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Europe Shares Trans-Atlantic Outlook, but U.S. Image Still Suffers

By Jeffrey Thomas
Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- Americans and Europeans share a common strategic outlook, although
European attitudes toward the United States continue to reflect European ambivalence
towards the war in Iraqg, according to the annual German Marshall Fund Transatlantic Trends
survey, released September 6 in Berlin and Brussels, Belgium.

The survey, which is based upon polling done in June in 12 European countries and in the
United States, is the fifth in a series since 2002.

After the invasion of Iraq, the survey registered a sharply negative turn in European
attitudes toward the United States in general and President Bush specifically, and those
negative attitudes persist: President Bush’s approval numbers fell from 24 percent to 18
percent (down from the 2002 high of 38 percent), while just 37 percent of Europeans polled
this year said U.S. leadership in world affairs is desirable, compared with 39 percent in 2005
and 64 percent in 2002.

But the survey also shows significant common ground between Americans and Europeans on
the importance of such Bush administration policy goals as democracy promotion and
weapons 1onproliferation, and a common outlook on the key threats and challenges
confronting the trans-Atlantic community.

For examole, 71 percent of Europeans see democracy promotion, which President Bush has
made the cornerstone of his foreign policy, as a key objective. In the United States,
ironically, there is a partisan divide on democracy promotion, with 64 percent of Republicans
supporting the policy but only 35 percent of Democrats. President Bush is a member of the
Republican Party.

As for the means of promoting democracy, large majorities on both sides of the Atlantic
support monitoring elections and encouraging the development of such nongovernmental
organizations as trade unions, human rights groups and religious groups, while smaller
majorities are willing to support economic or political sanctions to promote democracy. Only
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24 percent of Europeans and 34 percent of Americans express a willingness to resort to
military force to promote democracy.

Global challenges on which more than 70 percent of Americans and Europeans agree include
internaticnal terrorism, Islamic fundamentalism, immigration, the global spread of diseases,
global warming, the growing power of China and violence and instability in Iraq.

Ninety-four percent of Europeans and 97 percent of Americans see terrorism as one of the
most serious threats to security, for example.

Iran’s suspected nuclear weapons program elicits a shared concern, with 79 percent of
Americans and 84 percent of Europeans in agreement that efforts to prevent Iran from
acquiring nuclear weapons should continue.

Amerieana and Eurapaane aleo coo global climate issues and the global spread of diS€asc as
serious risks, with Europeans more intensely concerned about the climate and Americans
more intensely concerned about disease.

People on both sides of the Atlantic are willing to make similar trade-offs between civil
liberties and homeland security: Majorities support greater governmental authority to
monitor communications on the Internet and to install surveillance cameras in public places,
but majorities oppose more government authority to monitor telephone calls. In the United
States, Democrats are much less willing than Republicans to grant the government more
power to infringe on civil liberties in the interest of fighting terrorism.

European support for NATO has declined every year the survey has been taken, from 69
percent in 2002 to 55 percent in 2006. In the United States, on the other hand, support for
NATO has risen from 56 percent in 2002 to 61 percent in 2006.

The survey notes that support for NATO has declined especially in countries “traditionally
perceived as strong supporters of NATO" - Germany, Italy, Poland and Turkey.

Americans remain very positive in their view of the European Union: 76 percent of
Americans support strong leadership by the EU in world affairs, and the support is
bipartisan.

The 12 European countries in which the survey was conducted are Germany, France, Great
Britain, Italy, the Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia, Spain, Turkey, Bulgaria, and
Romania.

The full -ext of the survey is available in English, French, German, Polish, Slovak, Spanish
and Turkish on the Web site of the German Marshall Fund.

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State.)

Copyright © 2006 U.S. Mission to the European Union. All rights reserved.
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United States remains committed to diplomatic resolution, State's
Joseph says
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Washington - The international community must close ranks to make clear
to Iran’s government the consequences of its refusal to stop its pursuit of
nuclear weapons, a top State Department official says.

“Sanctions represent the next step in our diplomacy, as the United States
continuas to work with others to persuade Iran to change its course and
abandon its nuclear weapons program,” Robert Joseph, under secretary of
state for arms control and international security, told journalists September
6. (See related article.)

