3 some ema i l from colleagues, but I can't remember if that's 

4 the fi,·s t I heard. 

5 Q Do you r ec all having an y discuss i ons wi th anybody 

6 about the protests in Cajro? 

7 
\('\ d. e_f)~h 

I clon't ,·ecallvanyY no. A 

8 Q Generally speaking. what do you recall learning 

9 about the protests i n Cairo on tha t day ? 

10 A It was 4 years ago, so I don' t know that I have a 

11 precise reco llec t ion of what occurred on that day. I don 't 

12 remember what I heard first from whom. I was obviously at 

13 

14 

15 

16 

the U.N . , so I could have hea rd it from col league s at the 
\.. o,,. e.s \-\ 'I 

U . N . I co u l d h ave he a r cl it f r o 111 mi s s i on s t a f f . I e@~~~-y 

don ' t remernbe ,- . 

Q And , generally speaking, wha t do you recall 

17 hear in g? 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

1 -.:. .) 

A Tha t a large grou p, perhaps severa l hundr ed , up to 

several thousand , had s tor med ou r embass y i n Cai ro and, 

indeed. t r i ed to breach the embassy compo und; tha t in it ially 

the security forces. the Egyp tian sec ur ity forces. were slow 

to respond ; and that the event i n Cai r o seemed to have been 

prompted by the " In noc en ce of Mus l ims" video. 

Q And where did you learn t hat ? 

A It was in t he media . It was. I think, relayed t o 

6 



7 

me by my tea~. And I th ink it was some sort of a widely held 

2 unde r s t an ding of what transpired. 

3 Q With res pec t to t he conne ct ion between the video, 

4 "The Innocence of Muslims," and what was going on i n Ca i ro, 

5 do you recall that that conclu s ion was based on news reports 

6 or someth i ng else, if you recall? 

7 

8 

A 

Q 

I think it came from a va riety of sources. 

Okay. What were the ot he r so urces besides new s 

9 reports? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

I don't remember precisely. 

Do yo u recall gett i ng any cl assified briefings 

about what was occurri ng in Ca i ro? 

A Subseq uentl y. 

Q When? 

A In t he days following. 

Q I s your office in New York, is it a SCIF? 

A Yes. 

Q And do yo u recal l having any class i fied meetings in 

you r of f ice in New Yo rk at any t ime that week about Cairo? 

A No, I don ' t r ecall. 

Q As you sit here today, what do you reca ll being 

told about what occu r red in Cairo at any point during that 

week? 

A 

Q 

I t h ink I just described to you what I recall. 

I would l i ke to mark as exh i b i t 1 to t he intervi ew 
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3 
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6 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

9 

Do you recall that being the informat i on you received on 

September 11th about what was occurring in Cairo? 

A Well, I clearly received this email. It's more 

detailed tha n I re ca ll 4 years subsequently but broadly 

consistent. 

Q And you don't recall recei vi ng this email, but you 

don't have any reason to believe you did not receive it at 

the time. 

A Exactly. 

Q Okay. 

And at any point during the rest of that week, did you 

receive any i nformation that contradicted t he sta t emen t 

contai ned in the second full paragraph of this email? 

A I don't recall. 

Q The third paragraph states. "Limited police 

response until Pa tt erson (in Washington ) called the Prime 

Minister (reportedly the new government thought we had our 

own police inside the Embassy) . Egyptian police did fina l ly 

move the proteste r s off the compound peacefu l ly. All 

employees safe and accou nt ed for." 

At any time after you received this memo. did you 

r ece i ve any informat i on that contradicted the statement 

contained in that second full paragraph? 

A The second or third? 

Q Ca l l it the third. The parag r aph that begins, 
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"Limited police response." 

2 A Not that I r eca ll. 

3 Q Then I guess what we will call the fourth 

4 paragraph, I will read that. 

5 "Protest was over the (rat he r low budget) Prophet 

6 Mohammed video produced in part by Pastor Terry Jones of 

7 Quran burning fame ." 

8 At any time. did you receive any information after this 

9 email that contradicted the statement contained in that 

10 fourth paragraph? 

II A I don't recall. 

12 Q So. as best as yo u sit here today. your 

13 understanding of what occurred in Cairo i s the re was about 

14 2,000 protesters total. about 20 got ove r the wa ll. 10 got 

15 inside the perimeter. they tore down the flag and sprayed 

16 graffiti inside the compound. Is that fair? 

17 Mr. McQuaid. Can we go off the record for a moment? 

18 Mr. Mi ssakia n . Yes. we can go off the record. 

19 [D iscussion off the reco rd.] 

20 Mr. Missakian. Let's go back on the record. 

21 BY MR . MISSAKIAN: 

22 Q I will rephras e the question. Ambassador . Focusi ng 

23 on j ust yo ur recollection at the time. is your best 

24 recollection at the time that Cairo involved 2,000 protesters 

25 total-. that 20 got to the to p of t he wa l l , 10 got inside the 



perimeter. they tore down the flag and sp r ayed graffiti 

2 inside the compound? 

3 A That's more detail than I recall. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Q 

A 

recall. 

Do you have any reason t o believe 

But broadly consistent wi th wha t I -- with what I 

Q Okay. Do you ever recall hea rin g. du r i ng that 

period that we' re talking about, that any of the protesters 

at the Cairo embassy had weapons, showed weapons, used 

weapons in any way? 

A I don't recall. 

Q You don't recall that they did? 

A I don't recall one way or the other . 

Q Ambassador, let's move fo rw ard in that day. When 

do you recall hearing about the att acks at the Benghazi 

facility? 

A To the best of my recol l ection , in th e even i ng. 

Q And by "the evening," what timef r ame a re you 

19 referring to? 

20 

21 

22 

A 

Q 

A 

Seven? Eight? Six? In that vici nity. 

And how do you recall hea rin g? 

I don't recall whether th is was the fir st source. 

23 but I do rec all receiving an email from my team alerting me . 

24 Q Now, i t's accepted that the at t acks began at about 

11 

25 3:40 p.m . East Coast time. And you r best recollection is you 
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it and can refresh my memory. But I think it was h im 

2 reporting as we were hear i ng evolving information first about 

3 an attack, then about our concern that Ambassador Stevens may 

4 be missing, concern that something may tragic may have 

5 befallen him. And I don ' t recall getting clar ity on the 

6 outcome until the morning. 

7 Q Okay. Is it fair to say that what you were 

8 receiving were updates that were being circulated within the 

9 State Department generally? 

10 A No, I don't think it 's fair to say. I think that I 

II was hearing from my colleagues at USUN in Washington. I 

12 ca n't be certai n wha t their sources were. I assume t hey were 

13 seeing some of the information comi ng from the field, but I 

14 can't s tate with certai nty where their info rmation came from. 

15 Q Did you ask them where they were getting their 

16 information? 

17 

18 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I did not. 

Did yo u ha ve any conversa ti ons with them ? 

I don't re ca ll having phone conversations. 

What did you do in response to r eceiving this 

21 information. if anything? 

22 A I recall asking to be kept posted on any additional 

23 upd ates . I recall expressing grave concer n about Ambassado r 

24 Stevens, who was a close colleague of mine. 

25 Q And when you said to -- when you instructed them to 



keep you posted and updated, what did you mean by that? 

2 A I meant keep me posted and updated. 

3 Q Well, did you mean if something significant 

4 happened, on a minute-by-minute basis, as information may 

5 have changed? 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

A I meant as we learned more about the safety and 

security of our colleagues. 

Q Okay. And did they do that? 

A Yes . As that information came to them, they kept 

me posted. 

Q So, even though you were in New York, you rece i ved 

12 in f ormation on a regular basis about what was going on in 

13 Benghazi. Is that co rre c t ? 

14 A I re ceived information as my team acquired it and 

15 sent it to me. 

Q Did you receiv e any information from any other 

sources other than your team? 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A I am sure I was r eceiving , as other s were. what wa s 

avai l able in th e public domain, but I don't have any specific 

recollection of other sources of information. 

Q When you say you were receiving information that 

was in the public domain, I assume you mean newspaper 

articles? 

A 

Q 

I mean p ress reporting. 

Pre s s reporting. 
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A Wouldn't that include - - would include news pape r s 

but obviously not limited to newspapers. 

Q Now, how would you have received that? 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A By rea ding, by watching TV. by receiving updates on 

JO 

l 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

email that may have been press reports. 

Q At the time. were you aware t hat the CIA had a 

classified annex in Benghazi? 

A Are we in a classified setting here? 

Mr. McQuaid. Can we go off the record fo r just 

1 second? 

Mr. Missakian. I think I can clear this. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q At this point. the fact of the CIA facil ity in 

Benghazi i s no longer classified , so you ' re free to answer. 

A But you're asking what I knew at the time. 

Q Yes. Did you know it at the time? 

A I don't reca l l knowing that the CIA was -- at t he 

18 time was the -- was in contro l of that annex compound . 

19 Q I ' m not s ure I unde rsta nd . Did you understand that 

20 there was an annex in Benghazi at the time? 

21 A Wel 1, I l earned it when it was at tac ked . I don ' t 

22 reca l l knowing it beforehand. 

23 Q Explain that . How did you come to l earn that t he 

24 Annex was attacked? 

25 A Well, for one thing. it was i n the ema ils that I 
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16 

was sent. 

Q Okay. Now. pr ior to receiving those emai l s. did 

you know the Annex existed? 

A I don't recall knowing the Annex existed. 

Q So te ll us what you first learned about the attacks 

in Benghazi at the time. 

A I think we've gone over this . I learned, as I've 

said, the evening of the 11th. And you've asked me how I 

lear ned that. And. to the best of my knowledge. I recal l 

receiving emails from my team. I 'm quite certain I was 

consc i ous of what was go i ng on in the public domain. but 

beyond that. I don't have a speci fic recollection of sources 

of information. 

Q Yeah, I'm not asking you about sources at t his 

point. Just kind of your general r ecol le ction of what you 

heard about the nature of the attacks. What was goi ng on? 

What were you told? 

A To the best of my recollection, that a crowd had 

gathered and participated in an assault on our our 

consulate compound and th at it had evolved into a much larger 

attack on our consulate and then on an annex f acility. 

Q And you learned th at that ni ght . the night of 

September 11th . 

A That 's my recollection. 

Q Do you recal l anyth ing about the - - le ar ning 
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anything abou t t he motivation of the individuals that took 

2 pa r t i n this attack on the night of September 11th? 

3 A I don't recall learning about mot i vation that 

nig ht . 4 

5 Q Do you recall hea r i ng anything about the number of 

6 attackers on th e night of September 11th? 

7 A I don' t r eca l l . 

8 Q Do yo u r ecall hea ri ng anything about their 

9 affil ia tion to any mi litia or ter ror is t organizat ion ? 

10 Mr. Sauber . That night? 

1 I 

12 

Mr. Mi ssakian. Yes, September 11th. 

Ms . Rice . I don't recal l anything definitive. I rec all 

13 specul ation in the press that it mi ght have involved Ansar 

14 al-Sharia. 

15 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

16 Q Do you recal l th at night be i ng informed that Ansar 

17 al - Sharia had taken cred i t for the attacks? 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A Not precisely, but I woul dn't be surprised to be 

reminded of that . 

Q And what ·time did you go home that night? 

A I don't remember. 

Q Was i t early i n the mo r ning on September 12th? 

A No, I don ' t think so. Ea rl y in the morni ng? 

Q Rig ht . The attac ks began at about 3:40 on 

Septembe r 11th . and the attac ks wen t well into th e early 
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Q Okay . Whenever you did learn. wha t did you l ear n? 

2 A I learned that it i ncluded hea vy weapons. 

Q By that, what do you mean? 
.., 
J 

4 A I don 't t hink i t was described precisely. 

5 Q Do yo u r ecall who described it for you? 

6 A I r ecall receiv ing in te lligence upda t es i n the 

7 subsequent days tha t included refere nce to heavy weapons. 

8 Q And those i nt el li gence updates , were they provided 

9 to you i n wr iting or did somebody give you the i nfo rma t ion 

10 oral l y? 

11 A In writi ng. 

12 Q You r ead t hem. 

13 A Yes. 

14 Q Okay. How many did you read? 

15 A I don't remember the exact number. 

16 Q Do you recall when you r ead them? 

17 A I r eceive a daily i ntelligence briefing every 

18 morn i ng. As the U. S. Amb assador to t he U. N . . I receive a 

19 thoro ugh br ief in g package, and I re ad it in the mor ning, so. 

20 I presume . each of the morn i ngs s ubseque nt to September 11th . 

21 Q Other than that dai l y br i efi ng that you received, 

22 did you receive any other classified i nformation about what 

had occ urred in Benghazi t hat week? 

24 A Not t hat I recall. 

25 Q On t he eve ning of September 11 t h. we un derstand 
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that there was a telephone ca ll that occurred at 7:30. It 

~ was a secure video teleconference that involved a number of 

people. Did you take part i n that call? 

4 A No. 

5 Q Did you know about it? 

6 A I don't think I knew about i t at the time. 

7 Q Did you have any understanding of the military 

8 response that was being plannecl for Benghazi at t hat ti me? 

9 A No. 

1 () Q Did you know that a mi li tary response was being 

11 conside,·ed? 

12 A No. 

13 Q So, during that entire week. you were not told t hat 

14 a military response was being considered. 

15 A I thought you were talking about the night of 

16 September 11th . 

17 Q We can start with the night of Septembe r 11th. I 

18 gather you didn't have an y information that night. 

19 

20 

21 

24 

A No. 

Q Did you have any information in the subs eq uent days 

about a military response? 
-r\r-. e.. 
v 

A What I recall about the military was effort to 

evacuate our personnel that remained in Benghazi and then 

consideration as to whether evacuation of Tripoli was 

necessary. 
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Q Other than the da il y intelligence briefings that 

2 you had beginning September 12th and continuing t h rough that 

3 week , did you have any other meeti ngs or discussions wi th 

4 anybody about what had occu rr ed i n Benghazi? 

5 Mr. Davis. I'm sorry . We were waiting f or a respo nse 

6 to the question. 

7 Ms. Rice. I t hought you were go i ng to add someth in g to 

8 the question. 

9 I don't recall any meetings that I participated in. I'm 

10 certain I had discussions wi th colleagues at the U. S. 

11 Mission, perhaps with colleagues at the State Department. I 

12 don't have any specific recollection of that, but, obviously , 

13 when you lo se four colleagues , it's somethi ng t hat affects 

14 all of us. And many of my co llea gues were Fore i gn Service 

15 officers; many of us ~new Ambassador Stevens personally . So 

16 I 'm quite certain we had discussions about it. 

17 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

18 Q And we wouldn't necessarily expect you to have a 

19 spec ific recollection of any of those conversations. They 

20 may all blend together in yo~r mind, and that's fine . Do you 

21 have a general recollection of what was being discussed? 

22 

23 

24 

r _ ) 

A Just our heartbreak at the loss of our four 

colleagues and our shock and our grief and our sense of a 

huge loss, particularly for Ambassador Stevens, who was well 

known to me and to many othe r s and with whom we ' d worked very 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

22 

closely. 

Mr. Missakian . My colleague may step in, and othe r s as 

well, to ask you questions along t he way. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Q Your i nte l ligence br i efing you mentioned tha t you 

received the day after t he attack and s ubsequent days. that's 

something t ha t occur red every morn i ng? 

A Every morning except Sunday. 

Q And that was in writing? 

A Yes . 

Q And we re you give n a packet of information, or was 

it given to you electronical l y? 

A I receive a binder that contains the da i ly 

inte l ligence . 

Q And the binder was put togethe r by who? 

A My briefer. 

Q And your briefer was s t at ioned i n New York wit h 

18 you? 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

A 

Q 

binder? 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Did the briefer sit through your rev i ew of t he 

Typically. 

And did you engage in discussion with your briefer 

24 i f you had any questions? 

25 A I don ' t recall. If I would - - if I had questions 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

23 

on any given day, yes. I would pose those questions. 

Q Do you recal l if on the mo rn ing of September 12 th 

you had any questions for your briefer? 

A I don't recall. 

Q What about the morning of September 13th? 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I don't recall. 

And the morning of September 14th? 

I d~n't recall. 

And what was the name of your briefer? 

And the morning of September 15th, I don't recall. 

The name of your briefer at the time. do you 

12 recall? 

A I don ' t recall. But I wou l d remember if you 13 

14 

15 

refreshed my memory. 

Q The binder of intelligence you were provided every 

16 morning, is that something the briefer too k back with him or 

17 her? 

18 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Ambassador Rice, were you asked to do any 

21 television shows during that week? 

22 

23 

A 

Q 

Are you talking about the Sunday shows? 

No, not the Sunday shows. Shows othe r than t he 

24 Sunday shows . 

25 Mr. Sauber. The week of September 11t h? 
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Mr. Missakian. Yes . 

2 Ms. Rice. Not that I recall. 

3 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

4 Q Okay. Were you asked to do the -- I belie ve it's 

5 called "Rock Center with Brian Williams"? 

6 A That week? 

7 Q Yes . 

8 A I don't reca ll. 

9 Q Let's mark this as exhibit No. 2 to the interview, 

10 a one -p age d6cument. 

11 [Ric e Exhibit No. 2 

12 was mark ed for identification . ] 

13 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

14 Q This is a one-page document t hat contains two 

15 emails. The to p email is from Susan Rice to Erin Pelton. 

16 date d September 13th at 11:30 a . m., subject li ne: "Rock 

17 Cen t er with Br ian Williams . " 

18 Once you ' ve had a chance to re view it, ple ase le t me 

19 know. 

20 A I've re viewed it. 

2 1 Q Okay . Does t his help you rememb e r whe ther you were 

22 asked to do the "Rock Center " show with Brian Williams? 

23 A 

24 accurate. 

r _) Q 

It doesn't help me remember. but I'm su re it's 

And who is Erin Pelton? 
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A She was my press secretary. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Q And Ms. Pelton is asking you if you want to do the 

shows, correct? And your response is, "No thanks ." 

Do you recall why you decided not to do that show? 

A I don't recall precisely . I could guess. 

Q Please. 

A 

Q 

Uh - -

You didn't want to talk about Justin Bieber. 

9 A I didn't want --

10 Mr. McQuai d. I was going to ask for the record that the 

11 Justin Bieber piece you referenced be brought up. 

12 Ms. Rice . I didn't wa nt to be on the same s how as 

13 Ju st in Bieber. 

14 Frank l y, i t didn't seem to be something that I needed to 

15 do. I wasn't looking to go on television to talk about this. 

16 It was also 10 o'clock at night live, which wouldn't have 

17 been my preference. 

18 Th at' s my best guess. But it seemed like the y were 

19 as ki ng for me, and I didn't have any particular need or 

20 obligation to do it. 

21 BY MR. MI SSAKIAN: 

22 

23 

Q Okay. 

Le t 's talk . abou t the -- a l ittle bit about the other 

24 shows that you did on Sunday morni ng. Let' s start with the 

25 process by which yo u were selected to do thos e shows. Who 
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asked you t o do them? 

2 A Ben Rhodes. 

., 

.) Q And was that in person or by telephone? 

4 A Tel ephone. 

5 Q Did he ask you once, or did he have to ask you 

6 multiple times ? 

7 A Sort of in between. I received a phone ca ll as I 

8 was i n my car on my way to Andrews for the ceremony receiving 

9 our falle n col le agues. And i n that phone call from Ben, I 

10 was asked whet her it would be possible, if Secretary Cli nt on 

11 we r e unable to appear on the shows, if I could appear on the 

12 s hows. It was a contingency question at the time. And I 

13 said that, you know. I had other plans for the weekend and 

14 that it would not be my preference but if t hey needed me and 

15 there was not an al t erna ti ve that I would be willing to do 

16 it . 

17 Q Had Mr. Rhodes ever made a similar request to you? 

18 A Many times. 

19 Q Many times to appear on television shows in place 

20 of Secretary Clinton or just many time s to be --

21 A No, not necessarily sometimes, perhaps. But 

22 many times over the course of my tenure in New York. 

Q So t hat was the first call. I gather there were 

24 subsequent cal l s. 

25 A There was one su bsequent call --
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Q And when did that occur? 

2 A -- as I recall. After the ceremony. To say that 

3 Sec retary Clin ton was unavailable and to ask if I would be 

4 willing to do it. 

5 Q Was Mr . Rhodes at the ceremony? 

6 A I don't recall. I don't think so. 

7 Q Do you reca l l hi m telling you anything more about 

8 why Secretary Clinton was not available? 

A 9 No. 

Q 10 Did you ask hi m any questions at that ti me? 

11 About what? A 

Q 12 About what t he appearances would entail. 

13 A I'm sure I did . I don't recall exactly what they 

14 were. 

15 Q Do you r ecall generally what you discussed with 

16 him? 

17 A It was a very brief phone call, as I remember. I 

18 migh t have asked which shows, was it all of them. Bu t I 

19 don't have a specific recollection of the conversation. other 

20 than what I 'v e shared. 

21 Q Did you ever come to have an und e r standi ng that 

22 week about why Sec retary Clinton had not done the shows? 

A Not a direct one. no. 

24 Q Okay . What was your ind i rect unde rs tanding? 

25 A I made some assumptions. I don ' t know that I ever 
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had a conversation with anybody that would have given me any 

2 direct knowledge. 

., 

.) Q What was your best estimate on wha t you knew at t he 

4 time? 

5 A I assumed that, having had a very grueling and 

6 emotionally intense week , that she was tired and it was not 

7 her preference to go on the shows. I had no specific 

8 knowledge from her or anybody el se as to her reasons for 

9 declining. 

10 Did you meet with Secretary Clinton at all that Q 

l l week? 

12 A I believe I met with her Friday morn i ng, as I often 

13 did . 

14 And was that a standing meeting? Q 

15 It was when we were both available. A 

16 And what do you recall about t ha t meeting? Q 

A 17 Nothing. 

18 As you sit here today, you're not even sure it Q 

19 happened? 

20 A I believe it happened . 

21 Q Why do you say that? 

22 A Because I've been reminded in the course of your 

23 wo1-k, by public statements, that it happened. And I've gone 

24 back and asked, and I'm told that i t did happen . 

25 Q Okay. Who did you ask? 
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to Washington on Friday, September 14th. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A I don't recall if I came Friday morning or Thursday 

10 

night. I often came Thursday night. 

Mr. McQuaid. Can we just go off the record for just 

1 second? 

Mr. Missakian. Sure. Let's go off t he record. 

[Discussion of f the reco rd.] 

Mr. Missakian. Let's go back on the re cord. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q Now, to the subject of preparing fo r the talk 

11 shows. So I gather -- wel l, let me ask yo u, did you do any 

12 preparation on Fr id ay, September 14th? 

13 A No. 

14 Q None whatsoever? 

15 A No. 

16 Q You didn ' t review any documents? You didn't speak 

17 to anybody? You didn't do any thing to prepare? 

18 A I didn't know un til Friday night that I was going 

19 on the shows. 

20 Q So Ben Rhodes called you Friday night and gave you 

21 the news. 

22 A And asked me if I would in fact do it. given tha t 

23 Secretary Clinton was unable to. 

24 Q So, pr i or to that time -- and how would you 

25 desc r ibe generally your -- your attempts to investigate what 
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had happened in Benghaz i . l i ke. the wee k up to 

2 September 14th? For examp le , were you j ust rely i ng on the 

3 info rmation that was prov i ded t o you in t he daily briefing, 

4 or did you go beyond that to have meetings, di scussions? How 

5 would you describe it? 

6 A I received my daily briefi ngs. I rece i ved -- I 

7 consumed pre ss repo rti ng, as I always did. I don't r ecall 

8 participating i n any meet i ngs, i nt e r agency, in that window. 

9 Q Now le t's go --

10 

11 

A 

Q 

On this topic. 

On this top i c, yes . We're ju st talking about t he 

12 attacks i n Benghazi . 

13 So le t's go for ward to -- did yo u do anything after 

14 speak i ng to Mr . Rhodes on Friday nigh t to begi n p repa rin g? 

15 A No. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q Wha t did you do the next morning to be gi n 

prepari ng? 

A I r eviewed briefin g mate r ials. 

Q What br ief ing mater i als? Wo ul d that just be t he 

same da ily briefing ma t eria l s that you r ece i ved i n the 

or din ary course , or was this differe nt mat eria l ? 

A It was both. I r ece i ved my daily intelligence 

brief i ng on Satu rday morning , and I also began review ing a 

b r i ef i ng book that had been pr epa r ed by my staff f or -- in 

prepara ti on fo r th e Sunday s hows. 
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Mr. Davis. Do you know if that brief i ng book was 

2 classified or unclassified or a mixtu re? 

"I 
.) Ms. Rice . It was unclassified. 

4 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

5 Q The briefing book . does it still exist? 

6 A I don't know . 

7 Q And who put it together for you? 

8 A I be l ieve it was put -- it was put together by my 

9 staf f. I'm pretty sure. I bel i eve t hat wou l d have been Erin 

10 Pelton . but I can ' t be certain that she was t he only pe rson 

II who was involved in that. 

12 Q And you recal l receiving this b r ie f ing boo k i n the 

13 morning. 

14 A I recall look i ng at it i n the mor ni ng . I' m not 

15 sure if I got it Friday night or Saturday morning. 

16 Q 

17 morning. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 work? 

23 

24 

r _) 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

The fi rst time you looked at it was Saturday 

Yes. 

Did somebody hand - deliv er it to you? 

I don't re ca l l how I received it. 

When you ' re he re in Washington. where do you go to 

At the State Department. 

You have an of f ice there? 

I did. 
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Q Did. Yes, you did. So i s that where you r eviewed 

this material, at your office at the State Department? 

A No. 

Q Where did you review it? 

A I had it wit h me throughout t he day on Saturday, 

and I was not i n t he office on Sa t urday. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 Q As best you can, do you recal l what was in that 

8 br i efi ng book that your staff provided? 

9 A I recall it included statements that other senior 

10 administration officials had made. i ncluding the President 

11 and the Secretary. I reca l l it i ncluding background Q&A and 

12 top-line themes covering the wide range of issues that we 

13 anticipated would come up on the shows : the protests that 

14 occurred all around the world that week; obviously, also what 

15 happened i n Benghazi. 

16 And, al so, because it was 1 week befo r e the open i ng of 

17 the U.N. General Assembly i n New Yo rk and Iran was expected 

18 to be a prominent issue , and Prime Mi nister Netanyahu's vis i t 

19 also a prominent issue, I recall prepa r ing for that 

20 discussion as well. 

21 Q And do you recall the bi nder being augmented at all 

22 during that day, or was the material you reviewed in t he 

23 morning the material that you had at th e end of the night? 

24 A No, I think I received the famous talking po ints on 

25 Benghaz i later in the day. 
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Q Other than that, did it remain t he same? 

2 A 

of that. 

To the best of my recollection, but I'm not certain 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

Q Do you recall whether or not the material you 

received inc l uded a transcript of the Pr esident ' s int e rvi ew 

with Steve Kroft on "60 Minutes" that occ urred on 

September 12th? 

A I don't recall . 

Q 

A 

Were you aware of that interview? 

I don 't recal l . 

Mr. Sauber. As of when? 

Ms . Rice. In this 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q At the time. Unless I say otherwise, we're talki ng 

15 about that time period be tween September 11th and 

16 September 16th. 

17 A I don't have a re collect ion of i t, but I i mag ine I 

18 would ' ve been aware of i t at the ti me . 

19 Q And is that something that you would have norma l ly 

20 received as part of you r preparation? When you rece ived t he 

21 President 's public statements , wou ld it have bee n - - made 

22 se nse for you to receive that transcript as well? 

23 A It would have made sense, but I do n't have a 

24 specific recollection of reviewing i t . 

25 Q Approximately how many -- le t me wi t hdraw t ha t 
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question. 

2 In your preparation for yo ur interview here today, do 

3 you believe you rev i ewed al l of t he documents t hat were 

4 con t ained i n t hat bi nder? 

5 I don't know i f I did. 

6 

A 

Q Would t here be - - if we wan t ed to reconstruct that 

7 binder . how would we go about doing it? 

8 A If I knew the answer to tha t , I migh t have done it 

9 myself. I don't know . 

10 Q I t wasn' t somet hin g t hat was emai l ed a r ound? It 

11 was something that - -

12 A I think bits and pieces of it were, but I can't 

I J assume that the entirety of it was ever put in one place 

14 other than what was handed to me . 

15 

16 

Q Okay . 

As we understand i t, t here was a te l ephone cal l t hat 

17 occ urred th at day around 4 o'clock. Do you recall that 

18 telepho ne cal l ? 

19 A I do. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q Prior to t hat telephone call, did you have 

discussions with anybody about the appearances on the talk 

shows? 

A Not tha t I reca ll . 

Q So, as far as you can reca l l , you were basica l ly 

just locked i n a roo m wi t h your binder and crammi ng for 
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the 

2 A I didn't say I was locked in a room. 

3 Q Okay. But it's fai r to say you were on you r own, 

4 you weren't working with anybody, you we r en 't talking to 

5 anybody about Benghaz i, you ha d your binder. and that was 

6 pr etty much i t. 

7 A I had received my morning intellige nce briefing. I 

8 had received my binder and had reviewed my binder, at least 

9 all its contents up to tha t poi nt. And I don't recall any 

10 i nte r ve ning conversations prior to the prep call. 

11 

12 Q 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Your morning intelligence binder, what was 

13 normally, generally speaking, contained in the intelligence 

14 binder? Was that new inte l ligence or assessme nt s that came 

15 out on that particular day? 

16 A So in my intel li gence binder would have been 

17 materials compi l ed by my briefer. They i nclude the 

18 Pres iden t 's dai l y briefing. They i nclude additiona l 

19 mate ri als, mostly fi ni s hed intelligence products. 

20 occasionally raw inte l l i gence products, all selected for me 

21 by my briefer on the basis of hi s judgment of what I would be 

22 most in need of seeing and in t erested i n reviewi ng . 

23 And. yes . each day it was ref r e shed. So p1·esumably what 

24 I r ece i ved on any given day was the latest information we 

25 had . 
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Q So was it unl i kely, i n yo ur opin i on, t hat on 

2 Satu r day, Sep t ember 15th, there would have been materials in 

3 there that may have been in your i ntelligence binder from the 

4 12th, 13th, or 14th? 

5 A No . Each day -- t he materia l s for t he 15th were 

6 the ma t er i als for t he 15th . I t didn't - - was n't a 

7 cumulative - -

8 

9 

10 

1 1 

12 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Nothi ng was repeated, ge nerally speaking. 

No, not unless I asked for some t hing. 

Do you know if you asked for something on the 15 th? 

Asked for wha t on t he 15 th ? 

Asked for anything in particu l ar to be i ncluded in 

13 your intelligence briefing. 

14 A No, I don't ask for unless I have a quest i on and 

15 had posed a ques t ion and there ' s a followup piece of 

16 info r mation provided. 

17 Q Do you know if you had asked any particula r 

l8 ques t ion on t he 13 t h or 14th? 

19 

20 

21 

22 

A 

Q 

Q 

I don't reca l l asking for anything in particular . 

Okay. 

BY MR. MI SSAK I AN: 

All right, Ambassador , let's t alk abou t the prep 

23 call that you had that day. Our understanding i s t hat it 

24 occurred about 4 o'clock. Is t hat true? 

25 A I remember it being la t e afternoon . I don't 



remember the precise time. 

2 Q Where were you when the prep call occurred? 

3 A Where was I physically? 

4 Q Yes. 

5 A Columbus, Ohio . 

6 Q So you were on the phone, obvious l y. 

7 A Yes . 

8 Q Where were you in Columbus, Ohio? Let me ask you 

9 this. Were you in a SCIF in Columbus, Ohio? 

10 A No. It was an unclassified te l ephone call. 

l l Q Okay. So I gather from that that no classifi ed 

12 information was discussed on the call . 

13 A No. 

14 Q Who e l se was on the call with yo u? 

15 A I don't rec all all the pa rt icipants. 

16 Q Is there something that you could look at to help 

17 yo u remembe r ? 

18 A I don't know. Do you have someth ing that would 

19 help me? 

20 Q I don't. Do you? 

21 A No. I honest l y don't recall, and I've t hought 

22 about t hi s. I recall certain individuals. 

23 

24 

r _) 

Q Okay. 

Let ' s -- Ni ck, if you want t o have a break and ta lk to 

the witness -- you're passing notes -- we ' re f i ne to ta ke a 

38 
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break. 

2 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

3 Q Okay. Why don't you go through the people you 

4 remembe r being on the call. 

5 A I remember Ben Rhodes. I re membe r Erin Pelto n. my 
I 

6 press secretary. I remember Salman Ahmed . my chief of staff. 

7 I remember that there was somebody from the State Department. 

8 but I don't remember who. I remember David Pl ouffe. 

9 And, frankly, beyond that. I can't piece together who 

10 else was on the call. I imagine there were more Whi te House 

II people. There may have been more State Depa rtment people. 

12 And there may even have been more of my own team on the call . 

13 But those are the ones that I remember. 

14 Q And I be lieve you said that this was not the fi rst 

15 time that Ben Rhodes had asked you to do t he ta lk shows. Is 

16 that correc t? 

17 A Yes. 

18 Q And for each of those ot her pr io r occasions. d id 

19 you have a similar prep session? 

20 A Typically . 

21 Q Typically. And was it rough l y the same peop l e that 

22 participated in those prior prep sessions as pa r tic i pa ted in 

this one? 

24 A Roughly. There would typically be my own team, 

25 State peop le , and White House communications peop l e . And , 
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6 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
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typically, Ben wou ld be on t he call. 

Q Okay. Was David Pl ouffe a typical pa rticipant in 

these cal l s that you had on prio r occasions? 

A I don ' t r ecal l David being on other calls, but I 

remembe r other White House communica tion s peop le being on t he 

calls. 

Q Do you have any unders t and ing of why Mr. Plouffe 

was on this call in particular? 

A I don't. 

Q Do you recal l hi m sayi ng anythi ng during the cal l ? 

A I don't believe he did. 

Q All righ t . 

Let's go back to the basics. How long did the call 

last? 

A I don't remember exactly, but I wou l d guess a 

hal f - hour to 45 minutes. 

Q Were there any conversa t ions after the call about 

the talk s hows? 

A I ca n' t recal l. The reason I' m hesitating is 

because, i n other ins t ances, sometimes r ight before going on 

th e shows in the morning, we've had bri ef catch-up calls. I 

don't recall that happeni ng th is time , but I 'm not certai n. 

Q Di d you make any calls? For exampl e, did you pick 

24 up the phone and call anybody at the State Depa r tment or 

25 anything like that to discuss Benghazi ? 
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A In what ti me frame ? 

2 Mr . Sauber. Yeah. 

3 BY MR . MISSAKIAN: 

Q That day. September 14th, September 15th, 4 

5 

6 

7 

September 16th, did yo u, yourse lf. initiate any calls to the 

State Department about Benghazi? 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

A I can't remember. 

Q Now, as best you can reca ll, who was doing most of 

the talking du r ing this call? 

A I think it was a combination of me. Ben, the State 

Department co l league who I can' t recall. That would be my 

best recollection. 

13 Q The State Department person, can you recall 

14 anyth in g abo ut t hat person in terms of their posi tion? Fo r 

15 example. were they somebody from t he press off ice or were 

16 they somebody from t he Libya bureau or desk, for example? 

17 A I believe a press person. 

18 Q Was it Victoria Nuland? 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

A Hon estly , I don't rememb er. But she would've been 

the log i cal person. 

Q As best you can reca l l, did the people on the othe r 

end of the phone, were they all i n the same room, were the y 

on mul t iple phones i n multiple rooms? 

A I have no idea. I ass ume. because i t was a 

25 Sat urd ay afternoon , that they were i n different places. 
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Q Tell us how it went in terms of review i ng 

2 documents. Did you have the sense that everybody had the 

3 same binder as you had and people were kind of flipping 

4 through, document by document, followi ng along? How di d that 

5 happen? 

6 A I don't assume that the y had the same bi nd e r I had . 

7 Q Do you recall any discussions about spec ific 

8 documents? For example, did everybody flip to the CIA 

9 talking points and let's talk about those now? 

10 A No. 

11 Q Do you recal l anything at all specifically t hat was 

12 discussed in that rega rd? 

13 A I don't recall us talking about the CIA talking 

14 points. I recall being reminded that they were forthcom in g 

15 and that we would be relying on them because they had be en 

16 prepared for Members of Congress and they were our best 

17 dis til lation of what we knew at the time . 

18 Q Okay. Who told you that? 

19 A I'm not certain. but I believe i t was Ben . And so 

20 we didn't talk about Benghazi. in fact . on the phone call. as 

21 I remember . We just said that those were the points. 

22 Q Let 's go in to that a little bit more. If I 

23 understood you correctly, you said du r ing t his prep call for 

24 the Sunday talk shows you did not talk about the attacks in 

25 Benghazi at all . Is that correct? 
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A In any dept h . I don ' t have any r eco l lection of 

2 ta l king abou t t hem in any dept h . 

3 Q An d i f I al so understood you cor r ec tl y , you , at 

4 th at t ime, meani ng durin g the p rep cal l , di d no t have a copy 

5 of what wou l d be l ate r known as the CIA talking points? 

6 A I think I -- I' m no t certain. bu t I recal l 

7 r ece i ving t hem somew he re after the cal l , some t i me after the 

8 cal l , l a t er t he same day. 

9 Q And how d i d yo u r ece i ve them? 

10 A I don't reme mb er . I mean, they we re obvious l y 

JI de li vered to me i n some form or fashio n. 

12 Q As best yo u can recal l , what was di sc ussed duri ng 

13 this phone cal l ? 

14 A We talked pr i marily about the pro t ests t ha t had 

15 occurred arou nd th e wor ld, our unde r standing of the securi t y 

16 sta t e of our fac i l i ties arou nd t he wo rl d. We t alked about 

17 Pri me Mi ni ste r Ne t anyahu's vi s i t and his statement about red 

18 li nes. We ta l ked abo ut t he question that we anticipated as 

19 t o whether or not, you know, the President would have t he 

20 opportun i ty to see Prime Min ister Netanyahu. That's my ma i n 

21 rec oll ec t ion of the substance of the call . 

22 Q And at some point after t he call you received the 

23 CIA ta l ki ng poin t s, which - - why don' t I do thi s . Why don't 

24 

?~ _) 

I mark th i s next document. 

[Rice Exh i bi t No. 3 



was marked for identification.] 

[Rice Exhibit No. 4 

was marked for identification.] 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 
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2 

3 

4 

5 Q Ambassador. I've just given .you two documents. The 

6 first one is marked exhibit 3. This is a series of emails. 

7 The heading at the top is "UNCLASSIFIED." It's from Matt 

8 Olsen to a number of people, including Benjamin Rhodes. 

9 Exhibit 4 is a compilation of the various versions of 

10 the talking points, the CIA talking points that we've been 

11 discussing, showing the original version from Friday, 

12 Septembe r 14th. and how it evolved into the fina l version. 

13 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Craig, can you identify for the 

14 record whether ex hib it 4 is a document that you put together 

15 or is from some other --

16 Mr. Davis. Su r e. Exhib it 4 was put together by ODNI 

17 general counsel Bob Litt. 

18 Ms. Sawyer. So, just to be clear, this was the piece 

19 originally provided to Congress 

20 Mr. Davis. March 2013. 

21 Ms. Sawyer. 2013. And then we got it both from HP SCI 

22 and also in t he course of our investigation. 

23 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

24 Q Okay . First . let me ask you about exhibit 3. Do 

25 you r ec all this document being a part of the packet of 
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materials you were given on Saturday, September 15th? 

2 A It was not. I have not seen this document before 

3 today. 

4 Q Now let's go -- exhibit 4, as I said, is a 

5 compilation of changes made to the CIA talking points. 

6 Now, when you received the CIA talking points on the 

7 evening of September 15th, however you received it, did you 

8 have any conversations with anybody after receipt? 

9 A I don't recall. 

10 Q But you knew it was coming. 

11 A Yes. 

12 Q And wh o told you that it was coming? 

13 A As I said, to the best of my recollection . it was 

14 Mr. Rhodes on the phone. 

15 Q And to the best of your recollection, what did 

16 he -- how did he characterize the CIA talking points ? 

17 A As being carefully vetted and cleared, drafted by 

18 the CIA, and provided -- produced for the purpose of being 

19 provided to Members of Congres s and, thus. what we would also 

20 utilize. 

21 Q So, as f ar as you were concerned or as far as you 

22 unde r s tood, the CIA talking points represe nted the best 

i nfor mation about the attacks i n Benghazi at the time. 

24 A Yes. That's how I -- that's what I under s t ood them 

25 to be, and tha t ' s, in fact, what I knew t hem to be. because 
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they mirrored very precisely the in te l lige nce that I had also 

2 received. 

3 Q So I just wa nt to get the chrono logy straight. You 

4 received the CIA talking points; you're not su re if you had 

5 any further conversations with anybody about them that night. 

6 Did you have any conversations with anybody abo ut the talking 

7 points the next mo rni ng? 

8 A I don't recall. 

9 Q Did you do any preparation work for your appearance 

IO on the talk shows between the time the call ended on Saturday 

11 evening and 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

I 'm sure I cont inued to review my materia l s . 

But no meetings, no discussions? 

I don't recall any subs equen t meetings. 

Q During the preparation call, do you reca ll anybody 

raisi ng the topic of whether there were any i ndicato r s that 

the attack in Benghazi had been preplanned? 

A No. As I said, I don't think we got into detai l . 

Q To the extent - - your best recol l ection is t here 

was no discussion about whether Benghazi was preplanned or 

spontaneous during t hat call. 

A I don't reca ll any. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Q Turn to exhibit 4 for a moment. and then turn to 

the very last page. page 8. 11:26 a.m. --
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Can you exp la in what this document is? 

2 

A 

Q Sure. So it's a document put together by Bob Lit t. 

3 and it's a document he compiled. And it 's the evolution of 

4 the talking points from the very first draft at the t op of 

5 page 1 to the fi na l draft in the middle of page 8 . 

6 And so. f or our purposes. I'm asking about the final 

7 version of the talking points on page 8. And the word 

8 "Consula te " is crossed out, and that's to reflect the ve ry 

9 last change that was mad e to the talking points before they 

JO were finalized and disseminated to Congress and other 

11 entities. 

12 So the three bu ll et points under "11: 26 a. m .. " does that 

13 represent, to the best of your knowledge, what the final 

14 talking points were that were provided to you? 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

A 

Q 

A 

They look very familiar . 

So t hat's a "yes"? 

I be l i eve so. This is no t the form in which they 

came to me --

Q Sure. I understand that . 

- - so A 

Q I ' m concerned about the content of the talking 

22 points. 

23 A The con t ent looks very familiar. 

24 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. If it would be l1elpful. we can 

25 enter i nto the exhib its the f i nal version from the SSCI 
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report, whe re they declared it the final version. Would that 

2 be helpful to you? 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Mr. Missakian. Yes, that's fine. 

Ms. Rice . It would be helpful to me too. 

[Rice Exhibit No. 5 

was marked for identificat i on.] 

Ms. Rice. Which page am I looking at? 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. If you look at the second page of 

9 exhibit 5 now, that 's the appendix to the Senate report from 

IO the Intel l igence Committee. If you sort of go halfway 

JI through, it says, "The final" --

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Ms. Rice. "The final" -- yes. 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Yes. 

BY MR . DAVIS: 

Q So if you look at I believe it's page 43, I t hi nk 

lines up exactly with what's on page 8. 

So my question to you is you had testified a couple 

minutes ago that Ben Rhodes said that these talking points 

were carefully drafted and ve tted . Is that correct? 

A That's my recollection. 

Q But you said you knew the m to be the best 

assessment , as well, because it mirro r ed previous 

intelligence that you had received. Is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q So what part of these talking points, I guess , 
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mi rrored intell i gence t hat you had previously received? 

2 A The f irs t bul l e t point. 

3 Q And can yo u read exactly wha t you'r e refer ring to? 

A The entirety of the first bullet point. 4 

5 Q "The currently available information sugge s t s that 

6 t he demonstrations i n Benghazi were spontaneously inspi red by 

7 prote sts at the US Embas sy in Cairo and evolved into a direct 

8 assault against the US diplomatic pos t i n Benghazi and 

9 subsequently it s annex . There are ind ications that 

10 extremists participated in the vio l ent demonstrations." 

I I Th at ' s what you' re referr ing to? 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

Yes . it is . 

And do you r ecall what p rev iou s intel you had 

14 r eceived th at mi r rored t ha t statement? 

15 A Finished products provided to me and othe r very 

16 senior U.S . poli cy maker s. 

17 Q And do you know how close l y those products mi rrored 

18 that bullet point? 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

Vi rtua l ly i dentic al but not verbatim. 

Okay . And do you know, if it was not ve rb ati m, 

21 what the differences we r e be tween wha t you r ea d 

22 A I can't tell you precisely , but if you - - I do 

23 re call looking at them side -by- side and be i ng comfortable 

24 that they were well. at the time. I di dn' t look at t hem 

25 side-by-side, bu t I knew from having seen in t el l igence as 



early as that previous morning, Saturday mor ning, that this 

2 was very consistent with our l atest information. 

J Q And you have since looked at them side-by-side? 

4 

5 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

And you're still comfortab le that what was in t he 
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6 intelligence is virtually identical to what's in that bullet 

7 

8 

9 

point? 

A 

Q 

Yes . 

And do you recall how recently you looked at them 

10 s i de-by-side? 

11 A Very rece ntl y. 

12 Q And is there anything in this bullet point that may 

13 not have been in the i ntelligence that you reviewed? Ar e 

14 there any words or phrases? 

15 A Anything in the bul l et point? 

16 Q The bullet point, bullet point 1, "The currently 

17 available information suggests that the demonstrations in 

18 Benghazi were spontaneous l y in spired by the protests at the 

19 US Embassy in Cairo . " 

20 A I 'm sorry, I'm no t under standing your question. 

21 Q Sure . My question is yo u said that you looked at 

22 them recently side-by-side, correct? 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

And you were comfortable that what was in t he 

25 f i ni shed intell ige nce is ref l ected here in th i s bullet point. 
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A Yes. 

2 Q Okay. And did you recognize any differences 

3 between, looking at them side-by-side, what you saw in the 

4 intelligence versus what's in the bullet point? 

5 A Okay. So let me ~e precise. What's in this bullet 

6 point closely mirrored a similar paragraph in the finished 

7 intelligence product that I received at the same t ime . I'm 

8 not saying this is the sum total of what I saw. 

9 Q Sure. And you say it closely resembled or closely 

10 mirrored. My question is, what are the differences between 

11 what you reviewed and what's in here? 

12 A I don't recall any substantive differences. 

13 Q And you looked at this recently? 

14 A Yes. 

15 Q Thank you. 

16 BY MR. MIS SAKIAN : 

17 Q What did you look at when you were doing your 

18 side-by-side comparison? We know the CIA talking points are 

19 here. What was on the other side? 

20 A Finished intelligence products. 

21 Q Okay. Where did you obtain those? 

22 A From th e intelligence communi ty. 

Q What did you ask them to compile for you ? Because 

24 you were attempting, I gather, to reconstruct what you had 

25 back at the time. So who did you talk to, and what was yo ur 



2 

3 

request? 

Mr. McQuaid. 

Mr. Mi ssaki an. 

Could we go of f the record for 1 second? 

Let's go off the record. 

4 [Di scussion of f the record.) 

5 Mr. Mi ssakian. Let's go off the record. We'll take a 

6 break. 

7 [ Recess.) 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

52 
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[ 11 : 00 a . m. ] 

2 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Let's go back on the reco rd. I t 

3 is 10:58. 

4 Ms. Rice . Okay. Our clock is off then . 

5 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Oh, I guess I am. I stand 

6 corrected. 

7 My name is Susanne Sachsman Grooms. I'm a staff 

8 director on the Democratic side of the Select Committee for 

9 Benghazi. I'mgoing to introduce t he ranking member, Elija h 

10 Cummings, and Ranking Member Schiff from the House Pe rm anent 

11 Select Committee on Intelligence, who is with us today. 

12 Mr. Cummings . I'm also a member of th e Benghaz i 

13 Committee. 

14 Ms. Sachsrnan Grooms. And also a member. obviously, wit h 

15 the Benghazi Committee. 

16 On behalf of all of us , I want to just start by t hanking 

17 you for appea ring today voluntari l y. I unde rstan d t ha t as 

18 the current National Security Advisor, yo ur time is prec i ous, 

l~ and we wil l try to treat it in that way. And so we rea l ly 

20 appreciate your willingness to take the time out of your 

21 schedule to come and talk to us. 

22 Ms . Ri ce. Thank you. 

23 EXAMINATION 

24 BY MS. SACHSMAN GROOMS: 

25 Q At the time of the attacks, you we re the Pe rma nent 
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U. S. Representative to the United Na tions . Is t hat r i gh t? 

2 A Tha t is co r rect. 

3 Q And so you we re asked a l ot of questions about , I 

4 t hi nk in the l as t rou nd , t he mil i ta ry response on t he night 

5 of and the time yo u went home. Is i t f ai r to say you had no 

6 forma l ro le in the response on the night of the attacks? 

7 A Th at is fair to say. 

8 Q And so your role , essent ia l ly, i n t his discussion 

9 is rea ll y more in wha t yo u said on the Sunday ta l k shows. Is 

10 th at sort of accurate? 

11 

12 

A 

Q 

Entirely. 

And just to be abu nd antly clea r , when you we re on 

13 th e Su nd ay talk s hows, were yo u there i n a capacity to talk 

14 about your sort of expertise on for eign po li cy and na ti onal 

15 secu rity issues , o r were you t he r e to ta l k because you had 

16 some s pecif i c personal knowledge about the attacks or t he 

17 security situation in Be ngh az i ? 

18 A The for mer. I was on t he shows as a senior 

19 administration official and a memb e r of the Pres ide nt's 

20 National Sec ur ity Council and Cab i net, and I was appear i ng in 

21 a public cont ext, as I oft e n did, both i n t he media and i n my 

22 day- t o-day ro l e as U.N. Ambassador. 

23 Q And so yo u had no pe r sona l i nvo l veme nt i n t he 

24 secu rity setup for th e Be nghazi mis sion . I s that right? 

25 A None whatsoever. 
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Q And I think it would be helpful to put into context 

2 the events of the week of September 11th as you were 

3 p reparing to speak about on the Sunday talk shows . There was 

4 the attack in Beng hazi, but there was obviously also 

5 significant un rest throughout th e region t hat week. 