Joseph said that a nuclear-armed Iran would be “intolerable” to the
international community, and would produce further destabilization in
Lebanon, Iraq, Afghanistan and elsewhere in the region.

By ignoring its obligations under the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)
and refusing to cooperate with the United Nation’s International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA), Iran also threatens decades of international
partnership to stop the spread of nuclear weapons and materials, he said.

Despite Iran’s claims that its nuclear program is aimed at developing civil
nuclear power, Joseph said the country has been under IAEA investigation
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nave led to a lack or conTiaence by tne international community withn
respect to Iran's nuclear intentions.”

After two years of intensive negotiations between Iran and the European
negotiating team from France, Germany, and the United Kingdom failed to
convinca Iran to abandon its nuclear enrichment activities, the five
permanent members of the U.N. Security Council - China, France, Russia,
the United Kingdom and the United States -- were joined by Germany in
the “P5+1,” team, which offered Iran a package of incentives to stop its
nuclear enrichment programs, including support to help Iran develop the
civil nuclear power capability that its leaders claimed to be their goal. (See
related article.)

“This is the choice that Iran should have made,” Joseph said. “This is the
choice that would be of greatest benefit to the Iranian people.”

In support of its offer, the U.N. Security Council on July 31 also passed
Resolution 1696, which expressed the council’s intention to adopt
appropriate measures under Article 41 of Chapter VII of the U.N. Charter
should [ran refuse to suspend all enrichment-related activities by August
31. (See related article.)

“That deadline,” Joseph said, “has now passed. And since Iran has not
taken the steps required by the IAEA and the Security Council, it is now
essential that we move to adopt sanctions against Iran.” (See related

article.)

Joseph said that the State Department’s under secretary of state for
political affairs, R. Nicholas Burns, was scheduled to meet with his P5+1
counterparts September 7 to discuss next steps.

Although discussion will focus on the specifics of the international
community’s response, the “fundamental bargain has been struck,” Joseph
said, as reflected in Security Council Resolution 1696.

“Sanctions are what you do next in terms of the diplomatic approach,” the
under secretary said. “Iran must understand that there are consequences
for its defiance of the IAEA board and for its defiance of the Security
Counci .”

International sanctions might be imposed in a graduated fashion beginning
with targeted denials of international support for technologies linked to
develoling weapons of mass destruction (WMD) and missile programs, he
said. “We are doing everything that we can to block the transfer of those
technologies into Iran,” Joseph said, noting both efforts to help countries
develo» robust export controls as well as efforts to interdict illegal transfers
of WMD and related technologies under the Proliferation Security Initiative
and sirnilar efforts. (See related article.)

But Joseph also hinted that it might not be too late for Iran to change its
mind, suspend nuclear enrichment and reconsider the incentive package.

“We have made clear that if Iran does suspend its enrichment activities, we
are willing to join with the other members of the P-5 and Germany to sit
down and talk about the incentives package,” he said.

A transcript of Joseph’s briefing is available from the State Department
Web site.

For more information, see International Security, Arms Contrcol and Non-
Protiferation, and Middie East and North Africa.
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President's Speech on the Global War on Terror

THE WHITE HOUSE
Office of the Press Secretary
September 6, 2006

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT ON THE GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR

The East Room
1:45 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. Thanks for the warm welcome. Welcome to the White
House. Mr. Vice President, Secretary Rice, Attorney General Gonzales, Ambassador
Negroponte, General Hayden, members of the United States Congress, families who lost
loved ones in the terrorist attacks on our nation, and my fellow citizens: Thanks for coming.

On the morning of September the 11th, 2001, our nation awoke to a nightmare attack.
Nineteen men, armed with box cutters, took control of airplanes and turned them into
missiles. They used them to kill nearly 3,000 innocent people. We watched the Twin Towers
collapse before our eyes -- and it became instantly clear that we'd entered a new world, and
a dangercous new war.

The attacks of September the 11th horrified our nation. And amid the grief came new fears
and urgent questions: Who had attacked us? What did they want? And what else were
they planning? Americans saw the destruction the terrorists had caused in New York, and
Washington, and Pennsylvania, and they wondered if there were other terrorist cells in our
midst poised to strike; they wondered if there was a second wave of attacks still to come.