6 Can you expla in how the rest of the week unfolded in 

7 terms of the unrest and the protests throughout the region? 

8 A We l l, I think we were all concerned and consumed by 

9 the widespread nature of the protest demonstrations and, in 
0 

I V"\ 
10 some cases, attacks on our diplomatic facilities~ capitals 

II around the wo r ld. It wasn't just in the Middle East . It was 

12 

I
., 
_) 

14 

15 

i n various parts of Africa and South Asia, and we were f i rst 

and fore most concerned abo ut the safety of our personnel and 

the i nt egrity of our facilities . 

Q And what was t he general und erstanding of what was 

16 t rigger ing the unrest i n all those protests? 

17 A Our general understanding is that this was prompted 

18 by the video l<nown as tl1e "I nnocenc e of Muslims . " 

19 Q And was there a continued or an increased concern 

20 as Friday approached because particularly if some things 

2 1 real l y did - - that see med offensive to Isl am , that there 

22 would be a risk that protests would take place around the 

23 Friday praye rs in that regio n? 

24 A Yes. 

25 Q And can you ex plain how that context impacted your 
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preparations for and your expectations for what would happen 

2 on the Sunday shows? 

3 A Well, we were concerned not only t o put the events 

4 in their factual context but also not to say or do anything 

5 that would inadvert ently furt he r flame tensions and ca us e 

6 greater harm to our personnel. 

7 Q So part of what you were thinking ab ou t whe n you 

8 were talking on the Su nd ay shows was how you we re going to be 

9 rece i ved pub l ic l y by foreigners. I s that --

10 A We wanted to make clear that there was never 

II there is never any exc use for violence aga in s t ou r 

12 facili t ies . and I think I said that repeatedly , but also to 

13 be clear that this was a vi deo that the admi nistra t ion 

14 conde mn ed . And we didn't want t o be in a situation where 

15 peopl e could read publi c statement s by administra t ion 

16 officials as further infl ami ng ant ipa thy toward the United 

17 St ates and i nadv e rten tly fueling pro tests . 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q And that would be a message to foreigners in orde r 

to keep our American personne l safe? 

A That was something I thin k that wa s in the back of 

my mi nd and other people's , but ou r pri ncipal audience. 

obviously , but cle arly for the Sunday shows. was an American 

audience. 

Q In the last round, we talked about and we entered 

into the record exhibit 5, which we commonly refe r to as the 



57 

HPSCI talking points. Are you fami l iar with t hose? 

2 A Yes. 

3 Q Were you at all involved in drafting the HPSC I 

4 talking points? So that would be now we're looking at 

5 exhibit 5. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

A 

points. 

Not at all. I had no role in drafti ng the ta l ki ng 

Q And I think you explained this in the last round. 

When they were prese nted to you, were they descr i bed to you 

as being the intelligence community's best current assessment 

of the facts that could be shared publicly at the t i me? 

A Yes, and fully cleared. 

Q And cleared to be shared public l y, right? 

A Yes, cleared in two respects. Cleared to be s hared 

publicly and cleared as among the in t eragency, having been 

drafted by the CIA. 

Q And so, by that, you mean there was an agreement 

that the r e was no disagreement with that with i n the 

inter agency? 

A That's my understanding. 

Q And you understood them t o be factually accurate, 

as determined by the intelligence community? 

A I understood them to be our cu rr e nt best 

24 assessment, and I had a high degr ee of confidence that they 

25 re f lected our current best assessment beca use they very 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

closely mirrored the intelligence t hat I had been prov i ded 

and t hat other se nio r po li cymakers had been provided. 

Q And you didn't personally have any reason to 

question the accuracy of those talking points? 

A I d i d no t . 

Q Had anyone else i nd ica t ed to yo u that there was 

7 anyth i ng i naccura t e about those talking points? 

8 A No. 

Q And did you un derstand those talking po in ts to be 

somethi ng that was appropriate to say pu blic l y so that it 

wo ul d not reveal anything that would nega t ively i mpact 

in t el li gence so urces or the ongoing cr imi nal investigation? 

A Yes , wh i ch is why bei ng c l eared by the re l evant 

agenc i es and ve tted throughout was important. 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

Q So when yo u r ead i ntel li gence , I would assume that 

the intelligence t hat you we r e r eadi ng mi ght hav e had more 

de tail in it tha n was con t a i ned in the HPSCI talking points. 

A Yes . 

Q Is tha t accurate? 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

And would it have been your understanding th at you 

22 shou l d share t he lim it ed sphe r e t hat was in t he 

23 c l eared -for-pub l ic - release HPSCI t alk i ng points? 

24 A Yes. When talking .about our understanding of what 

25 prompted t he attacks , it was my und erstanding t hat it would 
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be wise to adhere to these cleared ta l king points. 

2 Q And why was that? 

A Because this is what the intelligence community 

4 believed was accurate, and this is what the -- at the time 

5 and this is what the intelligence community deemed could be 

6 said publicly wit hout compromising sources and methods. 

7 Q And did you think at the time that it was 

8 appropriate to defer to and use the intell i gence community's 

9 assessment as described in those talking points? 

10 A I thought it was entirely app ropr iate . 

11 Q And would it -- I think you were asked in the last 

12 round what you did to investigate what happened in Benghazi. 

13 Would it have been appropriate fo r you , i n your role, to 

14 have tried to reinvestigate or redo the intelligence 

15 community ' s assessmen t ? 

16 A It would have been entirely inappropriate for me to 

17 do that. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

? ~ _) 

Q And why is that? 

A Because as a se nior policymaker with no direct 

operational responsibi lity for what transpired in Benghazi. 

for me to go out and try to seco nd guess the intelligence 

communit y or gl ean individual pieces of in form ation and make 

my own judgments would hav e been to substitute my personal 

judgment for the best assessment of the inte l ligence 

community, whic h , by def i nition. brings together all of the 
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information that is available, both open sou r ce and 

2 classified, and from that. the intel l ige nce community's job 

3 is to distill their best judgment or assessment. And i t 

4 would have been highly inappropriate fo r me to subs t itute my 

5 own for that or anybody else's. 

6 Q And when you spoke during the Sunday ta l k shows. 

7 was it your goal and intention to communi cate the information 

8 that was in those talking points by HPSCI when you were 

9 talking about Benghazi. to the best of your ability? 

10 A When asked about that -- whe n as ked questions t hat 

II were relevant to that information. yes, it was my object i ve . 

12 Q Is it fair to say that when asked questions t hat 

13 were relevant to that information, you did try your best to 

14 st i ck to the language and the meaning of the HPSC I ta l king 

15 points as closely as possible? 

16 

17 

A I did indeed. 

Ms . Sac hsman Grooms. I think, at this point. what I'd 

18 l i ke to do is go through some of those. so I'm going to ente r 

19 into the record ex hibit 6. which is a compilation of the 

20 Sunday talk shows. 

21 [Rice Exhibit No. 6 

22 was marked for id entifica t ion . ] 

23 Ms . Sachsman Grooms. So exhi bit 6 is. for the reco rd. 

24 is an email chain. email from Jonathan Lalley, dated 

25 Wednesday. Septembe r 19th. 2012, at 4:31 p . m. I t ' s document 
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N0. (5394585. If you'll turn to the second page, it appears 

2 to be a compilation of the transcripts from the Sunday shows. 

3 So the second page reads: Sunday Shows, Ambassador Rice. 

4 September 16th, 2012. And it has an inde x to the different 

5 Sunday shows. Does that look right? 

6 

7 

Ms. Rice . Yes. 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. I want to walk you through some of 

8 the specific statements that you made on the programs because 

9 they appear to follow a pattern . Generally speaking, you 

10 start by talking about the FBI investigation. Then you give 

II the current best assessment from the HPS CI talking points. 

12 And then you finish with anoth e r caveat that t he 

13 investigation will give the f inal answer. So le t 's turn 

14 first to ABC's "This Week," so page 3. 

15 And you stated . and I quote: "Well, Jake . first of all. 

16 it's important to know that there's an FBI investigation that 

17 has begun and will take some t ime to be completed. Th at will 

18 t ell us with certainty what tran sp ired." 

19 Mr. McQuaid. I just -- Ambassador· Rice was preparing 

20 the mark what I think you guys are going to mark as the 

2 1 exhibit, so I'm giving her my copy, and then I will ju s t 

22 follow along . 

23 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. No problem. 

24 Ms. Rice. I was look ing to where my part started. so --

25 I got it. 
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BY MS. SAC HSMAN GROO MS: 

2 Q I'm sorry. It 's at page 3 on the document. so the 

3 document has page numbers at the top. 

4 A Ye ah, and there' s -- my piece begins -- it's not 

5 separated as a pa ragraph . Tha t's what I was - -

6 Q Sorry. 

7 A Confused about. 

8 Q Why did yo u -- have you f ou nd the part? Sorry. 

9 A Yes, I did. 

10 Q Okay. Why did you star t t he answer wit h a caveat 

l l or a warning t hat the investi ga tion is ongoing and so any 

12 i nfor mat ion you s ha r ed was subject to change? 

13 A Because I was ve r y mi ndf ul t hat any such 

14 situations , particu l ar ly t rag i c events of this sort , t hat we 

15 typically lea r n more as t ime unfo ld s. We learn from our 

16 investigation. and I was mind f ul t ha t what I was ab l e to 

17 provide was purely the best assessme nt that we had at the 

18 t ime, and I wanted to convey that t his could well change. 

19 Q An d was that important to you? 

20 A Of cou r se. 

21 Q You go on to say in that next full paragraph, 

22 quote: "But ou r current bes t assess ment. based on the 

info rm at i on t hat we have at present. i s th at . in fact, what 

24 t his began as. i t was a sponta neou s -- not a premed it at ed --

25 response to what had transpire d i n Ca i ro. " 
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Again. here you seem to be very delibe r ately clar ifying 

2 that this was the U.S. Government ' s current best assessment 

3 at the time. Is that right? 

4 A That is correct. 

5 Q And as you go on t hroughout that sentence. when you 

6 say "in fact," is that intended to negate t he concept t hat 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

this is just the current best assessment and that it was 

subject to change? 

A I t was not i ntended to negate t ha t. 

Q Can you now take this exh ibit, which is exhibit 6, 

and put next to it exhibit 5. which is the HPSCI tal ki ng 

points? 

A Yeah. 

Q Can you compare that sentence I just read fr om your 

sta tement to the f irst lin e of the HPSCI ta l ki ng po ints? Are 

they consistent? 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I believe they're quite consistent. 

Do they both use the word "spontaneous "? 

Yes. 

And do they both reference that they were related 

21 t o the eve nts in Cairo? 

22 

23 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

To the extent that you used slightly diffe re nt 

24 words -- for example, you called it "a response" i nstead of 

25 saying it was "inspired by" in this pa r ticu l ar i nstance . a nd 
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4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
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in other instances, you also used slightly dif ferent 

wordings -- did you view your language as being synonymous 

and consistent with the HPSCI talking points? 

A That was my intent, aQd that was my sole - - my so l e 

effort was to be consistent with the talking points. 

Q In the next sentence, in exhibit 6, you go on to 

say, quote: "In Cairo, as you know, a few hours earlier , 

there was a violent protest that was unde r taken in reaction 

to this very offensive video that was disseminated. " 

And we had talked about this prev i ously, but was that a 

commonly known fact at the time that the Ca i ro protests were 

a reaction to the video? 

A Yes. 

Q And further down , you again say, quote: "We'll 

wait to see exactly what the investigation finally confirms, 

but that's the best information we have at present," end 

quote. 

A Yes. 

Q Was that again an attempt to bookend and reinforce 

20 your statement that the facts were still developing and yet 

21 another caveat or warning that the information was subject to 

22 change? 

23 A That is exactly what it was. 

24 Q Based on these statements, did you in any way mean 

25 to express that what you were sharing with the American 
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peop l e was the definitive and fi nal acco unti ng of what 

2 happened in Benghazi? 

" .) A No. On t he contrary, I was trying to convey tha t 

4 this was the bes t info rm ation as of the day I was speaking , 

5 that it was l ikely to change, and tha t we would lear n more as 

6 t he i nvestiga t ion unfol ded . 

7 Q Let's t urn to CBS "Face the Nation." It's page 8 

8 at the top . We're go i ng to do thi s again . 

9 So i n t he sort of fir s t Ri ce statement here , so i n 

10 respo nse to Bob Sch i ef fer ' s first pr ess links. 

11 A "Well, Bob." 

12 Q You start. quote: "Well, Bob. let me tell you what 

13 we understand to be the assessment at present. First of all, 

14 very importantly, as you discussed wit h tl1e President, the re 

15 is an investigation that the United States Gov e r nment wil l 

16 launch. l ed by t he FB I that has begu n ." 

17 I s th i s ano t her instance of you sta r ting , once again . 

18 wi th the FBI investigation? 

19 A This is anothe r ins t ance of my underscor i ng tha t . 

20 indeed, there will be an FB I investigation and that al l I'm 

21 able to convey at pr esent is our best assessment. 

22 

?" _ .) 

Q He interrupts and says, "But they are not there 

yet." and you go on t o say. after a lit tl e bit. quote: So 

24 we'll want to use the results of that investigation to draw 

25 any definitive conc l usions. 



That investigation that you're referring to there. the 

2 word "that" is refer1-ing to the FBI investigation. Is that 

3 

4 

5 

right? 

A 

Q 

That is correct. 

And, agai n. you seem to be stating here that. 
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6 again. that the ongoing FBI investigation made it impossible 

7 at the time to draw any definitive or final conclusions about 

8 

9 

10 

what had occurred. Is that correct? 

A That is precisely correct. 

Q You then continue. quote: "But based on the best 

11 information we have to date, what our assessment is as of the 

12 present is in fact what -- it began spontaneously i n Benghazi 

13 as a reaction to what had transpi red some hours earl i er in 

14 Cairo. where . of course . as you know, there was a violent 

15 protest outside of our Embassy sparked by this hateful 

16 video." 

17 Again. does your language here. comparing the fact of 

18 the HP SCI talking points in exhibit 5, basically track that 

19 fir s t sentence in the HPSCI talking points? 

20 A I be l i ev e it does. 

21 Q And was that your intention at the time . to track 

22 the HPSCI talking points? 

23 A Yes. i ndeed, t hat was my intention. 

24 Q And he re. again. you' re using the word 

25 "spontaneously" in referencing the Cairo events as the 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

I 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

i nspirat ion or the ca use of the reaction. Is that right? 

A I'm so r ry . Can you --

Q I'm sorry. He re. again, you're referencing t l1 e 

word "spontaneous." whi ch is al so in the HPSCI talking 

points? 

A That's correct. 

Q And you're explaining that the events in Benghazi 
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began spontaneously as a reacti on to what had tr anspi red some 

hours earlier in Cairo, and that matc hes wha t it says in the 

HPSCI talking poin ts. Is that accurate? 

A That is accurate. 

Q And the discussion of the video here. when yo u 

said , "the events earlier in Cairo, where, of course, as you 

know, t here was a viol ent protest outside of ou r Embassy 

sparked by this hateful video," was that the assessment t hat 

the - - was that your assessment at the time that what ha d 

happened in Cairo was a response to the video? 

A Yes. 

Q And do you have any reason to think that that's not 

20 accurate t oday? Has anyth ing changed your understanding of 

21 what happened in Cairo that the events in Cairo were a 

22 react i on to the video? 

2 3 M r . Mc Qua i d . Can we go off the record f o r a second ? 

24 [D i scussion off the r ecord.] 

25 Mr. McQuaid . Back on the record. 
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BY MS. SACHSMAN GROOMS: 

2 Q Did yo u -- you understood that the Cairo events 

3 were in response to the video. Is that accurate? 

4 A That is what I understood at the time I was on the 

5 Sunday shows. 

6 Q And, again, you said in this quote that it was the, 

7 quote. "best information we have to date," lea ving open room 

8 for a change later based on the FBI investigation. Is that 

9 accurate? 

10 A Yes. indeed. 

11 Q Let's turn to page 12 , which is your appearance on 

12 NBC's "Meet the Press. " We'll go to the first full 

13 paragraph. 

14 It starts. quote: "Wel 1 . let us - - let me tel 1 you the 

15 best information we have at present. First of al l , there's 

16 an FBI investigation . which is ongoing, and we look to that 

17 investigation to give us the definitive word as to what 

18 transpired." end quote. 

19 A Yes. 

20 Q Again, you're starting your answer here with the 

21 FB I investigat ion and a warning that the information that you 

22 had at the time was not definitive. Is that right? 

A That is correct. 

24 Q And th en you stated, quote: "But putting together 

25 the best information that we have available to us today, our 
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current assessment is that wha t happened in Benghazi was, in 

2 fact. initially a spontaneous reaction to what had just 

3 transpired hours before in Cairo. almost a copycat of the 

4 demonstrations against our faci li ty in Cairo . which were 

5 prompted. of course. by the video." 

6 Does that statement again emphasize that you were 

7 working off of t he best information to date? 

8 A Yes . 

9 Q And does it again reference the spontaneous 

10 la nguage fr om the HPSCI talking points? 

11 A Yes . it does . 

12 Q And it, agai n, references that t he events in 

13 Benghazi were a spontaneous reaction to what had occurred in 

14 Cairo, which is the same as in the HPSCI talking points? 

15 A Yes. 

' 16 Q You cont i nue to call the se. quote. opport uni st 

17 extrem i st elements came to the consulate as this was 

18 unfoldi ng . 

19 Does th at match the HPSCI talking point that, quote, 

20 "there are indications that extremists participated in the 

21 vi olen t demonstration," end quote? 

22 A Yes. 

23 Q And we've been told by many ind i vi dual s in the 

24 national security field and at the CIA t hat the term 

25 "extremist" and "terrorist" a re often used interchangeably. 
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Is that also your understanding? 

2 A They are often used interchangeably, and indeed, in 

3 the materials prepared and in the talking po i nts. that's t he 

4 term that's used. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

J 1 

used 

was 

Q 

the 

A 

Q 

the 

A 

Q 

So the HPSCI talking points that you were given 

word "ex tremist"? 

Yes. 

And did you use the word "extremist" because that 

language i n the HPSCI talk i ng points? 

Yes. 

Is it fair to conclude that you would have assented 

12 to use whatever language had been cleared for release by the 

13 intelligence community? 

14 

15 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

So if the cleared language in the HPSCI points had 

16 said "terrorist," is it fair to conclude that you would have 

17 used the word "terrorist"? 

18 

19 

A 

Q 

Yes. of course. 

And if the HPSCI talking poin ts had said "Ansar 

20 al-Sharia" or "Al Qaeda affiliates." wo uld you have used that 

21 cleared language? 

22 

23 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

You later go on to say, quote: "Obviously, that - -

24 that's our best judgment now. We'll await the results of the 

25 inve s tigation. and the Pres ident has been very c l ear. We'll 
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work with the Libyan authorities to bring those responsible 

2 to justice," end quote. 

3 Again. by suggesting the FBI investigation would provide 

4 the definitive word as to what transpired , did yo u mean to, 

5 once again . bookend your statements with warnings and caveats 

6 that the assessment was subject to change? 

7 

8 

A 

Q 

That's exactly what I was trying to do. 

Let's go to the last one we'll do, which is "Fox 

9 News Sunday." It's on page 23 at the top. 

10 So at the top of page 23, it starts with you. quote: 

11 "We ll, first of all , Chris, we are obviously investigating 

12 this very c losely. The FBI has a lead in the i nvestigation." 

13 I s tha t, once again, you starting the answer by 

14 ref erencing the ongoing FBI inves tigation that would provide 

15 the definitive answers? 

16 

17 

18 

Yes. A 

Q You went on to say. quo te. "The i nformat ion . the 

best" -- I'm sorry "The information. the best information 

19 and the best assessment we hav e today is that in fact this 

20 was not a preplanned. premeditated attack. that what happened 

21 i nitial ly was that it was a s pontaneous reaction to what had 

22 just transp ir ed in Ca iro as a co nseq uence of the video." 

23 Was this you aga i n attempting to repeat the HPSC I 

24 talking points? 

25 A It was me try i ng to repeat the HP SCI talk i ng 
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points . 

2 Q And so this was, once again. you trying to repeat 

3 your understanding of the intelligence community's best 

4 assessment at the t ime ? 

5 A Yes. indeed. That 's exactly what I was trying to 

6 do. 

7 Q Then you stated. quote: "Obviously, we will wait 

8 for the results of the inves t igation. and we don't want to 

9 jump to conclusions before then , but I do think it's 

10 important for the America n people to know our" current best 

11 or . I ' m sorry - - "our best current assessment." end quote. 

12 Was this. once again. you ending the statement with a 

13 caveat or warning that t he information you had was 

14 preliminary and subject to change? 

15 A Yes. What I tried to do in each appearance -- and 

16 I think you've just reminded us that I did do in each 

17 appearance -- was to start with a caveat and end with a 

18 caveat that indeed this information was only what we knew as 

19 of the day . and it was subject to change. and indeed to 

20 suggest that it was like l y to change. 

21 M r . Sch i ff . Am bas sad or . thank you for you r t i me today . 

22 I should begin by just observing that the - - this all came 

23 about when the ranking member of the Intelligence Committee 

24 asked for unclassified talking points, thus demonstrating 

25 that nothing good ever comes from the ranking member of the 



73 

Intell ige nce Commit tee . 

2 Would you agree with that, Mr. Chairman? 

3 Chairman Gowdy. Not anymore, I don't. 

4 Mr. Schiff. I wanted to just walk you through some of 

5 the comments people made in the wake of criticism of the 

6 Sunday show appearances and the talking points. and I 

7 apologize if much of this is redundant. 

8 Frankly, you have already been interviewed on this 

9 subject many times, and I'm not sure how much new ground 

JO there is to cover, but in the interes t of having a complete 

11 record , let me ask you about some of these statements and get 

12 your r eact i on to them. 

13 After you were criticized for statements made during the 

14 talk shows, bipartisan reports and nonpartisan of ficials hav e 

15 repeatedly confirmed that the information you provided was 

16 consistent with the intelligence commun ity's current 

17 assessment about what ha d happ e ned i n Benghazi on the night 

18 of the attacks. 

19 The House Permanent Sel~ct Comm it tee on Intelligence 

20 released our bipartisan report in November of 2014 and fo und 

21 tha t , quote: The CIA only changed its initial assessment 

22 about a protest on September 24, 2012, when closed-captioned 

23 television footage became available on September 18 , 2012 --

24 that would have been 2 days after your appearan ce on the talk 

25 shows -- and after the FBI began pub li shi ng its i nterv iews 
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with U.S. off i cials on the ground on September 22nd, 2012. 

2 So as of the date that you spoke on the Sunday ta l k 

3 shows, September 16th. the Int el l igence Committee's 

4 assessmen t remained that there had been a protest in 

5 Benghazi. Is that your understanding? 

6 Ms. Rice . Yes, that is correct. 

7 Mr. Sc hi ff. And you relied on that assessment? 

8 Ms. Rice. I did indeed. 

9 Mr. Schiff. Did you have any reason to doubt that 

10 assessment by the intelligence community that had been shared 

JI in talking points with the Congress? 

12 Ms. Rice. I had no reason to doubt that it was our 

13 current best assessment. I was aware that in t hese types of 

14 circumstances . as we gain more in formation. our understanding 

15 could change, which is why I tried to reinforce that po i nt as 

16 best I could on the Sunday shows . But I also understood it 

17 to be the intelligence community's current best assessment. 

18 as I stated, because it mirrored very closely the finished 

19 intel l igence products that I had received. 

20 Mr. Schiff. And I'm gl ad that you had an opportunity 

21 today to go through in great detail and in all the var i ous 

22 i tera tions of the Sunday ta l k shows jus t how many caveats you 

gave in each inte rview . You began with a caveat and you 

24 ended with a caveat, and I mention that because there have 

25 been people who hav e said both openly i n the press by way of 
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criticism as well as privately before this committee that you 

2 should have caveated what you said. And I can only conclude 

3 that they're not familiar with what you actually said on the 

4 shows because I'm not sure how you could caveat it more than 

5 you have without spending your entire time with caveats. So 

6 I'm glad that we had a chance to go into t hat . 

7 Is it also your understand i ng that the intelligence 

8 community did not revise its assessment until 8 days after 

9 your appearance on the Sunday talk shows? 

10 Ms. Rice. That is my understanding. 

11 Mr . Schiff. On April 18t h, 2013, Di rector of National 

12 Int elli gence Ja mes Clapper testified before the Senate Armed 

13 Se r-vices Committee and, referring to you, said, quote: "I 

14 thought it was unf air because the hit she took, I didn't 

15 think it was appropriate. She was going on what we had given 

16 her, and tha t was our collective best judgment at the time as 

17 to wha t should have been said." 

18 The Dir ecto r of National Inte l l igence would have had 

19 access to all of the most up-to -date intelligence assessments 

20 about t he Benghazi attacks. Is that right? 

21 

22 

') ., 
_.) 

24 

25 

Ms. Rice. That is correct. 

Mr. Schiff. And he told Co ngre ss that you were rely ing 

on what the intelligence community had given you , their 

collective best judgment at the time as to what s hould hav e 

been said, and that is what yo u were re ly i ng on? 



76 

Ms. Rice. That is what I was relying on. 

2 Mr. Schiff. Director Clapper thought that you were not 

3 treated fair1y in attacks against you f or repeating the 

4 intelligence community's assessment, the same assessment 

5 that, frankly, had been provided to us in Cong ress. 

6 Did you ever anticipate that ki nd of negative reaction 

7 to what the Intelligence Committee gave you? 

8 Ms. Rice. No, certainly not in the moment. 

9 Mr. Schiff. Have you forgive n Be n Rhodes for asking you 

10 to go on the show? 

11 Ms. Rice. I don't b 1 ame Ben. 

12 Mr . Schiff. \f.le also have an email f i-om an off ic i al at 

13 the Director of National Intelligence Office s ho r t ly afte r 

14 the attacks1 on September 27th1 where he ag reed with the 

15 sentiment of his boss. Dire ctor Clap per . stating: As I re ad 

16 the laydown . her comments were consistent with ou r i nt el 

17 assessment at that time. 

18 In fact. l,ad you not used the HPSCI talking points , had 

19 you given statements that were incons is tent with the best 

20 estimates of the intelligence comm un ity at the time . th at 

21 would have opened you up to legitimate c r it icism. \ri/ould it 

22 not ? 

Ms. Rice. I would agree. Had I made my - - provided my I I 

24 personal j udgment or that of anybody else's and deviated from 

25 what was the inte l ligence community's cur rent best 
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assessment, I would have been mistaken. and I would agree. 

2 sub jec t to legitimate criti cism . 

3 Mr. McQuai d. Mr. Schiff, can I just go off the record 

4 f or one second? 

5 [D iscuss i on off the r ecord .] 

6 Mr. Schiff. And departing from those talking points 

7 wou ld have opened you up to potentially legitimate criticism 

8 both because the talking points were an accurate reflection 

9 of the othe r intelligence you were provided and because what 

10 t he Intelligenc e Committee was -- community was providing you 

11 was what you could say without compromis i ng sources and 

12 me thod s or the FBI invest i ga ti on. 

13 Ms . Rice. That is co r rect. 

14 Mr. Schiff. And the i nte llig ence commun ity wou ld have 

15 be en in the best position to be ab l e to prov id e guidance as 

16 to what co uld be said without the compromise of intelligence 

17 so urce s . 

18 Ms. Rice. Yes. 

19 Mr. Schiff . In addition t o the inte ll igence commu ni ty, 

20 t he State Department officials also agreed th at yo ur 

21 statements on the Sunday talk shows ref l ected the best 

22 availab l e intelligence at the t ime. The day after the Sun day 

?'' _.) talk shows . Depart me nt spokesman . Victoria Nuland said during 

24 a press -- dai l y press briefi ng, quo t e: Amb assador Ri ce and 

25 her commen ts on every network over the weekend was very 
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clear, very precise about what our init ial assess men t of what 

2 happened is, and this was not just her assessment . It wa s 

3 also an assessment tha t you heard i n comme nts corning fro m t he 

4 intelligence community and comments coming from the Wh i te 

5 House. 

6 I don't know if you recall her sayi ng t hat. 

7 Ms . Rice . I don ' t recall it , but it would be consistent 

8 with what was the case at the time . 

9 Mr. Schiff . A month l ater, on October 10. 2012 . Sta t e 

10 Departmen t Under Secreta ry for Manageme nt Patrick Kennedy 

II testified before the House Committee on Oversight a nd 

12 Government Reform. saying, quote: "If any admin i st ra tion 

13 official, including any career official, were on telev i sion 

14 on Sunday. September 16t h , they would have said wh at 

15 Ambassador Rice said. The informa tion she ha d at that point 

16 f rom the inte lligence commun ity i s the same that I had at 

17 that point . " 

18 Do you have any reason to doubt the verac i ty of either 

19 Ms. Nuland or Under Secretary Kennedy's statements ? 

20 

21 

Ms. Rice . No. 

Mr. Schiff. I've read thes e statements into the record 

22 because the question of why you said what you sa i d on t he 

23 Sunday ta l k shows has been answered so ma ny ti me s by so many 

24 indiv idua l s, who all ag ree you were t he repe ating the 

25 I ntel l igence Committee's best avai l able assessment at t he 
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time. Not only have all these i ndividuals valida te d what you 

said here today, but you have sa id it before as wel l . 

3 And I want to also poin t out for those who mi ght not 

4 real ize that you have al ready publicly addressed these 

5 iss ue s. so l et me give a few examples. 

6 On November 27 , 2012. you put out a statement explaining 

7 these facts. and said, quote: "Tl1e ta lking points provided 

8 by the int el lig enc e communit y and the ini tial assessment upon 

9 whic h they we re based were in corr ect in the key respect: 

10 there was no pro te st or demons tra ti on in Benghazi. While we 

II certainly wish that we had had perfect informatio n just days 

12 after the terrorist attack , as is often the case, the 

13 intelligence assessment has evolved. We st r essed that 

14 nei ther I nor anyone e l se in the admi nistration inte nded to 

15 mislead the American people at any st age in this process. 

16 The administ r at ion updated Congress and t he American people 

17 as our assessments evo l ved." 

18 That was you r vi ew in Nove mb er of 20 12. and that remains 

19 your vi e1t1 today. Does i t 11 0 t? 

20 Ms. Rice . Yes. 
1"<\ o< e.. \-'0 c..~r-

21 Mr . Schif f. Again , on February 23, 2 o 14 . -"1. 'rist-ari::n a year 

22 after the Benghazi attacks . you appeared on NBC' s "Mee t th e 

')"' __ ) Press" and exp l ained: "Once again. what I said to you that 

24 morning and what I did every day since was to share the best 

information t hat we had at the time. The information I 
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provided, which I explained to you, is what we had had at the 

2 moment. It could change. I commented this was based on what 

3 we knew on that morning, was provided to me and my colleagues 

4 and indeed to Congress by the intelligenc e community. And 

5 that's been well validated in many different ways since. And 

6 that information turned out, in some respects, not to be 100 

7. pe rcent correct, but the notion that somehow I or anybody 

8 else in the administration misled the American people is 

9 pate nt ly false, and I think that that's been amply 

10 demonstrated ." 

11 And that's exactly what you have sa id again here today. 

12 I 'm not sure what more this committee can ask of yo u . I'm 

13 not s u re what more I ca n ask of you, so I 'd just like to 

14 concl ud e my portion by say ing tha t I'm in complete agreement 

15 with Director Clappe r. I think the attacks on you have been 

16 patently un fai r. I greatly appreciate t he service that yo u 

17 have provided the country and the sacrifices you made 

18 per·sonally familywise, the long hours. and to go on 

19 telev ision at a time when the American people a re hungr y for 

20 information about what had hap pened in the loss of one of one 

21 of ou r ambassadors and ot her Americans to give them t he best 

22 i nformation we had . And to be attacked for it I think is a 

terrible abuse of a treme ndous public servant , and I regret 

24 this ever happened. and I appreciate your serv i ce to t he 

25 country very much. 
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Ms. Rice. Thank you very mu ch. sir. 

2 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Representative Duckworth has a 

3 couple of questions. and t hen we'll ro und out with t he 

4 ranki ng member. 

5 Ms. Duckworth. Thank you again for being here. 

6 Ambassador Rice. I appreciate your time , and I know these 

7 are many hours that you have prov i ded testimony over and over 

8 agai n. 

9 I wanted to cover again how you felt your role -- what 

10 your ro le was going on the talk shows. Did you see your role 

II going on the ta l k shows as providing your persona l assessment 

12 of the situa ti on, or was it to provide the best information 

13 availab l e to the American public at the time? 

14 Ms . Rice. No, ma'am. It was no t my role to provide my 

15 own personal assess me nt. It was my role to convey as 

16 faithfully as I cou l d the inte l ligence community's current 

17 best assessment. It was a l so my role to underscore t hat t his 

18 was our best in fo rm ation i n the moment and that it was l ike ly 

19 to chang e and that we had an FBI investigation that would 

20 give us the whole picture. 

21 So I saw my job as s impl y and clearly to try to convey 

22 as faithfully as I co ul d the information we had at the time. 

23 Ms. Duckworth. Is tha t why you adhered so c l osely to 

24 t he HPSCI ta l ki ng points? 

25 Ms. Rice. Th at ' s why I tried very hard to adhe re 
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closely to the HPSCI ta lking points. 

2 Ms. Duckworth. In other dynamic situations. in addition 

3 to Benghazi. you've been in service at t he highest level for 

4 a lo ng time. I would like to discuss with you the changing 

5 nature of informati on gathering, especially in a dynamic 

6 situation as this. 

7 Have you seen in other situations where information 

8 provided may change, i nformation provided to you may change 

9 as new information or new evidence comes t o light? 

10 Ms. Rice. Almost always changes. 

11 Ms. Duckworth. Almost always changes. So the talking 

12 points that you may have received were just estimates. 

13 intelligence report from the intelligence community to you --

14 changes from which the initial reports would be, and t hat has 

15 happened in other situations. 

16 Mr. McQuai d. Go off the record for one second. 

17 [Discuss ion off the record.] 

18 Ms. Duckwo rth . Back on the record. I just wanted to 

19 underscore that in receiving the HPSCI ta lk ing points. she 

20 did not expect those t o be permanent, that was definitive. 

21 that was the situation , and that it would be something that 

22 would not be unus ual to receive updated late r on. which is 

23 why you said over and over agai n : This is what we know at 

24 the t ime, and there's an investigation . and it may change. 

r _) Ms. Ric e . I had suffi c i ent experie nce to know that 



83 

often in dynamic situations of the sort that we were dealing 

2 1n11th in Bengl1azi. that our unde,·standing would evolve over 
o pp a ,- -\-0 " { \---t 

J time as we did an invest igation. as we had the ttpi@sprhf-R-i=t-ies 

4 to learn from those wh o were there. and so I had no doubt , 
i n Fe:. tYY\ C.. \- 1 01'"'\ 

5 that it was importan t to charac te rize this as the bestvwe had 

6 at the time. not necessarily the final word. 

7 Ms. Duckworth. And at any time did you feel th at you 

8 should veer from the HPSCI talking points as you we re 011 the 

9 t alking shows? You went on multiple talking shows. Did you 

IO feel there was any need to deviate from them? 

11 Ms. Rice. To the contrary. I thought it 1-1as important 

12 t o adhere as closely as I could to the HPSCI talking po in ts. 

13 Ms. Duckwo,·th. Why is that? 

14 Ms. Rice. Because this ,·ef1ected ~ the in te ll igence 

15 community's best assessment as of the 16th of September. 
'n od 

16 They ,~ been carefully vetted and cleared and cleared. in 

17 particular. such that they cou ld be unc la ssified and would 

18 not reveal sources and methods. 

19 Ms . Duckworth. Okay. Thank you. I app reciate you 

20 being here. That ' s all I have. I Just wanted to make sure 

21 that we understood what you felt your ro l e was going on th ose 

22 talk shows. 

Ms . Rice. Thank you. 

24 Ms . Duckworth. And I thank you for your service . 

25 Ms. Rice. Tha nk you. 
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Mr. Cummings. Off the 1·ecorc!. 

[D is cuss i on off t he record.] 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Let ' s go off the record. 

Ms. Sawyer. Let me just ask just one question. 

Ms. Sac hsman Grooms. Oh, okay, we can go back on the 

6 recor d . 

7 BY MS. SAWYE R: 

8 Q J ust a quick c l arifying question. Ambassador Rice . 

9 When you were di sc ussing wit h Repre senta t ive Duckworth, you 
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10 said that it was important when yo u were tal king to ad here to 

II the HPSCI talking points. I presume that was when you were 

12 answering questions on those shows directly abo ut Benghazi. 

13 that you were ad her i ng t o the HPSCI ta lk ing points . 

14 A Yes. and re l evant questio ns about Benghazi that 

15 r elated to the content of t he talking points. 

16 Q Beca use you were cer t ain l y as ked on those shows 

17 othe r questions, inc l uding questions about Iran . 

18 A I was asked many other questions. All of t he 

19 interviews were wide ranging. I f I'm not mistaken . I thin k 
e.v e.." 

20 ~ on CN N. I was n' t vasked about Benghazi. 

21 

22 

?'"' __ ) 

24 

Q And in addition to being asked abou t Benghazi, you 

were also asked more broadly on those shows about the 

r·egiona l unrest. 

A T 11 a t i n cl e e d was w he 1- e ma 11 y of the con v e 1· sat i o 11 s 

25 began. 
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Q And so with regard to the regiona l unrest that was 

broader than Benghazi. you were talking abou t the dynamic 

throughout t he region and not just about Benghazi. 

A Yes. with frequency . 

Q And the HPSCI talking poi nt s that we've been 

discussing in great length did not ta lk abou t that broader 

regiona l unrest. 

A That's correct. Simply on Benghazi. 

Ms. Sawyer. Thank you. 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Okay. Let's go off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 
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[11:45 a.111 . J 

2 Mr. Missakian. Let's go back on the record. 

.., 
.) Just a housekeeping item . With respect to the document 

4 issue we discussed at the end of the last break. my 

5 understanding is that that document will be identified by the 

6 Ambassador's counsel or by Mr. McQuaid at some future time. 

7 Mr. McOuaid. The --

8 Mr. Missakian. This is specifically the document. 

9 We've asked her -- she testi fied that she did a side-by-side 

10 comparison between the HPSCI talking points and the 

11 int elligence r eport . So my understanding is either the White 

12 Hou se or Ambassador Rice's personal counsel will identify 

13 that report to us i n writing . 

14 Mr. McOuai d. So can we just go off the record for a 

15 second? Are we on? I'm not sure if we're on. 

16 Mr. Mi ssaki an. We ' re on the record. 

17 Mr. McOuaid. Could we just go off the record for a 

18 moment? 

19 Mr. Missakian. Okay. Let's go off the r eco rd. 

20 [Discussion off the record.] 

21 Mr. Missakian . Let's go back on the record. 

22 Mr. McOuaid. We will work with the committee staff to 

23 identify the i ntell ige nce s he referred to in the answer in 

24 response to your question. 

25 Mr. Mis sakian. Tha nk you. 
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I'm going to turn it over to Mr . Jordan now. 

2 Mr. Jordan. Thank you. 

3 Ambassador, other than the Friday morning meeting with 

4 Secretary Clinton, did you have any other conversations or 

5 meetings with the Secretary between September 11th and when 

6 you were on the shows, Sunday the 16th? 

7 Ms. Rice. I don't recall having any ot her meetings. I 

8 may have had informa l conversations in passing. 

9 Mr. Jordan. Informal conversations in passing. And 

10 that would have been in person while at the State Department. 

11 or those could have been phone ca lls ? 

12 Ms. Rice. I don't believe there were any phone cal ls, 

13 so it would have been in person. We were, for example, 

14 together at Andrews Air Force Base. 

15 Mr. Jo,· dan. Right. 

16 Ms. Rice. I don't recall being together any other time 

17 in that window, bu t I can't exclude that possibility. 

18 Mr. Jordan. In your Friday morning meeting with 

19 Secretary Clinton. did you discuss the video during that 

20 meeting? 

21 Ms. Rice. I don't recall what we discussed in that 

22 meeting, but I doubt it. 

23 Mr. Jordan. You doubt it. In your last hour, you 

24 talked about. in the context of the video. we want to make 

25 clear t hat there's never an excuse for violence. And I think 
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you even said something to that effect on some of the shows. 

2 I'm just curious if that was brought -- it was a big topic of 

3 conversation that week. You don't recall if that came up? 

4 Ms. Rice. I don't recall that it came up. But 

5 understand that my weekly meeting with Secretary Clinton was 

6 typically about the substance of issues we were working on 

7 that were overlapping, so the work that I was doing at the 

8 U.N .. and making sure that we were sharing information that 

9 was relevant to the work I did at the U.N. 

10 Mr. Jordan . Do you recal 1 if you talked about Benghazi. 

11 about the death of the Ambassador in the meeting with 

12 Secreta ry Clinton on that Friday morning? 

13 Ms. Ri ce. I don't recall the substance of that me eting. 

14 And. indeed. as I said, unt i l re cently I didn't recall having 

15 that meeting. 

16 Mr . Jordan. Is it li kely that that would hav e come up? 

17 I mean. this is 

18 

19 

20 

Ms. Rice. I can't imagin e that we did not s hare our - 

Mr. Jordan. Okay. 

Ms . Rice. -- gr i ef and remorse about what happened to 

21 our people in Benghazi. 

22 Mr. Jordan. My understanding is you go t two phone calls 

23 from Ben Rhodes rel ative to your appearance on the Sund ay 

24 shows. When di d you receive the first phone cal l ? 

25 Ms. Rice. As I said. it was as I was driving to Andrews 
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Air Fo,·ce Base. 

2 Mr. Jordan . And that would have been before the meeting 

3 with Secretary Clinton or after the meeting? 

4 Ms. Rice. After. 

5 Mr. Jordan. Directly after the meeting? 

6 Ms. Rice. No . The meeting with Secretary Clinton was 

7 in the morning. This would have been late afternoon. 

8 Mr . Jordan. Okay. 

9 Can you again, just real quick, walk me through the 

JO timeline? Th ursday night, the 13th , you traveled from New 

11 York back to Washington. Is that accurate? 

12 Ms. Rice. I said I don't recall for sure whether I came 

13 back Thursday or Friday morning . 

14 Mr . Jordan . Okay. Friday morning, you had a meeting 

15 with the Secretary, Friday the 14th? 

16 Ms. Rice. Yes. 

17 Mr. Jordan. And what time was that mee t ing? 

18 Ms . Rice. I don't reca ll exactly, but it was usually 

19 around 10, 10:30. 

20 Mr. Jordan. Sometime after that meet i ng but before t he 

21 afternoon appearance at Andrews . you go t your f irst phone 

22 ca ll from Ben Rhodes s uggesting that you may -- they may want 

23 you to go on the Su nday shows? 

24 Ms. Ri ce. It was as I was driving to And rews. so it 

25 was 
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Mr. J ord an. As you were d r iving. 

Ms. Rice. - - in close proximity to getting to And rews. 

Mr. J or dan . Okay. 
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4 And t hen there's the event at Andrews. And t hen Friday 

5 night, you get a subseq uent call, t he second call , from Ben 

6 Rhodes saying we would li ke fo r you to actually go on those 

7 shows. 

8 M·s . Ri ce . Th at ' s cor re ct. 

9 Mr . J ordan. Al l right. 

10 You then go t o Co lumbus t hat night or t he next day? 

II Ms. Rice. The next morni ng. 

12 Mr . Jordan. The next morning. And it 's there t hat you 

13 did the 4 o'clock prep ca ll . 

14 

15 

Ms. Rice. Yes. 

Mr. Jordan. Okay . And then traveled back t o Washington 

16 somet ime Sat u rday or Sun day morn i ng . 

17 Ms. Rice. Satu,-day evening. 

18 Mr. Jordan. Saturday eve ning. Okay. 

19 Ms . Rice. After the phone ca ll . 

20 Mr . Jordan. Okay. 

21 I'm good. 

22 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

23 Q Ambassador Rice, we have a few questions about some 

24 of you r spec i fic statements during the ta l k shows, as well. 

25 But one th ing I want to clear up, at the ti me you went on t he 
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talk s hows. did you know that a li nk between the extremis t s 

in Benghazi had been drawn to either Al Qaeda or groups 

sympathetic to Al Qaeda? Were you aware of that fact? 

A What do you mean by "a link"? 
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Q We ll. that some of the part i cipants in the Benghazi 

at tacks were eit he r linked directly to Al Qaeda or were 

members of groups that were sympathetic to or affiliated with 

Al Qaeda? 

A I think we didn ' t know -- my recollection is that 

we didn't know precisely who was responsible, but we had see n 

some claims. as well as some i ndications. that Ansar 

al-Sharia may have been involved. 

Q Were you aware that the CIA or the intelligence 

community had removed r efe r enc es to Al Qaeda in the talking 

points? 

A No. I had no t hing t o do with and no knowledge of 

17 the preparation of those t alking points. 

18 Q So when you testified earlier that the talking 

19 points had been cleared so as not to disc l ose sources and 

20 methods. were you awa r e of any specific change that had bee n 

21 made to do that? 

22 A I had no knowledge of how the talking points were 

23 cleared or prepared . 

24 Q Okay . So, at the t ime, you had no idea whether or 

25 not they had bee n cleared to protect sources and methods. 
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A No, no. That's not what I said. I believed -- I 

2 understood they had been cleared, includ i ng to protect 

3 sources and methods. But I had no knowledge of what was 

4 taken -- what was put in or taken out or how they were edited 

5 at the time. 

6 Q Okay. How did you get that understanding, that 

7 they had been edited i n a way to protect sources and methods? 

8 A Because they were unc lass if ied talking points 

9 cleared by the i ntellige nce community. So part of the role 

10 of the i nte lligence community in that instance, as in any 

11 other. would be to ensure that the material was unclassified 

12 and could be sha r ed publicly. 

13 Q So is it fair to say that you didn't -- nobody told 

14 you that that had occu rr ed , that you j ust _assumed it based on 

15 t he fact that yo u knew the intelligence community had 

16 r eviewed the talking points? 

17 A I think I was told that these were unclassified, 

18 cleared talking points that we re prepared by the intelligenc e 

19 communit y. 

20 Q I understand that, but did anybody te ll you, in 

21 addition to that, that material had been removed to protect 

22 sources and methods? 

23 A I don't nobody said someth i ng had been removed 

24 or added. What I und erstood was t hat the final prod uct was 

25 unclas sif ied and cleared by the intelligence community for 
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public dissemination. 

Q Very good. Thank you. 

Let's talk about some of the specific statemen t s. We 

can go back to exhibit 6 that the mino r ity marked in the last 

hou r. if you have that in front of yo u. 

A I do. 

Q Let's begin with your comments on ABC "Th is Week." 

Mr. Sauber. Let's get the page number. 

Mr. Mi ssaki an. Page 3. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q Now. I understood your testimony wh en the minor ity 

attorneys were ask i ng you question s , and I ' d li ke to focus on 

the paragraph that begins. "But our current best assessment . " 

Do you see that ? 

A I do . 

Q And you do use the term " in f ac t. " Do you agree 

with me that somebody li sten ing to t ha t statement and hearing 

those words. "in fact." would take th at as a demonstrative. 

proven fact? 

A Not if they hea rd the cavea t s that I was carefu l to 

employ at the beginning and the end. 

Q So. in that particular se ntence. because the caveat 

was so close to the declared statement. you would expect t hat 

they would put the two together. 

A I would expect that. havi ng sa i d at the outset and 
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at the conclusion that this was cu rren t best information and 

that there was an FBI investigation, that it would be 

incorrect to say that I was providing a final. definitive 

assessment. 

Q And what did you know at the time about the FBI 

investigation? 

A That it was going to occur. 

Q That it had not started yet? 

A Right. It had just begun. 

Q Did somebody tell you the FBI was going to begin an 

invest igati on , or did you r ead about it in the paper? How 

did you come to learn that? It' s not in the talking points. 

A Whenever we lose American lives in a terrorist 

attack overseas, there is an FBI inv est igation . I knew from 

ex perience, but I also knew, based on the fact that we had 

an nou nced that there was going to be an FBI investigation, 

that , inde ed, the r e was going to be an FBI investigation. 

Q When was that 

Chairman Gowdy. Craig, let's try it a different way. 

20 Ambassador Rice, was there anybody from law enforcement 

21 on th e 4 o'clock phone call that yo u had with Ben Rhodes? 

22 Ms. Ri ce. Not that I recall. 

23 Chairman Gowdy . Did anyone from the Bureau or any other 

24 law enforcement age ncy provide you a br iefing be f ore you went 

25 on the Fox Sunday morning talk shows? 
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Ms. Rice. No. 

2 Chairman Gowdy. On one of the occasions, you said 

3 t l1i s is to Chris Wal lace - - "The FBI has a lead in this 

4 i nvestigation." How would you have learned that if you had 

5 not talked to the FBI? 

6 Ms. Rice. Because I was aware, as a senior policymaker , 

7 that the FBI has a lead role in conducting investigations in 

8 this circumstance and others like it. 

9 Chairman Gowdy. But there's a tremendous difference 

10 between the FBI has "the lead" and the FBI has "a lead. " "A 

11 lead" is a law enforcement term that we have a suspect, we 

12 ha ve a lead. 

13 Ms. Rice. No, 110, 110. Excuse me. That was not what I 

14 was trying to say. I was saying they had the lead, as i n the 

15 le adership role, not a lead on a suspect in the 

16 i nve stigation. 

17 Chairman Gowdy. All right. So at least wit h respect to 

18 that transcript, you intended the article "t he" instead of 

19 the article "a" to modify the lead. You were not suggesti ng 

20 that they had a lead but that the y were tak in g the lead in 

21 the investigation. 

22 Ms. Rice. That's what I meant. 

Chairman Gowdy. Okay. All right. 

24 Well, t hen , if we could go to the interview with Bob 

25 Schieffer, you said, "The FBI" - -
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Mr. McQua i d. What's the page . Congressma n? 

2 Mr. Missakian. Page 8. 
., 
.) Chai rman Gowdy. If you go back when the i ss ue was first 

4 broached. "Wel 1 , Bob, l et me te l l you what we understand t o 

5 be t he assessment at p rese nt . First of all , ve ry 

6 i mpor t antly, as you di scussed wi t h the pres i de nt . t he r e is an 

7 in vestigation t hat the United States government wil l launch. 

8 l ed by the FB I t hat has beg un." 