With the Twin Towers and the Pentagon still smoldering, our country on edge, and a stream
of intelligence coming in about potential new attacks, my administration faced immediate
challenges: We had to respond to the attack on our country. We had to wage an
unprecedented war against an enemy unlike any we had fought before. We had to find the
terrorists hiding in America and across the world, before they were able to strike our country
again. So in the early days and weeks after 9/11, I directed our government's senior
national security officials to do everything in their power, within our laws, to prevent another
attack.
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Nearly five years have passed since these -- those initial days of shock and sadness -- and
we are thankful that the terrorists have not succeeded in launching another attack on our
soil. This is not for the lack of desire or determination on the part of the enemy. As the
recently foiled plot in London shows, the terrorists are still active, and they're still trying to
strike Arrerica, and they're still trying to kill our people. One reason the terrorists have not
succeeded is because of the hard work of thousands of dedicated men and women in our
government, who have toiled day and night, along with our allies, to stop the enemy from
carrying out their plans. And we are grateful for these hardworking citizens of ours.

Another reason the terrorists have not succeeded is because our government has changed
its policies -- and given our military, intelligence, and law enforcement personnel the tools
they need to fight this enemy and protect our people and preserve our freedoms.

The terrcrists who declared war on America represent no nation, they defend no territory,
and they wear no uniform. They do not mass armies on borders, or flotillas of warships on
the high seas. They operate in the shadows of society; they send small teams of operatives
to infiltrate free nations; they live quietly among their victims; they conspire in secret, and
then they strike without warning. In this new war, the most important source of information
on where the terrorists are hiding and what they are planning is the terrorists, themselves.
Captured terrorists have unique knowledge about how terrorist networks operate. They
have knowledge of where their operatives are deployed, and knowledge about what plots are
underway. This intelligence -- this is intelligence that cannot be found any other place. And
our security depends on getting this kind of information. To win the war on terror, we must
be able to detain, question, and, when appropriate, prosecute terrorists captured here in
America, and on the battlefields around the world.

After the 9/11 attacks, our coalition launched operations across the world to remove
terrorist safe havens, and capture or kill terrorist operatives and leaders. Working with our
allies, wa've captured and detained thousands of terrorists and enemy fighters in
Afghanistan, in Irag, and other fronts of this war on terror. These enemy -- these are
enemy combatants, who were waging war on our nation. We have a right under the laws of
war, and we have an obligation to the American people, to detain these enemies and stop
them from rejoining the battle.

Most of -he enemy combatants we capture are held in Afghanistan or in Iraqg, where they're
questioried by our military personnel. Many are released after questioning, or turned over
to local authorities -- if we determine that they do not pose a continuing threat and no
longer have significant intelligence value. Others remain in American custody near the
battlefield, to ensure that they don't return to the fight.

In some cases, we determine that individuals we have captured pose a significant threat, or
may have intelligence that we and our allies need to have to prevent new attacks. Many are
al Qaeda operatives or Taliban fighters trying to conceal their identities, and they withhold
information that could save American lives. In these cases, it has been necessary to move
these irdividuals to an environment where they can be held secretly [sic], questioned by
experts, and -- when appropriate -- prosecuted for terrorist acts.

Some of these individuals are taken to the United States Naval Base at Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba. 't's important for Americans and others across the world to understand the kind of
people 1eld at Guantanamo. These aren't common criminals, or bystanders accidentally
swept Lp on the battlefield -- we have in place a rigorous process to ensure those held at
Guantatamo Bay belong at Guantanamo. Those held at Guantanamo include suspected
bomb makers, terrorist trainers, recruiters and facilitators, and potential suicide bombers.
They are in our custody so they cannot murder our people. One detainee heid at
Guantanamo told a questioner questioning him -- he said this: "I'll never forget your face. I
will kill you, your brothers, your mother, and sisters."