9 Then your nex t comment is , "They are not on the ground 

10 ye t but they have already begun look i ng at al l so r ts of 

11 evide nce . " 

12 What we r e th ey look i ng at that you knew abo ut? 

13 Ms. Ri ce. I didn ' t know spec i fically wha t evide nce . but 

14 I kne w that the i nvestigat i on had beg un and t hat they would 

15 do as t hey customarily do , try to gat he r as much ev i dence as 

16 po ss ibl e . 

17 Cha irman Gowdy. Th ey do cus t omari l y try t o do t hat; you 

18 ar e corre c t. But your statement was. "Th ey have already 

19 beg un looking at all sorts of evidence. " Who to l d you t hat ? 

20 Ms . Ri ce . I don't r ecall exa c tly who t ol d me t ha t . 

21 Chai rm an Gowdy. Do yo u know wh en yo u would have been 

22 to ld t hat? 

23 Ms. Ri ce . I don't know exact l y when but sometime 

24 betwee n Sep t ember 11th and Sept ember 16th. 

25 Chairman Gowdy . And t here was no one from law 
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enforcement on the 4 p.m. call? 

2 Ms . Rice. No. not to my knowledge. 

.., 
.) Chairman Gowdy . Do you recall talking to anyone wit h 

4 the Bureau before you went on the Sunday morning talk shows? 

5 Ms. Rice . No. 

6 Chairman Gowdy. Well, this i s what I ' m trying t o 

7 reconc ile . If you didn 't talk to anyone wi th the FBI, who 

8 would have told you that they had all so rts of evidence? 

9 Ms. Rice. I didn't say they had -- "t hey have begun 

10 looking at all sor t s of evidence." I was awa re, as a senior 

11 U.S . policymaker, that we had announced the re was a n FBI 

12 inves tigation already und erway and that that i nvest iga tion 

13 would involve ga t he r i ng and looking at all so rt s of ev i dence. 

14 Chairman Gowdy. All r ight . But you go on t o say 

15 "already available to them and to us ." What evidence was 

16 al r eady available to you? 

17 Ms. Rice . To me personally , none. 

18 Cha·i rm an Gowdy. Then why would you have said "avai l able 

l9 t o them and to us"? 

20 Ms. Rice. I meant to the administ r ation. 

21 Chairman Gowdy. Do you know what was available to the 

22 administration? 

23 Ms. Rice. Not precisely at t his point. 

24 Chairman Gowdy. Not at th i s po int o r no t at the point 

25 that you - -
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Ms. Rice. At the time. 

2 Chairman Gowdy. You did not know at t he time what 

3 evidence was available to the administration. 

4 Ms. Rice. That's correct. 

5 Chairman Gowdy. Then why would you say "already 

6 available to them and to us"? 

7 Ms. Rice. Because I knew that we had already begun the 

8 process of gathering i nformation, both from an intelligence 

9 side as well as from the law enforcement side. 

10 Chairman Gowdy. All r i ght. I'm with you on the 

II intelligence side , but this -- but I can ' t fi nd an interview 

12 that you conducted where you did not use "the FBI." And what 

13 I'm trying to understand is what was the source of your 

14 informa t ion from the FBI. 

15 Ms. Rice. I didn' t have any specif i c i nformation from 

16 the FBI . I was aware and what I was trying to convey is t hat 

17 the FBI was in the process of beginning its investigation. 

18 Chairman Gowdy. So if you were to say they already had 

19 begun looking at all sorts of evidence of various sorts 

20 already ava ila ble to them and to us. in fact. you were not 

21 available - - you were not aware of what evidence they had. 

22 Ms. Rice . I knew t hey were looking at i ntellige nce 

among other sources of evidence. 

24 Chairma n Gowdy. Do you know whether the FBI played a 

25 role in drafting th e talking points? 
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Ms. Rice. I don't know what ro l e the FBI played in 

drafting the talking points. 

J Chairman Gowdy. They were not on the 4 p.m . call. to 

4 the best of your recollection. Do you know if they were 

5 already interviewing survivors? 

6 Ms. Ri ce . I don ' t know. 

7 Chairman Gowdy. Would you agree that t he su rviv o r s 

8 would l1a ve been a very good source of evidence or inforn1at ion 

9 as to what happened in Benghazi? 

10 Ms . Ric~ In al l likelihood . 

11 Chairman ~_Qwdy_;_ Do you know whethe,- - - you do not know 

12 whether those inte r views had begun taking place or not? 

13 Ms. Rice . I don't know. I didn't know. and I clon't 

14 know. 

15 Chai rman Gowdy . I certainly understand the histo ry of 

16 the Bureau investigating incidents overseas. What I 'm trying 

17 t o come to grips with is you men ti on ~t every on e of your 

18 Sunday mo r ning talk shows and at least one occasi on you sa id 
f'(\ e..0..0 -\-

19 th ey had a lead in tl1e investiga t ion. You say you~ "th e 

2 O l e a d . " T h a t ' s f i n e . I cl o n ' t h a v e a n y t h i 11 g t o c on t ,· a d i c t 

21 that. But then you said. "Tl1ey have already begun look i ng at 

')') 

23 

r _) 

all sor ts of evidence . " 

Can you unde rs tand how that might suggest t o the vi ewer 

that the FB I had placed its impr ima tur on what you were 

saying? 
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Ms. Rice . No. I don't see that connection. 

2 Chairman Gowdy. You don't see how saying. "They have 

3 already begun looking at all sorts of evidence of various 

4 sorts already available to them as to us" -- you don't see 

5 how that could be perceived --

6 Ms. Rice. "And they wi 11 get on the ground and continue 

7 the investigation." 

8 Chairman Gowdy. Right. And I would have no qualms if 

9 you had sa id they have begun their investigation and we don 't 

10 know yet what they know. But t hat doesn't read to me like 

11 what you said. 

12 Ms. Rice. Okay. 

13 Chairman Gowdy. What does the phrase "in fact" mean to 

14 you? 

15 

16 

Ms. Rice. It means " i ndeed." 

Chairman Gowdy. It means "indeed." 

17 Ms. Rice. It can mean different tl1i ngs, but it can mean 

18 " i nd eed." It can mean "as a matter of fact." It can mean 

19 "as a statement of fact . " 

20 Chairman Gowdy . You used that phrase a lot during al l 

21 of the interviews . What did you mean by th e ph ra se " i n 

22 fact"? 

23 Ms. Rice. I'd have to look at it in the context of each 

24 of the interviews . 

25 Chairman Gowdy. Okay. We'll start with the Jake Tapper 
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interview. "Our best curre nt assessment, based on the 

2 info,·mation " --

.., 

.) Mr. Sauber. What's the page, Congressman? 

4 Mr. Missakian. Page 2 . Page 2. 

5 Chairman Gowdy. I'm looking at the same exhibit you 

6 are. 

7 Mr. Sauber. Page 2? 

8 Ms. Rice . Two or 3. 

9 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. It's on page -- it's number 3, 

10 halfway through. 

11 Mr. Sauber. Yep. Thank you. 

12 Chairman Gowdy. "Our best current assessment, based on 

13 the information that we have at present, is that, in fact, 

14 what this began as, it was a spontaneous " -- what did you 

15 mean by "in fact"? 

16 Ms. Ri ce. What I meant was that what we understood to 

17 be the case at the ti me was as I desc ribed. It was 

18 spontaneous, no t premeditated, et cetera. 

19 Chairman Gowdy. But why would you use the -- why would 

20 you use the phrase "in fact"? Ranking Member Schiff took 

21 great pains to talk abou t al l the qualifying language t hat 

22 you used. "I n fact " strikes me as being more def i nitive than 

qualifying language. 

24 Ms. Rice. Given a l l the qualifie rs that I put in here. 

25 I was not trying to convey that what I was saying was the 
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last and final word on this. 

2 Chairman Gowdy. Okay. 

3 What does the word "premeditated" mean to you? 

4 Ms. Rice. It means that whoeve r was involved had 

5 pl ann ed in advance to do what they did. 

6 Chairman Gowdy. How much planning would need to have 

7 ta ken place for it to qualify as premeditated or preplanned? 

8 Ms. Rice. I don't have a clear answer to that. 

9 Chairman Gowdy. Well, you specifically said it was not 

10 preplanned and not premeditated. So I'm trying to get an 

11 understanding of how sho r t a pe r iod of time something would 

12 need to be planned to not be preplanned or premeditated. 

13 What time period? 

14 Ms. Rice. I don ' t have a defini ti ve answer to that 

15 question . 

16 What I was t r ying to do, sir . is to convey, consistent 

17 with the talking poi nt s . that this was. to the best of our 

18 understanding, a spontaneous reaction. And, to me, the 

19 antithesis of "spontaneous " is "preplann ed or premeditated." 

20 I was try ing to say t he same t hi ng in a slightly different 

21 way. 

22 Chair man Gowdy . Okay. 

23 

24 

25 

Go on . Cra ig . 

Mr·. Missak ian . Okay. 

BY MR. MIS SAKIAN: 
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Q Continuing with your interview on ABC. I'd just 

2 like to go over a couple of other statements. 

3 Let's flip to the to p of pa ge 4. Th is is an answer --

4 at the very top, you give an answer. Mr. Tapper asks you on 

5 the pre vious page, "Why was there such a security breakdown? 

6 Why was t he re not bet te r secur i ty at t he compou nd in 

7 Benghazi? Why were ther e not U.S. Marines at the embassy in 

8 Tripoli?" 

9 And t hen you respond, and this is also at the bottom of 

10 page 3. "Well . first of all, we l1ad a substa ntial security 

11 presence with our personnel." 

12 

13 

14 

I 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

Where ar e we? 

We're at the bottom of page - - page 3. "We l l , 

first of all. we had a substant i a l secu r ity presence wi th our 

personnel." Do you see that at the bottom? 

A Yes. I do . 

Q Okay. When you sa id "o ur personnel," we r e you 

referring to the State Department ' s? 

A Yes. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Q What did you mean, you said, "vile had a substantial 

security presence with our personnel "? 

A I meant what I just said. 

Q What does a substantial secur i ty pres ence mean to 

25 you? 
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A It means significant . more than one, more th an two. 

2 more than three. 

3 Q Did you have any indication of how ma ny security 

4 personnel were actually with the State Department in 

5 Benghazi? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Did I have any i nd ication? 

Did you have any indication at the time yo u made 

8 the comments how many State Department person nel , security 

9 personnel, were in Benghazi? 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

I knew 

Okay. 

I knew 

Okay. 

I knew 

we had a Diplomatic Security pr esence. 

we had contractors. 

that two of the people who had been kil led 

15 were there in a security capacity. 

16 Q Okay. But in terms of "s ubsta nt ial security 

17 presence," to you that mean s more than one indi vi dual? 

18 

19 

A It means - - it can - - ce r ta i nly me ans more t han 

one. But it doesn't mean I wasn't try ing to say it mea ns 

20 10, i t means 20, it means 50. It was substantial . 

21 Q Is "substantial security presence " more tha n on e? 

22 Is that -- in all situa tion s, does a substan tial security 

23 presence mean more than one, or are you refe r ring 

24 spec ifically to Ben ghazi in this case? 

25 A I was refer ri ng to Bengha zi. 
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Q Okay. 

2 A But I was also making the point, as you'll see 

3 subsequently, that it obviously didn't prove sufficient to 

4 the attac k. 

5 Q Okay. So I just want to make sure I'm clear. 

6 "Substantial security presence," in your mi nd , can mean two 

7 individuals. 

8 A I didn't say that. 

9 Q You said more than one. 

10 A I said more tha n one, mo re than two -- we can keep 

11 go i ng. I didn't mean to imp ly --

12 Q Well, i f it is more than one, then --

13 Mr. Sauber . For the sake of the r ecord. let' s just back 

14 off a little bit and just let everything get put on the 

15 record. 

16 BY MR. DAVIS: 

17 Q "Substanti al" you said was mo,·e than one. Is that 

18 correc t ? 

19 A I did not put a number on "substa nt ial." 

20 Q But "subs tantial" could be two. because two is mo,·e 

21 t han one. 

22 A I didn't say that. 

23 Q So you had rea ll y no i ndication of what number you 

24 were referring to when you said "substantial." 

r _ ) A I knew that the State Depa r tmen t spokes person had 
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called it robust. I knew from my time visiting Libya that 

that there was a Diplomatic Security presence that was 

noteworthy. And I know that, in general, when we have 

Di pl omati c Secu rit y present and contractors. that it is not 

insubstantial. 
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I want to recall, as well, that I said very clearly that 

it was not sufficient to the attack that transpired. 

Q Sure. 

So, following along, top of page 4, you say, "With our 

personnel and the consu la te in Benghazi." Was there a 

consulate in Benghazi? 

A I t was a diplomatic post. 

Q Why did you say "consulate" if there was no 

consul ate in Benghazi? 

A I may have mi sspoke. 

Q Okay. Is there a di fference between a consu lat e 

and a diplomatic post? 

A Yes, in fact, there i s. 

Q Okay. Can you expla i n what that difference is? 

A A consulate is there to provide services to 

American citizens . A diplomatic post could be a more 

informal office. 

Q And are diplomatic posts always notified to t he 

host government? 

A I presume, if it's a State Department facility. 
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6 

Mr. McQuaid. Can we go off the record? 

Mr. Mi ssaki an. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Missakian. Back on the record. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Q The follo wing sentence. "Tragically. two of the 

7 four Americans who were killed were there providing 

8 security . " 

9 Were they providing security to the diplomatic post in 

10 Benghazi? 

A 

Q 

I thought they were at the time. 

You thought they were. How was that your 

underst anding? 

A Because they were security personnel. 

Q But were they security personnel for the State 

Department? 

A I under stood them to be at the time. 

Q And how was t hat your und ersta nd i ng ? 
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11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

Because that was the only presence I was aware of . 

Whe n did you become aware of a presence by the CIA 

21 in Benghazi? 

22 A That's out of scope. 

23 Mr. Sauber. Yeah. Within what ti me period? 

24 Mr. Dav is . Did yo u learn between September 11 and 

25 September 16 that were was a CIA presence in Benghazi? 
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Ms . Ri ce. I t hink -- no. I think I learned 

2 subsequently. 

3 Mr. Missakia n. C~n we go off t he record for j us t a 

4 second? 

5 [Discussion off the record . ] 

6 Mr . Missak ia n . Let 's go back on the r ecord. 

7 Mr. Da vis. So nobody to ld you between the dates of 

8 September 11 and September 16 that t wo of t he fo ur Amer i ca ns 

9 who were kil led who were pr ovi di ng secu r i t y ac tuall y worked 

10 for the CIA and not t he State Departme nt? 

11 Ms. Ri ce . Not that I re call. 

12 Mr. Davis. All r i ght. 

13 Mr. Missakian . And you learn ed that s ubsequentl y? 

14 Ms . Ric e . To the best of my recollect ion. I learned it 

15 su bsequently. 

16 Mr. Mi ssak ian. How did yo u learn tha t ? 

17 Ms. Rice. I don't remember . 

18 Mr. Davis. Really quickly , while we 're on the topic , 

19 with your i nterview wi t h Mr. Tapper, I'm go ing to go back 

20 really quick l y to page 3. It says , "We beli eve that folks i n 

21 Ben ghazi. a small numb er of people came to the emb assy t o" 

22 Mr . Sa ube r. Hold on. Which pa r agrap h? 

23 Mr. Da vis. Su r e. I t's the thi r d f ul l paragraph under 

24 "TAPPER:" . 

25 Ms. Rice. I ' m sor ry. Where are we? 



Mr. Sauber. Thi rd ful 1 paragraph unde r "TAPPER:". 

2 Under what he's saying or what Ambassador Rice is sayi ng ? 

3 Mr. Missakian. Her answer begins in the middle of the 

4 paragraph --

5 Mr. Sauber. Okay. Okay. 

6 Mr. Missakian. where he's saying something. 

7 Mr. Sauber. Thanks. 

8 Mr. Missakian. It's the parag r aph that begins, "We 

9 believe." 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Q So, second sentence of that parag raph. 

A Yep, I see it. 

Q "And then as that unfolded" - - "as that unfolded. 

it seems to have been hijacked, l et us say, by some 

individual clusters of extremists who came wit h heavie r 

weapons." 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

l 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

What indication did you have t hat anything was hi jacked 

by extremists who came with heavie r weapons? 

A We l l, consistent with the talking points 

Q Okay. 

A we understood that this beg an as a demonstration 

22 and th at the demonstration involved -- evolved in to a di rect 

23 assault. 

24 

25 

Q 

A 

Okay. 

Indicat ions t hat ex tr emis ts par t i c i pated. I was 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

trying simply to say the same thing a dif f erent way. 

Q Okay. But you 'r e not awa re as to whethe r or no t 

the extremists were there at the beginning or whether they 

may have hijacked the demonstratio ns? 

A Consistent with the talking poi nts, my 
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understanding at the time was that the demonstrat i ons evolved 

into something that became much more violent. 

Q Right. And I guess my question to you is, does it 

say in the talking points that the ext remists ca me to the 

demonstrations later or that they had been ther e from t he 

beginning? I'm trying t o unde rstand how you draw the 

A It's not specific . 

Q It's not specific. But you made it more spe cific 

in what you said? 

A I don't read it that way. 

Q All right. So when you say "it seems to have been 

hijacked," what does that mean to you? 

A That it was -- wha t began as a demonst ra t ion 

evolved into something much mo re vio lent and that extremi sts 

came to the fray -- I don't know exactly at wha t stage t hey 

came to the fray; I wasn't purporting to tr y t o describe t hat 

here and th at it evolved into something much more violent. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q Thank you. 

I f you could fli p to page 5, towards the top of the 
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page. Mr. Tapper makes this stateme nt: "It j ust seems that 

2 the U.S. gover nment is powerle s s as this -- as t his mae l strom 

3 er upts." 

4 And · then you res pond, "It's actually the opposite. 

5 First of all, let ' s be clear about wha t transpired here . 

6 What happened thi.s wee k in Cairo. i n Bengha zi. i n man y ot her 

7 parts of the region ... was a result - - a direct result of a 

8 heinous and of fensive vi deo that was widely dissemi nated." 

9 Mr . McQua id . Could yo u jus t read t he full context? You 

10 missed a li ne . 

11 Ms. Rice. Tapper addi ng , "Tun i sia , Khartoum." 

12 BY MR. MI SSAKIAN: 

13 Q Oh. Ab solutely . After yo u say "in many other 

14 pa r ts of the region," Mr. Tapper inte rj ects, "Tunisia. 

15 Kh artoum." You co nti nue, "was a resu lt - - a direct result of 

16 the heinou s and offensive vi deo t hat was widely 

17 dissemi nated." And t hen it continues. 

18 Just so we're clear, yo u in t ended to include Benghazi in 

19 that stateme nt even t hou gh t he r e are a number of othe r parts 

20 in the world that ar e identified, correct? 

21 A No. What I wa s speak i ng to was the wide swa th of 

22 pr ot ests that had occurred around the world during the co urse 

23 of the week. And I was maki ng clear t hat this wide spectrum 

24 of protests had oc curred and had been li nked to the video. 

25 Q Okay. Well, we know t here we r e no prot es t s in 
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Benghazi. conect? 

Mr . McQuaid. Off the record, off the --

J Ms . Rice . I did not know --

4 M,- . McQuaid. reco,-d, off the reco,-d. 

5 Ms. Rice. that at the t ime. 

6 Mr. Missakian. Let her please let her answer. 
uJ°'" 'r 

7 Mr. McQu aid. Well, no. I don'tvher to answer until we 

8 u n d e r s t a n d t h a t y o u ' ,- e n o t a s ~i n g h e r f o ,- h e r c u r r e n t 
\,\ e.r o\ 

9 assessment, but 
11
understandi ng vwhat she said at the time. 

JO Mr. Missakian . Well, part of the scope of our agreement 

JI is she -- we're entitled to ask he r about wl1at she le arned 

12 after she made t he statements on the talk shows. I f she d id 

13 not learn about the fact that the r e were no protests, she can 

14 say t hat, but we ' re entitled to ask that. 

15 M,-. McQuaid. We l l. actuall y, what we agreed to is 

16 Ms. Sachs man Grooms. Are we on the record or off? 

17 Mr. Davis . We're on the record, Susanne. 

18 Mr. McQuai d. Can we go of f the record? 

19 Mr . Davis. We can stay on the r ecord. 

20 Mr. McQuaid. You're not going to let me go off t he 

21 record? 

Mr. Davis. We ca n stay on t he re cord and have t his 

21 discussion. 

24 Cha irman Gowdy. Why don't we just go off the record. 

25 Mr. Missakia n . Okay. Let's go off the record. 
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[Disc ussion off the reco r d. ] 

2 Mr. Missakian . Let's go back on the reco rd. 

3 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

4 Q If I recal l it correctly , that, as of 

5 September 28 th , t he Of f ice of the Director of Na t i onal 

6 In t e l ligence came out wi t h a new assessme nt, a public 

7 statement. in which t hey made clear t hat there were no 

8 protests t hat preceded the attacks i n Benghazi . Are you 

9 aware of t hat? 

10 A Yes. 

11 Q Al l rig ht. So at t he time or close i n ti me to your 

12 appeara nces on t he t alk shows . you did learn t hat, in fact, 

13 there were no protests that occurred in Benghazi prior to t he 

14 attacks. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I l ea r ned that after my appearance -

Yes . 

- - on t he talk shows . 

After. After. 

Some days aft e r. 

Some days after . 

21 So I just wanted to unde r stand what you were saying 

22 what you ' re now saying abou t what yo u i nte nded here. Because 

23 if I read t his . and I t hi nk a common readi ng would be t o 

24 suggest t hat what occ ur r ed in Benghazi in the at tacks were a 

25 direct resu l t of t he he inou s and offensive vi deo. 
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A I think if yo u look at what I said on the other 

2 shows. I was trying to draw a direct link between the video 

3 and what happened in Cairo. And here I was t ryi ng to explain 

4 that the video had been a proximate i nspi rat ion for the wide 

5 range of protests that we saw around the reg ion. 

6 Q You don't use the term "wide range of protests." 

7 You specifically --

8 A I say - -

9 Q - - identify Cairo. Benghazi. Mr. Tapper then 

10 throws in Tunisia and Khar toum. So you specifically single 

11 out Benghazi and tie it to t he he i nous and offensive video . 

12 A What I was trying to do, if you l ook carefull y at 

13 the t ranscr ipt , it says. "Cairo. i n Benghazi. in many othe r 

14 parts of the region." And t hen Mr. Tapper cut s me off and 

15 adds Tunisia and Khar tou m. And th en I conti nu ed. I was 

16 making the broad point about what had tr ansp ired arou nd the 

17 WO 1· ld - -

18 Q But you in c lud e --

19 A -- during t hat week. 

20 Q But yo u in clude Benghazi. 

21 Mr. McQuaid . Let he r fin ish the answer. 

22 

?" _.) 

24 

25 

Q 

A 

Q 

BY MR . MISSAKIAN: 

Are yo u f in ished with you r answer? 

Yes. 

Okay. But you inc lude Be ng hazi in the answer. 
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A I said Cai ro, Benghazi, and many ot her pa rt s of t he 

2 

3 

r egion. 

Q 

4 response? 

5 A 

Okay. So why di d you i nclude Benghazi in this 

I was t ryi ng t o convey th at t he r e were 

6 demonst r ations, i ncluding we thought there we r e 

7 demonst r ations in Benghazi, and I was tryi ng t o say that the 

8 demonst r ations that occurred around the wo r ld were l i nked to 

9 the video. 

10 In my other tr anscr ip ts, if you go t hrough t he m very 

11 ca ref ully, you ' ll see t ha t I tr i ed to be l i nking i t mo r e 

12 direct l y to what had happened i n Cairo, whic h is real l y what 

13 I was trying to emphasize. 

14 Q Okay. We will go t hrough those transcripts. But 

15 to the exten t you were linking Benghazi and suggesting that 

16 the r e were pro t ests there , your stateme nt -- and t el l me if 

17 you di sagree with t his -- your statement that what occu r red 

18 in Benghazi was a 1·es ult , and then for emphas i s you say "a 

19 direct re sult," of the hei nous and offensive video." I mean, 

20 do you believe that you we nt a l ittle bit beyond what was in 

2 1 the ta lk i ng points in making that statement? 

22 A I wasn ' t even tryi ng to utilize the talking points 

23 he r e . I was talki ng about wha t had happened a rou nd t he 

24 wor l d. Th at's what I mea nt to be focused on. 

25 Q So when you incl uded Benghazi , did you -- was 

I . 
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that di d you misspeak? 

2 A Quite possibly. 

3 Q Because you would agree th at, at the time you made 

4 this statement on Mr. Tapper's show, the information you had 

5 did not -- did not sta t e th at there was a direct connection 

6 between th e video and wha t occur r ed in Benghazi. 

7 A That's r i ght . And that's why I was , I think, more 

8 precise in the other tr anscr ip ts. 

9 Q Let's move to t hose othe r transcr ipt s now. 

JO If yo u could go t o the Fox News transcript, which begins 

11 on page 17. What happened he r e. I gather . towards the 

12 beginning of t he interview is t hat Mr. Wa l lace shows you a 

13 clip of J ay Carney saying something at a press confe r ence. 

14 which I bel ieve occur red the day -- 2 days before, on 

15 Sep t ember 14t h. 

16 So we're now on page 18. If you look towards t he bottom 

17 of the page, the,-e's a clip f,-0 111 J ay Carney that says, "This 

18 is not a case of protests di r ec t ed at the United States writ 

19 large or a t U.S . policy . This i s i n response to a video t hat 

20 is offensive." 

21 And Mr . Wal l ace makes t he statement . or asks you t he 

22 question. "You don't rea lly be li eve th at?" And you respond. 

Y' _ .) "Chris. absol utely I bel i eve that. In fact. it i s t he case. 

24 We had the evolution of the Arab spring over t he last many 

25 months. But what sparked the recent vio lence was the ai ri ng 
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on the Internet of a very hateful and very offensive video 

2 that has offended many people around the world." 

3 Now, as I read that, it seems to me as if you are making 

4 a very definitive statement. You used, in the second 

5 sentence there, the word "is." "It is t he case." 

6 How do you respond? Do you believe that you overstated 

7 the talking points in giving this answer to Mr. Wal lace? 

8 A No. The talk i ng points were not germane to what I 

9 was being asked. If you go back and look at the start of the 

10 transcript, you'll see that the whole se tup for t his - - for 

11 my interview and this piece were the protests that Chris 

12 Wallace said had occurred. "Protesters " - - I'm quoting now 

13 Chris Wallace at the beginning of the interview with me. 

14 Let me begin at the very beginning. 

15 "And hello again from FOX News in Washington. 

16 "We'll talk with Ambassador Rice and Chairman Rogers in 

17 a moment. But, first , here is the l atest on the situation 

18 overseas: 

19 "Protester s have attacked U. S . targets in more than 20 

20 nations. Citing concerns over security, t he State Department 

21 ordered all nonessential U.S. government personnel to lea ve 

22 Sudan and Tunisia. And in Benghazi, Libya, there are reports 

23 of more arres ts in the attack that killed four Americans, 

24 including Ambassador Chris Stevens . 

25 "For more on the continuing unrest, let's bring in 



118 

correspondent Leland Vittert, who is in Cairo, Egypt." 

2 And then he goes through what happened in Cairo: 

3 protesters carrying posters of Osama bin Laden. In Tunis. 

4 U.S. citizens have been advised to evacuate the country. The 

5 government of Sudan has denied entry to Marines. Al Qaeda in 

6 the Arabian Peninsula has issued a communique urging more 

7 attacks. 

8 Joining us now is Ambassador Susan Rice. 

9 Welcome back to FOX. 

10 Thank you. 

11 So we are talking here about the attacks . Chris 

12 Wallace: "Thi s week, there have been anti-American protests 

13 in two dozen countries across the Islamic world. The White 

14 House says it has nothing to do with the president 's 

15 policies." 

16 Then you go to Ja y Carney . 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

"You don ' t believe that?" Well, yes, I do, is wl1at I 

say. 

Q Okay. So if I understand you correct l y then, your 

answer was meant to exc lude what occurred in Benghazi . 

A 

Q 

My answer was about the protests around the world. 

Okay, even tho ugh the lead -in . which you just read 

23 t O LI 5 - -

24 

25 

A 

Q 

He conf lated them. 

He confl ated t hem. Okay. 
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4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
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Even though the lead-in mentioned Benghazi, Libya, your 

answer was meant to exclude it. Is that fair? 

A It was meant to comment on what was really his 

question, which was the protests around the world. "Two 

dozen countries across the Islamic world. The White House 

says it has nothing to do wit h the president's policies." 

That's what I was addressing. 

Q Okay. But you didn't -- you didn't -- certainly 

didn't make that clear in the answer. 

And if you go to the next page, at the ve ry top, you 

11 say 

12 Mr. Sauber. So we're on 19 now? 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Mr. Missakian. Yes, page 19. 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q At the top, you say, "Such t hi ngs that have sparked 

outrage and anger and this has been the proximate cause of 

what we've seen ." 

You didn't exclude Benghazi. I mean, if you had to do 

it over again, do you think it would have been bette r to 

exclude Benghazi f rom that statement? 

A 

Q 

I wasn't addressing Benghazi in this statement. 

But you coul d understand how somebody watching and 

23 listening to you could have under stood what you were saying 

24 to apply to Benghazi. I s that fair? 

25 A You know what, I actually don't think so. Because 
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was he showing clips from protests that occurred in all these 

2 other places . That was the video on the screen; that was 

3 what the ques t ion was about. 

4 Q And later in your interview with Mr . Wallace, you 

5 made the statement -- and I can't find it. Maybe somebody 

6 can help me. But you say, we don't see at this point signs 

7 this was a coordinated, planned, pr emeditated atta ck. 

8 Mr. McQuaid. Let's clarify that if you want us to 

9 

10 

I I 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Mr. Missakian. Let's go off the record for a second 

wh ile we fi nd this. 

[D iscussion of f the record .] 

Mr. Missakian. Let' s go back on the re cord. 

BY MR. MI SSAKIAN: 

Q Pag e 23 , you say , "But we don't see at this point 

signs this was a coordinated plan, premeditated attack." 

Would you agree with me that that's a different 

statement, conveys a dif ferent sentiment. than if you had 

said . "At this point. our assessment is that this was 

spontaneous"? Certainly there you would have to agree there 

were signs t hat this attack wa s premeditated. 

A I'm - - if you will allow me. I'm still t rying to 

read the tr anscr ipt. 

Q Please. Just l et me know when you're done . 

A 

Q 

So, again? I'm r eady. 

My question is, do you see a difference in saying 
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that our best assessment is that the attacks were spontaneous 

2 versus what you said here , where you say there are no signs 

3 that the attack was premeditated or coordinated? Do you see 

4 a difference in those two wordings? 

5 A What I was try i ng to do is to contrast the 

6 spontaneous with preplanned or premeditated. 

7 So if you look at the paragraph prior, I say after all 

8 the customary caveats, "The information, the best information 

9 and best assessment we have today is that in fact this was 

10 not a preplanned, premeditated attack. That what happened 

II i nitially was that it was a sponta neou s reaction." 

12 So I was trying to indicate. consistent with the talking 

13 points , that spon taneous and premeditat ed, preplanned. as I 

14 said ea rlier, are close to opposites. And that was the point 

15 I was trying to make. 

16 Q Well, let's ask it this way. At the time, what 

17 would you have -- you, personally -- have considered a sign 

18 that this was coordinated or premeditated? 

19 A I don't have an answer to that question. It cou ld 

20 ha ve been any number of things. 

21 

22 

24 

r _ ) 

Q For example? 

A Intelligence indicati ng that we had knowledge that 

the terrorists had plotted this out in advance. 

Q So , for example, an intercept? 

A Po tential ly . 



2 

3 

Q Anything else? 

A 

Q 

Any kind of intelligence. 

Any kind of intelligence. Huma n intelligence. 

122 

4 signals intelligence. 

5 A Yeah. provided it was deemed c redible and 

6 reinforced by other sources. 

7 Q What about anything else? Do you beli eve th at. for 

8 example. the nature of the attack co uld ha ve been a sign t hat 

9 it was preplanned or premeditated? For example. if it was a 

10 complex attack, could that have suggested to you that it was 

11 preplanned or premeditated? 

12 A Could have been, but not necessarily so. 

13 Q Not necessarily so. but it could have been a 

14 factor. Okay. What about the types of weapons that were 

15 

16 

17 

18 

used? 

A I would say the same. Co uld have bee n . but not 

necessarily so. We knew that heavy weapons were involved. 

Q Right. In your mind, did that suggest to you one 

19 way or the other at the time whether it was premeditated o r 

20 preplanned? 

21 A It could have been. but it was not c l ear t hat it - -

22 it could have not been. 

23 Q But it's a potential that it could have been? 

24 A It could have been. But the best assessment that I 

25 was given and that I tried to convey is that, indeed, this 
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was a spontaneous demonstration that evolved into a larger 

2 attack with heavy weapons. 

3 Q What about the number of attackers? Could that 

4 have been a sign that it was premeditated? For example , if 

5 it was a handful of people, you know, maybe you can get t hose 

6 folks together on the spur of the moment, but if it was 20 , 

7 50, 100, would that have suggested to you that it was 

8 potentially preplanned or premeditated? 

9 A I don' t think the numbers are indicative of 

10 planing. 

11 Q Okay. Why is that? 

12 A Because a single bomber can have preplanned an 

13 attack and carry it out . 

14 Q That's correct. But so, on the opposite side, if 

15 you had 100 attackers, in your mind, that would not have 

16 suggested preplanning. 

17 A It does not, in itself, indicate replanning. 

18 Q But, like the others. it could suggest prep lanning, 

19 the number of attackers. 

20 A As I said, I don't think the number of attackers i s 

21 indicative of the degree of planning. 

22 

?'> _.) 

24 

r _) 

Q Well, it may not be indicati ve , but would you agree 

that if you have more attackers involved, that they appear to 

be coordinated, that could be evidence tha t it was preplanned 

or premeditated? 
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A I didn' t draw any conclusions one way or t he othe r . 

2 I was trying to ad here to the best assessment of t he 

3 i nte l ligence commu ni ty. 

4 Q Okay. 

5 Could we go off the record for a second? 

6 [Discuss i on off the record. ] 

7 Mr. Mis sakian. Let's go back on the r ecord. 

8 Al l right. I would like to now move to the CNN 

9 interview. 

10 Oh. yea h . Sorry. My colleague has a question. 

11 Mr. Da vis. I'm sorry. J ust a couple more questions 

12 abou t yo ur in t erview with Mr . Wal l ace. 

13 BY MR. DAVIS: 

14 Q On page 23, t he second fu ll paragraph, it says, 

15 "But we don ' t see at this poin t signs this was a coo rdi nated 

16 plan." When you say "we ," who a r e you referring? 

17 A The U.S. Gover nment. 

18 Q U.S. Governme nt. And t hat would i nclude the CIA? 

19 A I t would i ncl ude the intel li gence commu nity. 

20 Q Okay . Of which t he CIA is a part? 

21 A Yes. 

22 Q Okay. 

23 So when you say, "We don't see at th i s po i nt signs , " 

24 does that mean t here were no signs that this was a 

coordinated plan? 
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A As I said in response to Craig, what I was trying 

2 to do is to adhere to the talking points. which said this was 

3 spontaneously inspired, and I was contrast i ng that with 

4 premed i tated and preplanned. 

5 Q But when you said, "We don't see at this point 

6 signs," d id you mea n to say that there we r e no signs, or did 

7 you mean to say that there was no conclusion that it was a 

8 coordinated, premeditated attack? 

9 A I didn 't purport to draw any final conclusions at 

10 any point during these interviews. I was very careful to 

11 underscore that I was providing the current best information 

12 and that info rmation co uld change . 

13 Q Okay. 

14 Just a couple more questions about your int ervi ew with 

15 Mr. Wallace. 

16 Your next response: "Well, we obviously did have a 

17 strong secur i ty presence." What did you me an when you said 

18 "strong security presence"? 

19 

20 

21 

A 

I used . 

Q 

22 "s trong. " 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

I th in k we had this exc hange over another adjec ti ve 

That was "substantia l. " I'm asking you about 

The same answer app l ies. 

Same answer? Okay . So more than one? 

That wasn't my prior answer. 
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Q I want to go down a little bit further. 

2 "But. obviously. there was a significant security 

3 presence." Same adjective? "Strong," "substantia l ." 

4 "significant"? 

5 A You asked me earlier what I meant by "substantia l ." 

6 and I said --

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Q Right. 

A -- "significant ." So I meant to use these as 

similar terms --

Q Okay. 

A - - consis t ent with the termino logy used by the 

State Department spokesman, which was " robust . " I think, 

actua ll y. these words are not as - -

Q Strong. 

A - - strong as "robust." Bu t , nonetheless. as I said 

here and in other circumstances. it proved inadequate to t he 

attack that transpired. 

Q Okay. 

And. really quick. going up the page on page 23. "Well, 

we obvious l y did have a strong security presence . And, 

unfortunately. two of the four Americans who died in Benghazi 

were there to provide securi ty." 

A I'm sorry. Wher e are you? 

Q I'm sorry. It's "RICE: Well. we obviously did 

25 have a strong security pres ence. And. un fortu nate ly . two of 
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the four America ns who died i n Benghazi were there to provide 

2 sec urity." 

3 Mr. McQuaid. You t alked about t he top of 23. 

4 Ms . Rice. Middle of 23. 

5 BY MR. DAVIS: 

6 

7 

8 

Q 

A 

Q 

Do you see t hat ? 

I do. 

So when you s ay. "Unf ortu nately, two of the fou r 

9 Americans who died i n Benghazi were t here t o provide 

10 security" -- we had this conve r sa t ion already -- they wer e 

11 ac t ual l y th e r e to provide secu r ity to t he CIA, correct? 

12 A I didn't know that at t he t ime. 

13 Q You didn 't know tha t at t he time. But you knew 

14 there was a CIA presence at the time? 

15 A No. And we've had th i s conve r sa ti on . I l ea rned 

16 tha t subsequent ly. 

17 Q Okay. 

18 I want to l ook at yo ur next response . t he second 

19 pa r ag r aph. "Bu t , obv i ous l y , t here was a significant security 

20 presence defending ou r consulate and our ot he r f ac i l i ty i n 

21 Benghazi and that di d not prove sufficient to t he mome nt . " 

22 A Yes. And if you go 

23 Q What other fac i lity are you refer r i ng to? 

24 A Exc use me. We knew there were two build i ngs . And, 

25 indeed, t he ta l king poi nt s say "its annex. " 
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But I want to point out that, after I said two of the 

2 four Americans who died in Benghazi were t here to provide 

3 security, that I again said, "But it wasn't sufficient in the 

4 circumstances to prevent the overrun of the consu late. This 

5 is among the things that will be looked at as the 

6 investigation unfolds." 

7 Q So, with the word "annex" in the talking points, 

8 with your comment he re about the other facility, it was your 

9 belief at the time that those were both State Department 

10 facilities . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Q 

That was my und erstanding. 

Okay. 

But I -- yes. 

Okay. 

BY MR . MISSAKIAN : 

Ambassador, if you cou ld just flip to page 12, t h is 

is a portion of your- interview by David Gregory on "Meet the 

Press." 

Mr . Gregory says, "All right, well let's talk about - -

you ta lked about this as spontaneous." 

A I 'm so r ry. Where are you? 

Q At the very top. 

A Yep . 

Q Okay. 

Then he goes on. "Can you say definitively that the 
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attacks on our consulate in Libya that killed Ambassador 

2 Stevens and others there security personnel that was 

3 spontaneous? Was it a planned attack? Was there a terrorist 

4 element to it?" 

5 And then you respond. "Wel l let us - - let me tell you 

6 the best information we have at present . First of all, 

7 there's an FBI investigation which is ongoing and we look to 

8 that investigat ion to give us the definitive word as to what 

9 transpired. But putting together the best information that 

10 we have available to us today, our current assessment is that 

11 what happened in Benghazi was. in fact. initially a 

12 spontane ous reaction to wha t had just transpired hours before 

13 i n Cairo: almost a copycat of -- of the demonstrations 

14 against our facility i n Cairo, which were prompted, of 

15 course, by the video." 

16 Now, you would agree with me that nowh e r e in t he CIA 

17 talking points does it des c ribe what occurred in Benghazi and 

18 what occurred in Cairo as almost a copycat of eac h other? 

19 You would agree with me on that ? 

20 A I would agree with you on that. 

21 Q So wou ld you also agree with me that descr ibing 

22 what occ urred in Benghazi as almost a copycat of Cairo was 

23 really overstating what was known at the time and certainly 

24 ove rs tating what was in the t alking points? 

r _) A I don't know t hat it was overstating or eve n 
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misstating. But I would agree that the word "copycat" does 

2 not appear i n the ta lking points. 

3 Q Will you -- would you agree with me that wha t 

4 occurred in Cairo was nothing even remotely close to what 

5 occurred in Benghazi? I mean, we saw the earlier email that 

6 talked about 2,000 protesters in Cairo. There were not 2,000 

7 protesters in Benghazi, correct? 

8 Mr. McQuaid. Can you clarify what the basis for 

9 knowledge is that you ' re asking about? 

JO BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

11 Q Yes. At the time, there was no basis fo r believing 

12 that there had been thousands of proteste r s i n Benghazi. 

13 A I did not believe there were thousands of 

14 protesters in Benghazi. 

15 Q So --

16 A I a lso said th at I didn't reca ll the number of 

17 protesters in Cairo. 

18 Q But you do reca l l receiving that -- rece ivi ng that 

19 emai 1, though. 

20 A No, I don't recall recei ving it, as I said. I 

21 acknowledge that I r ece i ved it subsequently. 

22 Q Fair enough. Ju st, there's no reas on to believe 

23 you did not receive it at the time. 

24 A I don't have any reason to believe I didn't receive 

25 it. 
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Q So you would ag,·ee. as you sit here today. that it 

2 would be inaccurate to describe what happened in Benghazi as 

3 almost a copycat of what occurred in Cairo. 

A That 's not what I said. 

5 Q No, I know. I'm asking you. would you agree with 

6 that. that it would be inaccurate to desc ribe Benghazi as 

7 almost a copycat of Cai i-o. 

8 A Based on what know ledge? 

9 Q Based on even the knowledge you had at the time . 

I O A Based on the knowledge I had at the ti me. I wou ld 
I\"', 0.C.<:..,0 ( C\ \-' e.,. 

JI not say that that was necessarily aFl 21:;; ;t;e -- nor did I 
; .,... ~c..c...u ,c..'\. ._..e. 

1 2 i n t end i t to be -t:1.PcitCC? ii§a-ti~ - -

13 Q And it certainly didn't say that in the talking 

14 points. 

15 A Yes. it did not say that in the talking points. It 

16 did not use the 1-1ord "copycat." 

17 Q At the time. did you know that weapons had been 

18 used in Benghazi? 

I'! A Yes. 

2U Q Okay. And you knew at the time, did you know 

~I that no weapons had been used in Cai ro? 

7' _ , ) 

2-l 

A I said that I knew weapons had been used in 

Bengl1azi. In fact. I said so on tl1e var· ious shows. 

Q Yes. 

A And as I said to you earl ier , I was not aware 
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whether weapons had been used in Cairo or not. 

2 Q Let's flip fo rward i n the document to page - - let' s 

3 go off the record. 

4 [Discussion off the record.] 

5 Mr. Mi ssak ian . Let's go back on the record. 

6 BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

7 Q Now we're on page 28. And specifically 

8 A Where are we on 28, please? 

9 Q Yes. Ms. Crowley asks you, towards the top of the 

10 page, "But this was sort of a reset. was it not? It was 

11 supposed to be a reset of U.S. -Musl im relations?" 

12 A Ca n you allow me time to read the context there? 

13 Q Would yo u prefer to do that and then I 'l l read it 

14 in to the record afte rward s? 

15 A Sure. 

16 Okay. 

17 Q Okay. 

18 Now, you respond, "And indeed . in fact. there had been 

19 substantia l improvements. I have been to Libya and walked 

20 t he streets of Benghazi myself. And despite what we saw in 

21 that ho rrific i ncident where some mob was hijacked ultimately 

22 by a handful of extremists, the United States is ex tremely 

popular in Libya and the outpouring of sympathy and support 

24 for Ambassador Stevens and hi s co l leagues from th e 

25 government, from people is evidence of that." 
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Where did you get t he fact t hat there was a handfu l of 

extremis t s t hat had hi j ac ked what occurred in Benghazi? I 

me an. ou r und erstanding , even at the time. the information 

was that there were 20 attackers . Th at went -- that number 

went to SO -plus, and then it we nt to over 100 . Where did you 

get the numb er "a handful," whic h. i n my mind anyway. is 

about five? 

A I don' t rec all exa ct ly where I got t hat from. 

Q It' s not in t he tal ki ng points. certai nly. 

A Talking points say t hat "the demonstra tions in 

11 Benghazi we r e spo ntaneously i nspired by the protests at t he 

12 U.S. Emb assy i n Cairo and evolved in t o a di rect assau lt 

13 aga i nst the diplomatic post in Ben ghazi and su bsequently its 

14 annex . There are i ndi cations that ext remist s participated in 

15 the viol ent demonstrations." 

16 Q That's correct. But nowhere i n what yo u just re ad 

17 does the CIA or the intel l igence community attribute a numbe r 

18 to the number of ext remists th at took pl ace i n -- took pa r t 

19 i n the attacks, correct? 

20 A Not in these ta l king poi nts. 

21 Q Okay. Do you believe that you received th at 

22 i nfo rm ation from another source? 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

I don't recall. 

But you do believe somebody t old you t hat? 

I don't reca ll exact l y how I acquired t hat 



134 

i nformation. 

2 BY MR. DAVIS: 

') 

_) Q You say here. "I have been to Libya and walked the 

4 streets of Benghazi myself." That was back in 2011? 

5 A Yes. 

6 Q And while you were in Benghazi, did you go to the 

7 State Department facility in Benghazi? 

8 Mr. McQuai d. Off the record. 

9 Mr. Missakian. Let 's go off the record. 

10 [Discussion off the record.] 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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[ 1: 17 p. 111.] 

Ms. Sachs man Grooms. Let's go back on the record. It 

3 i s 1:20. The ranking me mber had some questions. 

4 Mr. Cummi ngs . Thank you very much. 

5 Ambassador Rice, f irst of all , I want to thank you for 

6 your service over many, many years. And I am just goi ng to 

7 ask you a few questions, and t hen I am going to ~1ave to go 

8 back t o t he Hill. 

You are a lawyer. Is that right? 

I () Ms. Ri ce. No. 

11 Mr. Cummings. You are not a l awyer? 

12 Ms. Rice-'- No . 

13 Mr. Cu mm ing_s____,_ I guess you remind me of --

14 Ms . Ric e. I almost became a lawyer. 

15 Mr. Cumm in gs. I take it your reputati on is very 

16 important to you. Is that right? 

17 Ms. Rice. Yes, sir, it is. 

18 Mr . Cummings. And I assume you would want to be known 

19 for tru th and honesty. Is that a fair statement? 
f\O. '1 e... 

20 Ms. Ric e. That' s a very fair statement. ! '/always 

2 1 prided myself on being an honest person. 

Mr. Cummings. And that's what I want to go to. I want 

,·· _ .) 

24 

to talk about some questions, get into some questions here. 

because t here are some things that have been said about you 

tha t go aga inst tha t . And as I am sure you are well aware. 
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there ha ve been some very highly critica l statements about 

2 your appearances on the five Su nday talk shows. And it's not 

3 j ust t hat it's been stated that you gave wrong i nforma ti on. 

4 but it has been stated t hat you did it on purpose. that you 

5 did it intentionall y, and that you i nt ent iona l l y lied to the 

6 American public . And I know how hard that must be on you to 

7 hear that after you devoted your life to the publi c , serving 

8 t he public, and trying to uplift the lives of all Americans. 

9 So I am going to go to some particular allegations. and I 

10 want to give you the oppor tun ity to address t hem full y. And 

l 1 hopefully -- hopef ull y for the last time. 

12 Mr. McQuaid ~ Can we j ust go off the recor d for one 

13 second? I apol ogize , si r. 

14 Mr . Cumm in gs. Sure. 

1 S [Discussion off the record.] 

16 Mr. Cummings. Back on the reco r d now . Appearing on the 

17 Hugh Hewitt radio show on May 7 . 20 13, Chairman Gowdy said , 

18 and this is a quote, "We know that we were lied to. I think 

19 I can prove tomorrow that it was an intentional 

20 misrepresenta t ion by Susan Rice and ot hers ." end of quote. 

21 Now, t hat ' s a pretty serious allega ti on. I would lik e t o 

22 give you the opportunity to respond to this allegation 

23 di re c t ly . Did you l ie to the American people or 

24 

r _ ) 

i nten t ionally misrepresent the facts for polit i cal purposes 

on the Sunday t alk shows following t he attacks? 
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Ms. Rice. No, sir. I never lied to t he American 

2 people, nor did I ever i ntent iona ll y misrepresent the facts. 

3 Mr . Cummings. Did you always tr y to ensure that t he 

4 sta temen ts that you mad e about the Benghazi attacks we re 

5 acc urate? 

6 Ms. Rice. Yes, sir, I tried my very best to ma ke sure 

7 that my statements were accurate and to adhere as closely as 

8 I could to th e re levant talking points and, at the same time, 

9 to caveat at eve r y i nstance that the i nformation I was 

10 providi ng was our cur r ent best assessme nt . that i t was 

II preliminary. that it could well change, and that we were 

12 await i ng the res ults of the FBI inve stigation to give us the 

13 definitive determination. 

14 Mr. Cummings . Now. earli e r. i n answer to a few 

15 quest io ns , I t hi nk once or twice , yo u rnay have said it ma y 

16 ha ve been a mi ssta tement or -- and I am just wonderi ng. I 

17 jus t wan t to go back to what you j ust said. Was there any 

18 time that you tried t o misstate the facts as you knew t hem? 

19 Ms . Ri ce . No , s ir . 

20 Mr . Cummi ng s. Intentional l y or unin tentional l y? 

21 Ms. Rice. Neither. Ne it he r in tentionall y nor 

22 unintentionally. 

23 Mr . Cummings . Di d yo u attempt to the be s t of your 

24 abi l ity to fo ll ow t he in te ll igence communit y's talking poi nts 

25 and press guidan ce that you understood to be t he co llecti ve 
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best assessment at the time of what had happened? 

2 Ms. Rice . Yes, whe re it was relevan t , I did. 

., 

.) Mr. Cummings. And would that be the normal way it would 

4 be done? 

5 Ms. Rice. Yes. sir. 

6 Mr. Cummings. Did you deliberately downplay some facts 

7 or emphasize others in order to favo r a particular political 

8 narrative? 

9 Ms. Rice. No , I did not. 

IO Mr. Cummings. Do you believe that you followed the 

11 guida nce fr om the intelligence community as best as you 

12 could? And that your statements were consistent with the 

13 guidance from the i nt el li gence community? 

14 Ms. Ri ce . I did my best t o remain faithful to the 

15 guidance I r eceived from the intelligenc e community. 

16 Mr. Cummings. Did you make eve r y attemp t to caveat your 

17 statements with the war ni ng that they were subject to change 

18 from the ongoing i nvest i gation? 

19 Ms. Rice. Yes, indeed I did. 

20 Mr . Cu mm i n gs . Si mi 1 a r 1 y . on J u n e 5 . Am bass ado r , Jun e 5 . 

21 20 13 , Senator and Pres id ential ca ndi date Rand Paul appeared 

22 on FOX News and stated that you had, I quote. "directly and 

23 deliberately misled the public over Benghazi," end of quote . 

24 Did you directly and deliberately misl ead the public over 

25 Benghazi? 
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Ms. Rice. I did not directly or deliberately mislead 

2 the public on Benghazi. 

3 Mr. Cummings. Were you aware of or involved i n 

4 perpet uating any kind of an i nten tionall y false or misleading 

5 narrative about the Benghazi attacks? 

6 Ms. Rice. No. 

7 Mr. Cummings. Some have argued that it was false 

8 because you should have known by that time that there had not 

9 been a protest. How wou ld you respond to those critics? 

IO Ms. Rice. First of all. I did not know at the time that 

II there had not been a protest. I was going off th e best 

12 cu r rent assessment of the intelligence communit y. And the 

13 intelligence community subsequent l y made clear that they 

14 changed their assessment to conclude that there was not a 

15 protest or a demonstration several days after my appearance 

16 on the Sunda y shows. 

17 Mt-. Cummings. Now, going to May 2hd, 2014, Congressman 

18 Go sa r on his Web site said that you were. and I quote, "sent 

19 out to lie about the causes of the atta cks instead of 

20 Sec retary Clinton," end of quote. Did you go onto the Sunday 

21 t alk s hows to lie about the causes of the at ta cks? 

22 Ms . Ric e . I di d no s uch th i n g . 

23 Mr . Cummings. Did you go on the Sunday talk shows to 

24 somehow protect Secretary Clinton from making inaccurate 

25 statements about the attacks in Benghazi? 
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Ms. Rice. I did not . 

2 Mr. Cummings. Did anyone ever pressure you to say 

3 anything about the Benghazi attacks that you believed to be 

4 false? 

5 Ms. Rice. Never. 

6 Mr. Cummings. Or misleading? 

7 Ms. Rice. Never. 

8 Mr. Cummings . Did anyone else worki ng on any statement, 

9 talking points, or other remarks about the attacks ever tell 

10 you that they had been pressured into making changes that 

11 they believed to be false or mislead ing? 

12 Ms. Rice. No, sir. 

13 Mr. Cummings. Ambassador Rice, you know, you have a 

14 long. distinguished career in government. Surely, when you 

15 serve in high-level administration posit io ns, you expect some 

16 sort of public scrutiny and criticism. We are very fam i liar 

17 with that. But this seems to go much fu r the r than that. 

18 Would you agree? 

19 Ms . Rice. Yes. sir. 

20 Mr. Cummings. And if you wouldn't mind sharing. tell us 

21 just how have these accusations affected you pe rso nally? 

22 Ms. Rice. I think you can imagine that when you a re a 

23 public servant trying to do your best for the people of this 

24 country and our policies around the wo r ld , to have your 

y _) integrity impugned is painfu l. It's painful to me. It's 
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painful to t he people who l ove me. 

2 Mr. Cumming s. Aga in, I thank you for your service. 

3 And I thank you for - - I use a statement that I say to 

4 people - - thank you fo r being yo u. And . you know. hopefully 

5 this al l wil l come to an end. And the re is one thing that my 

6 mother. only had a third grade educat ion and former 

7 sharecropper. used to say: It's hard to get a reputation 

8 back. 

9 But I hope that histo ry wil l look back on this and your 

10 repu tati on will -- history will see your repu tation f o r 

11 exactly what it is. Th ank you very much. And that's a good 

12 thing. by the way . 

13 Ms . Rice. Thank yo u , sir . 

14 Ms . Sawyer. Can we just have an of f - t he - r ecord 

15 conversation? 

16 [Di scu ssion off the record.] 

17 Ms . Sac hsman Grooms. So I am j ust going to cover a 

18 couple quick fol l owup things, and t hen I think we wi l l stop 

19 our rou nd. We will l et the Republi cans do their l ast 

20 30 minutes . and then we will take ou r l ast 30 minutes. 

21 I n the last round. you were asked a num be r of t imes 

22 about you r statement s on some of the Sunday shows where you 

23 used the words "s trong" or "signi f icant" to descr ibe t he 

24 security presence. And in that round , you re fe renc ed public 

25 s tat ements by the Sta t e Department using the term "robus t." 
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And so I just wanted to put some of those into the record. 

2 So I am going to mark the first document as exhibit 7. 

3 [R ice Exhibit No. 7 

4 was marked for ident ificati on.] 

5 BY MS. SACHSMAN GROOMS: 

6 Q Exhibit 7 is an email chain sent from Kimberly 

7 Gahan. a t the top, to Harold Koh and a number of other people 

8 on September 12. 2012. 7:34 p.m . The document number is 

9 (5396428. I want to bring your attention not to that top 

JO email but to the email out from the State Department press 

11 off ice from Wednesday, September 12, 2012, at 6:42 p.m., 

12 sub j ect , Background Briefing, colon. Se nior Admi ni stration 

13 Off i cials to Update Recent Events i n Libya. So if yo u turn 

14 to what I believe is going to be the fift h page in here, and 

15 that would be the one that has the number 5 at the bottom --

16 A Yes. 

17 Q I don 't know if you are counting from the top or 

18 t he bottom. 

19 A Page 5 on the bottom. 

20 Q Yes. If you go up to the I believe second full 

21 paragraph. this is quoting a senior administration official 

22 one, sta t ing. quote : "Wh at I can tell you is that security 

)" - -' 

24 

i n Benghazi included a local guard force outside of the 

compound on which we rely, which is si milar to the way we are 

25 postured all over the world. We had a physical perimeter 
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barrier, obviously. And t hen we had a ro bust Amer i can 

2 security presence inside t he compound, including a strong 

3 component of Regional Secu r ity Of fice rs. But I am not goi ng 

4 t o go any fu,· ther t han th at on the s pe cific s." Would that be 

5 an example of the State Department usi ng the term "robust "? 

6 A Yes. it would be . 

7 Q In a public statement? 

8 A Yes. And the word "strong." 

9 Ms . Sachsman Grooms . I am going to mark exhibit 8. 

10 [Rice Exhibi t No. 8 

11 was marked f or identifi cation .] 

12 BY MS. SACHSMAN GROOMS : 

13 Q It' s go ing to be anot her State Department press 

14 s t a t eme nt . For the record, this is an email fro m Bru ce 

15 Wi lmo t , Septembe ,· 13, 2012, 3:43 p.rn. It is a draft 

16 transcript of the daily press br i efing from the State 

17 Department from Thurs day, September 13, 2012. where Victo r ia 

18 Nul and , the State Department spokeswoman. was speaking on the 

19 re cord at a press con fe r ence. I am go i ng to go to the second 

20 page of th at. I believe somewhe r e on this page s he also uses 

21 the wo rds " r obust" and "strong" on the record. She was 

22 responding to a question that's about halfway through the 

23 page. The question is : "It does seem. though, t ha t there 

24 we,·e ve ,·y few secu ri ty pe 1·sonnel at this l ocat i on ." And 

r _ ) Ms . Nuland responded. quot e : "I am goi ng t o reject that , 
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public statements from the State Departmen t or throug h some 

2 othe r i nte rn al conversat ions with your staff or with ot he r 

3 State Depa rtment staff? 

4 A Yes. 

5 Q So you did n't have to us e your personal knowledge 

6 to make any analysis about what was going on with t he 

7 security in Benghazi. You were just re l yi ng on what was 

8 comin g out of the State Department's public statements? 

9 A I certainly was re ly ing on the Stat e Department's 

10 understandings and represen tat i on s. I think also I had t he 

11 benefit of a ran ge of other pieces of information. But thi s 

12 was on the reco rd. And so it would have been wise fo r me to 

13 be consistent with t ha t i n the absence of information to t he 

14 cont r a ry. 

15 Q And you have already referenced th at you had 

16 r e fer enced s hor tly afte r your statements th at there was an 

17 ongoing investigation, and you would, of course, find out 

18 later what that sa i d about the security pr esence i n Benghazi. 

19 A Yes. Bu t I also sai d tha t it was obviously 

20 in adequ ate to the attack that occurred. 

21 Q Di d yo u have any reason to believe that t he -- at 

22 the t ime when you were making the statements on t he Su nd ay 

t alk s hows and you used the words "strong" and "significant," 

24 did you have any reaso n to believe tha t the rob ust statements 

25 from t he Stat e Department were incorrect? 
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12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

A I did not. 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. I think what we will do now is a 

quick break and go off the record. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Missakian. Let ' s go back on the record. 

BY MR . MISSAKIAN: 
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Q Ambassador Rice, if we could go back to exhibit No. 

6, please. 

A Remind me what exhibit 6 is . 

Q Exhibit 6 i s a compilation of the t r anscripts. In 

particu l ar, the "Face the Natio n" transcript that begins at 

page 8 - - well, it ' s not part of this transcript , so I wil l 

just read it in t o the record. Are you aware that prior to 

you goi ng on that show, that the th en-President of Libya, 

Mohammed Magarief, appeared on the show before you? 

A Yes. 

Q And when he appeared on the show, he stated that 

th e re was no doubt that the at ta cks were preplanned. He said 

they wer e planned a few months ahead of time. Were you aware 

of that statement prior to you goi ng on the show? 

A I was only aware because I heard the clip as I wa s 

22 sitting in the green room. 

23 Q Di d it s ur pr i se you to hear t hat? 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Okay. How did you react ? Bec aus e i f it wa s me 
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sitting in that green room, I would have asked myself: Does 

2 he know something t ha t I don ' t know? Because you were about 

3 to go on television and say the exact opposite. correct? 

4 A I am sorry, your question was? 

s Q My question was, how did you react to that? 

6 A I was surprised. 

7 Q And what did you do? Were you concerned that he 

8 may have known something that you did not know? 

9 A I didn't know what he knew. I knew what we knew 

10 and what the intelligence community 's current best assessment 

JI was. And so it was my responsibility to faithfully relay 

12 th at and not make something up on the fly based on what he 

13 said. 

14 Q Sure. But did you do anyt hin g to determine whether 

15 or not there was anything to what he had said? 

16 Mr. Sauber. Between the time she heard it and the time 

17 s he went on -- i s that what you mean? 

18 Mr. Missakian. Let me qualify that. That's a good 

19 question. 

20 BY MR. MIS SAKIAN : 

2 1 Q Yes. Either prior to going on the show, did you do 

22 anything, or prior to going on any other shows or at any time 

on that day after the shows, did you do anything to determine 

24 whet he r what he had said was correct or what you had said was 

25 correct? 
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3 

A 

Q 

A 

First of al l , th i s was my fifth and f i nal show. 

Oh. Fair enou gh . 
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I he ard t his right before I went on. As I said, it 

4 was a su rpri se . And it was very much i nconsistent with our 

5 intelligence community's bes t assessment at the time. 

6 Q So you didn't do anyt hi ng? 

7 A There was nothing I could do before goi ng on the 

8 show. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q Okay. Did you do anyt hin g aft er the show? 

A I don't recall doing anything in particu l ar about 

his comments. But. obviously, I continued to be interested 

aft er I went on t he shows as to wha t our evolving best 

assessme nt was . 

Q Sure. Because it was i mpo r tant. As you talked 

abo ut, your reputat i on is impor tant t o you. If you had said 

somet hin g th a t was i ncorrect, you wanted to f ind that ou t . 

So what did you do to try to find out whet her or not what he 

had said was correct or what you had said was correct -- let 

me finis h - - up unti l the point where you lea r ned there were 

no protests? 

A Every day? 

Mr. McOuai d. Cou l d we go off the record? 

Mr. Missakian. Su re. Let ' s go off the reco rd. 

[Discussion off the record .] 

Mr. Missakian. Let's go back on th e record. 
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BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

2 Q Did you have any conversations with anybody, either 

3 on the night of September 16th or at any day thereafter up to 

4 the point where you learned there were no protests in 

5 Benghazi. on the issue of whether or not President Magarief 

6 was correct or whether or not you were correct in saying that 

7 the attack was spontaneous? 

8 A I don't recall specific conversations, but I recall 

9 being constantly interested in understanding our evolving 

10 best assessment, with a mi nd to caring about its 

11 i nconsiste nc y with what I was - - with what I said on the 

12 16th. 

13 Q Putting aside whether you r ememb e r any specif i c 

14 conver sa tion. do you recal l generally what you discussed with 

15 anybody during that time per iod? 

16 A Ju st as I said. 

17 Q What was that? Do you recall any conver sations 

18 with anybody on this topic ? 

19 

20 

Mr. McQuai d. Off the record? 

Mr. Missakian. I am not sure I underst and . Off the 

21 record is fine. 

22 [Discussion off the record. ] 

23 Mr. Missakian. Let' s go back on the record. 

24 I would like to s how you a coup le documents, Ambassador 

25 Rice. 



2 

Have you had a chance to review those documents? 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. I am sorry, did you mark an 

3 exhibit? 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Mr. Missakian. I am sorry, it has been marked as -

Ms. Rice. No. I have not had a chance to review them. 

Mr. Missakian . Please take a chance to review them. 

Q 

[Rice Exhibit Nos. 9 and 10 

was marked for identification.] 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

For the record, we are looking at two email 

150 

11 compilations here. Exhibit 9. the email on the front is from 

12 Ben Rhodes to a numb e r of people. It was sent on 

13 September 13, 2012. Exhibit 10, also the f irst email, is 

14 from Benjamin road s to Dag Vega and a numb e r of other people, 

15 dated Septemb e r 14, 2012. 

16 A Please go ahead. I haven't read them verbatim . 

17 but 

18 Q My question is a simple one: Do you recall having 

19 received either of these documents prior to your appearance 

20 on the Sunday talk shows? 

21 A I have never seen No. 9 before you presented it as 

22 an exh i bi t. I do recall seeing a version of No. 10. I can't 

23 be certain it' s identical. 

24 

25 

Q 

A 

Where did you see that version? 

It was in my preparatory materials. 
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Q Do you recall that exhibit No. 10 was part of 

2 the when you say "preparatory materials," do you mean for 

3 your interview today or for at the time? 

4 A At the time. 

5 Q Do you recall specifically seeing th is doc ument i n 

6 the binder you received? 

7 A As I said, I have seen a version of this document. 

8 I can't be a hundred percent sure that this is the final that 

9 was in my prep book. But it's quite similar. 

10 Q I understand. Focusing on the second bu lle t under 

11 the heading "Goals." it says: "To underscore that these 

12 protests are rooted in an Int ernet video and not a broader 

13 failure of policy." Do you recall any specific discussion 

14 about that point. that goal as something that you were try i ng 

15 to achieve in your appearances on the talk shows? 

16 A I don't recall specific discussions around t his. 

17 But I do recall that this point was referring to the protests 

18 that occurred around the world tha t week. 

19 Q I t was also meant to app l y to Benghazi as we l l, 

20 correct? 

21 A No. that's not how I understood it. 

22 Q Okay. Where did you get that understanding from? 

23 A Because t he re is nothing -- these talking points 

24 are not about Benghazi. 

25 Q Well. the next bullet I will read into the record 
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says: "To show that we will be resolute in bringing the 

2 people who harm Americans to justice and standing steadfast 

3 through these protests." So, at that point in time -- this 

4 is Fr iday, September 14th the only Americans that had been 

5 harmed were the Americans in Benghazi, correct? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

To my knowledge. 

All right. I am going to stop my questioning now 

8 and turn it over to Members. 

9 A I would just add that standing steadfast through 

10 these protests. plural, was referring to wha t had occurred 

11 around the world. 

12 

13 

Q 

A 

But it was to include Benghazi? 

I didn't understand it in that sense because it 

14 wasn't specific. And there is nothing else in this document 

15 that's on Benghazi, as I recall. 

16 Q Let's f lip to the second to last page. You are now 

17 looking at a s ummary of wha t the shows were going to focus 

18 on. And this is going --

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Ms. 

Q 

Whe 1-e are you ? I am sorry. 

It is the second to last page in the - -

Sauber . It says page 4 at the bo t tom? 

Missakian. Yes. where it says page 4 at the bottom. 

Rice. Where are we on this page ? 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

There is an email that starts about a third of the 
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way down from the top from Dag Vega. Who is Dag Vega? 

2 A He was like the booker guy at the White House who 

3 books the shows. Sorry for being imprecise. 

4 Q Th at's okay. It's to Ben Rhodes and a number of 

5 ot her people. And it gives a summary of what you might 

6 expect to be asked about on the talk shows, correct? 

7 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Where is it? The promos . I didn't see that piece. 

You did not see that piece? 

No. 

10 So when you received this document as part of your 

11 preparation binder. you did not believe that it applied to 

12 Benghazi? 

13 Mr. McQuaid . Could you just be clear on the record of 

14 what she said? I don't t hink that's accurate to what she 

15 said . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

Mr. Missakian. It's a question. 

Ms . Rice. Let me be very clear. 

Mr. Missakian. Please . 

Ms. Rice. First of all, I sa i d that I received and saw 

20 as part of my prep ma ter ials a version of t hi s document that 

21 was quite similar. I don't be l ieve it was identical . It did 

22 not inc l ude this email from Dag Vega. And I was saying that 

23 these points, up to the line where you see the separate email 

24 from Dag Vega, as I reca ll, and as I look at them cursorily 

25 he r e, did no t refer to Benghazi . 
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Mr. Missa kian. Okay. Thank yo u. 

M ,- . J o rd an . Am b a s s ado r , i s t h e re anyone e l s e a t t he 

3 State Dep ai-t111ent yo u spoke to tl1at week ot he r than Secretary 

4 Cl inton on that Fr iday 111orning? Did you talk wi th anyone 

5 e l se? 

6 Ms. Ri ce. I am sure I did. I mea n , I was part of the 

7 State Depart111ent. So everybody I talked to at my mi ss ion was 

8 t echnically pa r t of th e State Department. 

Mr. Jo ,·dan. Did you t alk with Jake Sullivan? 

10 Ms. Rice . I clan' t recall. 

11 Mr . J o,·dan . Did you talk with Chief Of Staff Mi l ls? 

I 2 Mr . Saube r . I am so r1·y, on that Ft· iday? 

lJ Mr. Jordan . That wee k. 
\3 e. \-u:.> <2. ~"' 

14 Ms. Rice . --. t he 11th to the 16th. I don't 1·eca l l. 

15 Mr. Jo rd an. Patrick l(ennedy? 

16 Ms . Sachsman Grnoms. Are we t alking abo ut Benghazi? 

17 Ms. Rice. Th at's a fair qu es tion. Are we talking about 

18 on Benghazi or on any subject? 

I tJ Mr. Jor dan. I just want to know if yo u tal ked to him. 

20 Ms. Ri ce. Not that I recall. 

21 Mr. Jo rdan . You don ' t reca ll ta l king to Cheryl Mi l ls, 

22 Jake Sul li van, or Patrick Kennedy t hat wee k? 

23 

24 

') -_ ) 

Ms. Rice. No , I don ' t. 

Mi-. Jordan. I s tl1e re anyone 

anyo ne in Liby a? Li ke Greg Hicks? 

did yo u speak wit h 
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Ms. Rice. During that week? No. 

2 Mr. Jordan. Anyone at the State Department in the areas 

3 that had jurisdiction over po licy and security in Libya, 

4 namely the Near Eastern Affairs Bureau? 

5 Ms. Rice . I don't recall. 

6 Mr. McQuai d. Off the record. 

7 [Di scuss ion off the record.] 

8 Mr. McQuaid. Back on the record. 

9 Ms . Rice . In any given week, I could have spoken to any 

10 of those people on any number of top i cs, bu t I am trying to 

11 give you my recollection, wh i ch is I don ' t have any specific 

12 recol lection of talking to those people in t hat window . 

13 Mr. Jordan . Okay . That's all I got . 

14 M r . Pomp e o . Am bas sad or , you ref e r red repeatedly to 

15 these HPSCI ta l king points as the i nte l community's be s t 

16 judgment. Is that correct? Is that how you understood what 

17 you were provided? 

18 Ms. Rice . Best current assessment. 

19 Mr. Pompeo. Bes t current assessment. But it wasn ' t t he 

20 intel community's best assessment . These were fully across 

21 the White House vetted and changed. You may not have known 

22 that. And that's my question. Were you aware th at these 

23 

24 

r _ ) 

weren't what the intel commun ity or i ginal ly provided , but in 

fac t had been changed an d input had been provided across lots 

of non - intel related personnel at t he Whi te House? 
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Ms. Rice. Sir, as I said ear l ier. I did not have any 

2 knowledge of how these talk i ng po i nts were edited. 

3 Mr. Pompeo. Why do you keep referring to t hem as the 

4 intel points today, as somehow these we re just pure intel? 

5 This is a very impo rtant point. The White House modified 

6 these. And they either didn't tell you or you didn ' t know . 

7 And I am just trying to understand why you even today seem to 

8 think t hese were the intel community ' s talking points. They 

9 were not that. 

10 Ms. Rice. Because they were originally dr afted by t he 

11 intelligence community. 

12 Mr. Pompeo. First draf t. 

13 Ms. Rice. They we re va l idated by the i ntel li ge nce 

14 commun i ty. You heard Director Cla pper subsequently say they 

15 were what they provided, and he represents the entire 

16 in tell ige nce community. And . moreover, I knew that t hey we r e 

17 substantially consistent with and closely mirrored the 

18 intel ligence that I had received f r om the intelligence 

19 community . 

20 Mr. Pompeo. But you knew Ben Rhodes had i nput, right? 

21 Ms. Rice. I did not. 

22 Mr. Pompeo. You did not. He di dn ' t tel l yo u that when 

23 you were speaking to him at 4 o'clock on Satu rd ay? 

24 Ms . Rice . As I said earlier , sir. we didn ' t discuss 

25 Benghazi or the talking points on tha t call. I was awaiting 
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the receipt of the talking points from the intel li gence 

2 community, which, as you know, were prepared for HPSCI. So 

3 we didn't discuss the substance of them. 

4 Mr. Pompeo . I understand . So you were just t he 

5 spokesman. You had been given someth i ng, and they told you : 

6 Go on out th ere and do your duty and repeat what yo u were 

7 provided. 

8 Ms. Rice. No. sir. I was also a member of t he 

9 President's Cabinet and the Nat i ona l Security Council. I was 

10 a recipien t of the most refined intel li gence products. And I 

I I satisf i ed myself tha t wha t I ha d been asked to say in the 

12 unc l assified po int s were consistent with what I had received 

13 in i ntelligence chan nels. Ot herwise. I wouldn't have said 

14 it. 

15 Mr. Pompeo. We have had testimony that people were ve ry 

16 surprised by what you said on Su nday morning -- in t elli ge nce 

17 professionals inside the gover nment a t that time were 

18 surprised by what you said. 

19 Ms. Sawyer. J ust t o clarify , I don' t believe that this 

20 committee actual ly has received that. 

21 

22 

?" _.) 

24 

Mr. Pompeo. Sure we have. 

Mr. Missakian. Let's go off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Pompeo . Can you acco unt for why the i nte ll igence 

25 professionals who yo u thought had pr ovided you the talking 
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points. or at least some of them or one or two, were 

2 surprised by what you went out and said on Sunday mo rning? 

3 Ms. Rice. I can ' t account fo r that. I don' t know who 

4 you are referring to or what information they had. I do know 

5 that the intelligence -- senior intelligence officials i n 

6 Washington had validated these points as our cu r rent best 

7 assessment. And you have Director Clapper on t he r ecord 

8 saying as much. 

9 Mr. Pompeo. Right . I appreciate that. We are trying 

10 to figure out how that could have possibly happened . There 

11 have been some suggestions it was political. And I just want 

12 to know. · We have folks who were de ep l y surpr i sed inside t he 

13 government about what you said then. We are trying to 

14 reconcile how these all came to be. 

15 

16 

Ms. Rice. I can't shed any light on t hat. 

Mr. Pompeo. I appreciate that. Thank you very much. 

17 Thanks for your time. 

18 Chairman Gowdy. Ambassador. I j ust have a cou ple more 

19 questions. Back to this reference to evidence in co nnect ion 

20 with the FBI. Were you aware that t he r e was a survei l la nce 

21 video or at least the prospect of a su r veillance video at the 

22 compound that would have captured what happened? 

23 Mr. Sauber . As of the day she went on t he shows? 

24 Chairman Gowdy . Yeah . That's fai r . 

25 Ms. Rice . I don't believe I was awa re of that at the 
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time. I became aware of it s ub seque ntl y. 

2 Chairman Gowdy . It is not a tri ck question. Would you 

3 agree with me that the surveillance video would be among the 

4 best evi den ce. si nce you us ed t he word "evidence, " would be 

5 among the best ev idence as to what actually happened? 

6 Ms. Rice. Would I have agreed at t he time? 

7 Chairman Gowdy. Would yo u agree, j ust i n theory? It's 

8 not a t r i ck questi on . In theory, a real-time video of what's 

9 happening would be rea l l y good evidence as t o what happened. 

10 Ms. Rice . Yes. sir. 

l I Chairman Gowdy. Were you aware that there were 

12 surv iv ors of t he attacks in Benghaz i? 

13 Mr. Sauber . On t hat day? 

14 Chai rman Gowdy. Yea h . 

15 Mr. Sauber. On the day she wen t on the shows. 

16 Chairman Gowdy. Or leading up to th em. At any point 

17 lea ding up to yo ur fi ve Sunday morning talk show appearances. 

18 were yo u awa r e t he re were s ur vivors of the attac ks? 

19 Ms. Ri ce. By "su rv i vors ," yo u mean Americans? 

20 Chairman Gowdy. Yes, ma ' am. 

21 Ms. Rice. Yes. I believe I wa s . 

22 Chai rman Gowdy. Di d you kn ow whether or not the FBI was 

23 interviewi ng those s ur vi vors? 

24 Ms. Ri ce. I was certain they would in t e rview those 

25 s ur vivors. 
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Chairman Gowdy. So when yo u say the investigation ha s 

2 already begun, specifically making reference to the Bureau's 

3 i nvestigat ion , were you referencing that? Did you know the 

4 Bureau was already interv iewi ng survivors before you appeared 

5 on the Sunday morning talk shows? 

6 Ms. Rice. I am not sure I knew when they would be 

7 getting to interview survivors, but I knew they would do so, 

8 and I knew they were already combing through the intelligence 

9 that we had available. 

10 Chairman Gowdy. I guess this is what I am getting at, 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

just from a broader perspective. We all hear, whether it's 

Attorney General Holder. Attorney Ge neral Lynch, really 

anybody in the criminal justice realm just does n ' t comment on 

ongoing i nvestigat i ons. 

qualifying predicates. 

They don't make comments and us e 

They just say: Look, I don't know. 

And I am not going to answer your quest ion until the 

i nvestigation is complete. 

Why no t respond that way when you were asked on t he 

Sunday morning ta lk shows? 

Ms . Ri ce . Sir, I wasn't trying to qualify or 

characterize the i nve st i ga tion . I was trying to i ndicate 

that there was an investigation. that it was going to be 

thorough, and that it would reveal the best information as to 

what had transpired. 

Chairman Gowdy. I am not chal l enging that. I am just 
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saying instead of saying, "Our best assessment at this time 

2 is that it was not premeditated, not prep l anned, that i t was 

3 spontaneous," one out of five references to the video, why 

4 not just say, "The investigation has jus t begun: we don't 

5 know: and I am not goi ng to guess"? 

6 Ms . Rice . Because our intelligence commun i ty , in 

7 response to a request from HPSCI , had provi ded ta l king poi nt s 

8 along the li nes t hat we have discussed mult i ple t imes now. 

9 And those t al king points, which you and your colleagues would 

10 have gone out with, were more detailed than simply saying, "I 

11 don't know . " 

12 Chairman Gowdy. Right. But you and I both know in 

13 hindsight that the talking points. at least to some degree . 

14 were wrong . So I guess t he l esson movi ng forwar d is maybe we 

15 should j ust say, "It's an ongoing investigation, and I am not 

16 going to comment on it." 

17 Ms. Rice. Maybe we shou l d. 

18 Chairman Gowdy. All right. One last th i ng, and I will 

19 turn i t back over. Your credentials are unassail able . I 

20 certa i nl y unde r stand why you wou l d be on t he l ist of peop l e 

21 to ask to go on the Sunday morning talk shows. But your 

22 background is not in law enforcement. Your background is not 

23 at t he Departme nt of Defense. Yo u did work for t he State 

24 Department but were not the Secretary of State at the time. 

25 Do you know if they asked anyone to go on the shows before 
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they asked you? 

2 Ms . Ri ce. I know t hey asked Secretary Cl i nton . 

3 Chairma n Gowdy. And you met with her the Fr iday before 

4 you went on. Your best recollection i s you - - human nat ure 

5 was not such that you wou ld say, "Hey, you mi nd if I ask, why 

6 aren ' t you going on these shows?" 

7 Ms. Rice. So, sir, just to be clear, I di dn't know I 

8 was going t o be asked to go on the shows when I met wit h 

9 Secreta r y Cl i nton. I didn't know s he had been asked to go on 

10 the s hows. This was in the morning, Fr iday morning . I was 

11 asked Friday afte r noon, l ate afternoon. And up unt il that 

12 point. I had no knowledge of Sunday shows. her - - the re quest 

13 t o me or the reques t to her. 

14 Chairman Gowdy . So t he f i rst pho ne cal l you got from 

15 Ben Rhodes alerting you to at l eas t be ope n to th e 

16 poss i bility was after your meeting with Secre t ary Clin t on. 

17 Ms . Rice. Many hours after. 

18 Chairman Gowdy. Okay . Did you think about calling her 

19 and saying . "Look, I have been asked to do this : I know you 

20 had a terr i ble week; I have had a terrible week too : why am I 

21 doing th i s?" 

22 Ms . R i c e . No , I di d n ' t cal l . I saw her subseq uentl y at 

23 the DV lounge at Andrews , but we didn't talk about it . 

24 Chairman Gowdy. Do you know if anyone ot he r than 

25 Secreta ry of State Clinton was asked to go on the shows? 
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Ms. Rice. I am not certain. 

2 Chairman Gowdy. All right. Thank you. 

3 Mr. Jordan. Let me just be clear on that. So you mee t 

4 with Secretary Clinton. You can't recall what you discussed 

5 in that meeting. You get a cal l on the way to Andrews from 

6 Ben Rhodes saying: Hey, Ambassador, we may need you t o go on 

7 the shows. We may ask you to go on the shows because t he 

8 Secretary may not . 

9 On the way to Andrews. yo u get that ph one call. 

10 Ms. Rice. That ' s right. sir. 

11 Mr. Jor da n . And t hen you get to Andrews, and yo u have a 

12 conversation with Secretary Clinton . 

13 Ms. Rice. No. I get to Andrews, just to be clear - - I 

14 don't mean to interrupt; I apologize -- and I am among a 

15 number of se nior U. S. officials who were there for the 

16 ceremony and who were there to express our condolences to the 

17 fami l ies. 

18 Mr. Jordan . I understand. 

19 Ms. Rice. I don't recall having a specific conversation 

20 with he r . though I am sure I interacted with her in terms of 

21 at least pleasantries as we were greeting the fami li es. 

22 Mr. J ordan. And then after that se rvice is complete, 

23 you didn't have any conversation with Secretary Cli nt on then? 

24 Ms . Rice. No. I didn't that day or before goi ng on the 

25 shows. 
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5 
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7 

8 

9 

10 

I l 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

Q Am bass ado r R i c e . j us t a couple of quest i on s . and 

then we will finish up and turn it over to the minority. The 

former Deputy Di r ector of the CIA, Michael Morell, has stated 

publicl y t hat the CIA talking points, or HPSCI talking 

points. did not mention the video as a moti ve for t he 

attackers in Benghazi. And if you read it. t here is no 

mention of the video. Would you agree with that? 

A Yes. 

Q And, previously, we had l ooked at exhibit 3, whi ch 

is a set of - - another set of talking points from the 

Nationa l Counterterrorism Center. 

A You are goi ng t o have to remind me . 

Mr. Sa uber . Here we go. 

Ms. Rice. Okay. 

Q 

A 

course. 

Q 

BY MR. MISSAKIAN: 

And you are familiar with the NCTC? 

I am familiar with the organization. ye s , of 

Certain l y. I t' s pa r t of the U. S. in tel li gence 

21 community? 

22 A Yes . s i r . 

23 Q And th i s email was sent out on Septembe r 15th . at 

24 11:15 a.m .. the same day that you received the HP SC I talk i ng 

25 points. And at the bottom . the very las t sentence says: "We 
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are very cautious about drawing any firm conclusions at this 

2 point" 

3 A I am sorry, where - - the bottom of the first page. 

4 Q Very bottom of the first page. "We are very 

5 cautious about drawing any firm conclusions at this point 

6 with regard to the identification and motivation of t he 

7 attackers." So, even here. the NCTC is not connecting the 

8 video to what occurred in Benghazi. And Michael Morell, as I 

9 said, has stated that the CIA did not bla me the video for 

10 what occurred in Benghazi . 

11 So as we wrap this up , can you just explain to us the 

12 process that you went through in re ading the talking points 

13 and then goi ng on te l evision and making a number of 

14 statements where you appeared to say that the video was --

15 attack in Benghazi was a direct result of what you call ed the 

16 heinous and offensive video? 

17 Mr. Sauber. Just so I am clear. you are not s uggesting 

18 that this was sent to her, exhibit 3, or that she saw it. 

19 Mr. Missakian. I am not. 

20 Ms. Rice. I have never seen this. 

21 Mr. Mi ssak i an . That was very cl ear when I showed i t to 

22 yo u , t hat you have never see n that. And we unders tand that. 

23 But I am just pointing this out to s uggest tha t at least 

24 within the U.S. intelligence community , i t appears that they 

25 were no t prepared to go as f ar as you did on the talk shows. 
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And I am wondering how t hat happened. 

2 Ms. Rice. First of all, I don't know the progeny of 

3 thi s o r i ts context. So I can't comme nt on that. 

4 What I can say is t hat I -- we have been through t hi s, 

5 but I was very caref ul to li nk t he video to what happened in 

6 Cairo and to other posts around the world. I did not say 

7 that the attack on Benghazi was directly caused by the video. 

8 Mr. Missak ian . Okay. Thank yo u . Understand. 

9 Any other questions? 

10 Thank you. We are done. 

11 Chairman Gowdy. Thank you. 

12 [Discussion off the record.] 

13 Ms. Sawyer . We can go back on the record if everyone is 

14 ready. 

15 So I wanted to show yo u what we are going to mark as 

16 exhibit No. 11 for identification purposes. And l et me just 

17 ident i fy this for the record. 

18 [Rice Exhibit No. 11 

19 was marked for iden tif ication . ] 

20 BY MS. SAWYER: 

21 Q This is an excerpt from a public hearing held 

22 before the House Permanent Se lect Committee on Inte ll igence 

23 on April 2nd, 2014. Th i s excerpt, I just wanted t .o direct 

24 yo ur attention to page 13. And this is just with relation to 

25 a question you were ju s t asked in the last hour by 



167 

Representative Pompeo about testimony with regard to people 

2 within the intelligence community being shocked by what they 

3 heard you say on the Sunday talk shows. So about halfway 

4 down the page, Mr . Morell is talking about a report that had 

5 come in from the chief of station. And I will give you a 

6 moment just to read through that page and onto page 14. And 

7 then I just wanted to ask you a question . 

8 Mr. McQuaid. She will answer, as she did wi.th the 

9 majority. just consistent with -- she can respond to it, but. 

10 obviously, any infor ma tion is about what she knew at the time 

11 of the 11th through the 16th. 

12 Ms. Rice . Go ahead? 

13 BY MS. SAWYER: 

14 Q So just directing your attention to the bottom of 

15 what is page 13 here. Mr. Morell is explaining that at the 

16 time and this was around the time of your appearance on 

17 the Sunday talk shows -- the analysts said that there was a 

18 protest. quote: "I also believed it to be a terrorist 

19 attack. You see. we never say those two things as mutually 

20 exclusive . And so I believe both of those at the same time." 

21 Mr. Rogers then asks: "Knowing what you know now. would 

22 you have been surprised that many of the eyewitnesses that we 

23 have talked to said they were surprised by the narrative on 

24 Sunday the 16th? They were shocked, members of your 

25 organization. that were -- I think the word was shocked." 



168 

Mr. Morell, who was then Deputy Director of the CIA 

2 said, quote, "Yeah, I'm a little surprised by that, quite 

3 frankly, because if they were members of my organization. 

4 then they wo uld have seen the analysis written on the 13th 

5 that said there was a protest and said the attack evolved 

6 spontaneously from the protest. So if they were shocked on 

7 Sunday when they heard that. they should have been shocked on 

8 Thu rsday, the 13th, when they read it," end quote. 

9 So you were just asked the question about -- the 

10 hypothesis was posited to you that we had heard testimony 

11 that individuals within the intelligence community were 

12 shocked. Mr. Morell was asked that same question when he was 

13 in a public hearing on April 2nd, 2014. So I think that's 

14 almost 2 years ago. He then exp la i ned that if they were 

15 shocked when they saw yo u, they should have been shocked when 

16 they actua lly read -- as I read this -- when they read their 

17 own assessments that were circulated through the intelligence 

18 commu nity. Would that have kind of paralleled what you have 

19 expla ined to us today i n terms of what you were seeing in 

20 those talking points was consist ent with the inte lli gence 

21 commu ni ty's assessment thro ugh that week? 

22 A Yes. As I have said throughout, I was confiden t 

23 that the talking points that I was provided for the Sunday 

24 shows on the 16th indeed reflected our current best 

25 assessment. because I had seen very si milar anal ysis and 
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indeed much the same language in finished inte ll igence 

2 products that had been provided to me in the days leading up 

3 to my Sunday show appearances. 

4 Q So to the extent this committee ha s in fact heard 

5 any testimony that anyone in the int elligence community was 

6 shocked, would this statement that if they were shocked from 

7 what they heard from you on Sunday, if t hat shocked them, 

8 then they also shou l d have been shocked when they were 

9 reading the intel li gence products that were being created by 

JO them and circulated by the intelligence community, including 

11 the CIA? 

12 A That would be my judgment , that beca use they we r e 

13 substantially the same. they should have been shocked whe n 

14 they initially heard it. 

15 Q So you have been asked a number of questions about 

16 the Sunday talk shows. i ncluding the questions I j us t asked 

17 you. And you have been very, I th in k, clear with us that 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

when speaking specifically on Benghaz i. you were adhering as 

closely as you felt possible in an unclassified setting to 

both what is in that HPSCI -- in the HPSCI ta lk ing points . 

Is that accur ate ? 

A Yes, it 's very accurate . 

Q And that you have been asked -- I think really only 

given one instance wh ere you were asked about the broade r 

regional unr est and prote s ts more broadly, and i n that 



170 

context. the precursor statement was Cairo. Libya . I think 

2 added in were Khartoum and Tunisia. 

J A And I said many other pl aces around the region. So 

4 I was referring to the broad swath of protests in that 

5 statement. 

6 Q And you had, when you were speaking with the 

7 ranking member. you had said you did not deliberately mislead 

8 because at the time, you -- I think, as you phrased it, you 

9 said you did not know that there were no protests. I think 

10 the affirmative way of saying that would be that you belie ve d 

11 t here was. consistent witl1 what the HP SCI talking points 

12 said , a protes t in Benghaz i . 
be\ i-e..sJ ed. 

I J A I ·b, h± e OLii' current best assessment was that 

14 there was a protest at our facil i ty in Benghazi, no t only 

15 because it was in the ta l ki ng points but because i t was the 

16 la test info r mati on t hat I had received in my in tel ligence 

17 briefings. 

18 Q And so , certain l y, i n talking about protests tha t 

19 occ ur red th r ougho ut that r egion, it was no t inacc urate to 

20 inc l ude Benghazi as a place where protests had occurred as to 

2 1 th e best assessmen t at the time? 

24 

") -_) 

A We be l ieved protests had occurred in Benghazi as 

well as elsewhere. 

Q And in discussing the underlying cause for protests 

t!H ougho ut that region, was i t the best assessment at the 
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t ime that protests throughout that region had indeed been 

2 caused by the offensive video? 

3 A I was refer ring to Cairo. I was link ing the video 

4 to Cairo and to the other places around the world. 

5 Q And had any oth~r reason been given for the unrest 

6 in those places than the video deemed offensi ve to Muslims? 

7 A My understanding of our best assessment was th at 

8 indeed th e pr ot ests around the world, including in Ca iro, 

9 were l inked to the video. 

10 BY MS. SACHSMAN GROOMS: 

11 Q Okay . So, at this point, we are about to wrap up. 

12 I am going to try to go through t he same set of questions 

13 tha t we ask all the witnes ses that come before us. I 

14 unde rstand t hat we have some specific understandings about 

15 scope. So certainly when listening to these questions, 

16 please do not respond with anything that's re lated to your 

17 current job. I am not talking about your current role as the 

18 National Security Advisor. Mos t of these are pertaining to 

19 that time period i n the night of the attacks and that week 

20 afterwards. And I am asking for whether you have any 

21 personal know l edge or evidence of a series of things. And so 

22 if you don't, you can just answer no. 

23 I am going to start with the one about you. It 's been 

24 alleged th at Amb assador Susan Rice made an i ntentiona l 

25 misrepresentation when she spoke on the Sunday talk shows 



about the Benghazi attacks. Do you have any evidence that 

2 you intentionally misrepresented facts about the Benghazi 

3 attacks on Sunday ta lk shows? 

4 A I d i d not. 

5 

6 

7 

Q 

A 

Q 

So that's a no. No evidence. 

Not only do I have no evidence. I know I did not. 

Excellent. 

8 On a similar point, it's been alleged that CIA Deputy 

9 Director Michael Morell altered unclassified talking points 
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10 about the Benghazi attacks for political reasons and that he 

II then misrepresented his actions when he told Congress that 

12 the CIA. quote, "fa ithfully performed our duties in 

13 accordance with the highest standards of objectivity and 

14 nonpart is anship." Do you have any evidence that CIA Deputy 

15 Di rector Mike Morell gave false or intentionally misleading 

16 testimony to Congress about the Benghazi talking points? 

17 A No, I do not. 

18 Q Do you have any evidence that CIA Deputy Director 

19 Morell altered the talking points provided to Congress for 

20 political reasons? 

21 A No. I do no t. 

22 Q It's been alleged that Secretary of Stat e Clinton 

23 intentionally blo cked military action on the night of the 

24 attacks. One Congressman has speculated that Secretary 

25 Cli nt on told Leon Pane tt a t o sta nd down. and this resulted in 
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the Defense Department not sending more assets to help i n 

2 Benghazi. Do you have any evidence tha t Secretary of State 

3 Clinton ordered Secretary of Defense Panetta to stand down on 

4 the night of the attacks? 

5 A No, I do not. 

6 Q Do you have any evidence that Secretary of State 

7 Clinton issued any kind of order to Secretary of Defense 

8 Panetta on the night of the attacks? 

9 A No, I do not. 

10 Q It has been alleged that Secre tary Clinton 

11 personally signed an April 2012 cable denying security to 

12 Libya. The Washington Post Fact Checker evaluated this claim 

13 and gave it four Pinocchios. its highest award for false 

14 claims. Do you have any evidence that Secretary Clinton 

15 personally signed an April 2012 cable denying security 

16 resources to Libya? 

17 Mr. McQuaid. Ca n we go off the record? 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Ms. Sachsman Grooms . Uh - huh. 

[Discu ssion off the record.] 

Ms. Sac hsman Grooms. Back on the record. 

BY MS . SACHSMAN GROOMS: 

Q Do you have any evidence that Secretary Clin t on was 

23 personally involved in providing specific instruction on 

24 day-to-day security resources in Benghazi? 

25 A No. 

I I 
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Q It's been alleged -- a team of CIA security 

2 personnel was temporarily delayed from de parting t he Annex to 

3 assist the Special Mission Compound. The r e have been a 

4 number of allegations about the ca use of and appropriateness 

5 of the delay. The House Intel l igence Comm ittee issued a 

6 bipartisan report concluding that the team was not ordered to 

7 stand down, but that instead there were tactica l 

8 disagreements on the ground over how qui ckly to depart. Do 

9 you have any -- this is back to t hat same time period. Do 

JO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

you have any evidence that would contrad i ct the House 

Intelligence Committee's finding that there was no standdown 

order to CIA personnel? 

A I do not. 

Q Putting aside whether you personally agree with the 

decision to delay temporarily or thi nk i t was th e right 

decision, do you have any evidence that the re was a bad or 

improper reason behind the temporary delay of the CIA 

security personnel who departed the Annex to assist the 

Special Mission Compound? 

A I do not. 

Q It's been alleged that the Pre side nt of the United 

States was virtually AWOL as Commande r in Chief on t he night 

of the attacks and that he was missing in action. Do you 

have any evidence to support the allega t ion t hat the 

President was virtually AWOL as Commander in Chief or missi ng 
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in ac tion on the night of the attacks? 

2 A No. I do not. 

3 Q It has been alleged that a team of fou r mil itary 

4 pe rs onnel at the Embassy Tripoli on the night of the attacks 

5 we r e considering flying on the second plane to Benghaz i . were 

6 ordered by their su pe r io r s to stand down. meaning to cease 

7 all operations. Mil ita ry officials have stated that those 

8 four indi vid uals were instead ordered to remain in place in 

9 Tripo li to provi de security and medical assistance in their 

10 cur rent location. 

11 A Repub lica n staff repor t issued by the House Armed 

12 Servic es Committee fo und t hat. quote . "There was no standdown 

13 order iss ued to the U.S. milit ary per sonnel in Tripoli who 

14 sought to join the fight i n Be ngha zi," end quote. Do yo u 

15 have any evidence to contradi c t the concl usion of t he House 

16 Armed Services Comm it tee th at t here was no standdown order 

17 issued to U.S. mi lit ary personnel in Tripol i who soug ht to 

18 join the fig ht i n Bengha zi ? 

19 A No. I do not. 

20 Q I t has bee n all eged that t he milita ry fa i l ed to 

21 deploy assets on the night of the attack that wou l d have 

22 saved li ves . However. f o rmer Republ ican Co ngressm an Howard 

23 "Buck" McKeon. tl1e former chairman of the House Armed 

24 Se r vi ces Committe e . conducted a review of t he at t acks. af t er 

25 wh ic h he stated , quote . "Given where the troops were, how 
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quickly the thing all happened , and how quickly it 

clissi pated , we p,-obably cou l dn 't l1ave done mo,-e than we did . " 

3 Do you have any evidence to contradict Congressman McKeon's 

4 conclusion? 

5 A No . I clo not . 

6 Q Do you have any evidence that the Pentagon had 

7 mil i tary assets available to them on the night of the at t ack s 

8 tha t could have saved lives. but that the Pentagon le adership 

9 in tentionally decided not to deploy? 

10 A No. I do not. 

11 Ms. Sawyer. Be f o ,-e we go , we l1ave as keel you a number of 

12 diffe rent ques tions. I would just like to give you an 

IJ opportun i ty if there is anythi ng that you would like to add 

14 or have us know before we let you go to you r appo int me nt . 

15 Ms . Rice. I wou ld just like to say t hat what is most 

16 pain fu l to me and my col l eagues in the State Department i s 

17 the loss of our four col l eagues on t hat tragic day . And as I 

18 have said, in my case. I had a working rela t ionship with and 

19 was ve ry fond of Ambassador Stevens. And in all of ou r 
d.e. v (:)-\-e_ci 

20 discussion today, I think we have :l.laa!GI: precious l ittle 

21 attention to the import of that loss and to what could be 

,, done diffe rently in the futur e to protect ou r d i ploma t s and 

2J development workers as wel l as our milita r y personne l in 

2,1 harm's way . And t l1 at's what I am most concerned about, and 

25 that's wha t I hope wil l come out of the work you have be en 
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doing. 

2 Ms . Sawyer. We appreciate t hat very much. And. agai n. 

3 we do appreciate your time and the accommodat i ons to come and 

4 speak with us volunta rily and answer our questio ns. So thank 

5 you for that and your service to our count ry . 

6 Ms. Sachsman Grooms. Let's go off the record. 

7 [Whereupon, at 2:24 p.m . . t he inte rv iew was concluded.] 
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Errata Sheet 

Select Committee on Benghazi 

The witness ' White House counse l on behalf of the witness reviewed the accompanying 
transcript and certified its accuracy by providing the fol lowing corrections. These corrections are 
reflected in the transcript as identified below. 

PAGE LINE ALL CORRECTIONS MADE BY WITNESS' COUNSEL 

5 21 Replaced "evening" with "early evening." 

6 7 Replaced " recall any, no" with "recall in any depth, no." 

6 14 Replaced "obviously" with "honestly." 

20 22 Replaced "was effort to" with "was the effo11 to." 

55 10 Replaced "and" with " in." 

76 14 Added commas around "on September 27th." 

79 2 1 Replaced "with in" with "more than." 

83 3 Replaced "opportunities" with "opportunity." 

83 5 Rep laced "best we had" with " best information we had." 

83 14 Deleted "both." 

83 16 Repl aced "have" with " had." 

84 20 Replaced "even on CNN, I wasn't asked" to "on CNN, I wasn't even asked ." 

99 19 Repl aced "met" with " meant." 

11 2 7 Replaced " I don't her to" to " I don' t want her to. " 

11 2 9 Added comma after "assessment." 

112 9 Replaced "understanding" to "her understanding of." 

13 1 11 , 12 Replaced "an accurate" with " inaccurate ." 

135 20 Replaced " I always" with " I have always." 

154 14 Replaced " In" with " Between." 

170 13 Replaced "believe" with "believed." 

176 20 Replaced "had" with "devoted." 