In addizion to the terrorists held at Guantanamo, a small number of suspected terrorist
leaders and operatives captured during the war have been held and questioned outside the
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United States, in a separate program operated by the Central Intelligence Agency. This
group includes individuals believed to be the key architects of the September the 11th
attacks, znd attacks on the USS Cole, an operative involved in the bombings of our
embassies in Kenya and Tanzania, and individuals involved in other attacks that have taken
the lives of innocent civilians across the world. These are dangerous men with unparalleled
knowledge about terrorist networks and their plans for new attacks. The security of our
nation and the lives of our citizens depend on our ability to learn what these terrorists know.

Many specifics of this program, including where these detainees have been held and the
details of their confinement, cannot be divulged. Doing so would provide our enemies with
information they could use to take retribution against our allies and harm our country. I can
say that juestioning the detainees in this program has given us information that has saved
innocent lives by helping us stop new attacks -- here in the United States and across the
world. Today, I'm going to share with you some of the examples provided by our
intelligence community of how this program has saved lives; why it remains vital to the
security of the United States, and our friends and allies; and why it deserves the support of
the United States Congress and the American people.

Within months of September the 11th, 2001, we captured a man known as Abu Zubaydah.
We believe that Zubaydah was a senior terrorist leader and a trusted associate of Osama bin
Laden. Our intelligence community believes he had run a terrorist camp in Afghanistan
where some of the 9/11 hijackers trained, and that he helped smuggle al Qaeda leaders out
of Afghanistan after coalition forces arrived to liberate that country. Zubaydah was severely
wounded during the firefight that brought him into custody -- and he survived only because
of the medical care arranged by the CIA.

After he recovered, Zubaydah was defiant and evasive. He declared his hatred of America.
During cuestioning, he at first disclosed what he thought was nominal information -- and
then stopped all cooperation. Well, in fact, the "nominal” information he gave us turned out
to be quite important. For example, Zubaydah disclosed Khalid Sheikh Mohammed -- or
KSM -- was the mastermind behind the 9/11 attacks, and used the alias "Muktar." This was
a vital piece of the puzzle that helped our intelligence community pursue KSM. Abu
Zubaydah also provided information that helped stop a terrorist attack being planned for
inside the United States -- an attack about which we had no previous information. Zubaydah
told us that al Qaeda operatives were planning to launch an attack in the U.S., and provided
physical descriptions of the operatives and information on their general location. Based on
the info-mation he provided, the operatives were detained -- one while traveling to the
United States.

We knew that Zubaydah had more information that could save innocent lives, but he stopped
talking. As his questioning proceeded, it became clear that he had received training on how
to resist interrogation. And so the CIA used an alternative set of procedures. These
procedures were designed to be safe, to comply with our laws, our Constitution, and our
treaty cbligations. The Department of Justice reviewed the authorized methods extensively
and determined them to be lawful. I cannot describe the specific methods used -- 1 think
you understand why --if I did, it would help the terrorists learn how to resist questioning,
and to keep information from us that we need to prevent new attacks on our country. Butl
can say the procedures were tough, and they were safe, and lawful, and necessary.

Zubaydah was questioned using these procedures, and soon he began to provide information
on key al Qaeda operatives, including information that helped us find and capture more of
those responsible for the attacks on September the 11th. For example, Zubaydah identified
one of KSM's accomplices in the 9/11 attacks -- a terrorist named Ramzi bin al Shibh. The
information Zubaydah provided helped lead to the capture of bin al Shibh. And together
these two terrorists provided information that helped in the planning and execution of the
operation that captured Khalid Sheikh Mohammed.

Once in our custody, KSM was questioned by the CIA using these procedures, and he soon
provided information that helped us stop another planned attack on the United States.
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During questioning, KSM told us about another al Qaeda operative he knew was in CIA
custody -- a terrorist named Majid Khan. KSM revealed that Khan had been told to deliver $
50,000 tc individuals working for a suspected terrorist leader named Hambali, the leader of
al Qaeda's Southeast Asian affiliate known as "J-1". CIA officers confronted Khan with this
information. Khan confirmed that the money had been delivered to an operative named
Zubair, and provided both a physical description and contact number for this operative.

Based on that information, Zubair was captured in June of 2003, and he soon provided
information that helped lead to the capture of Hambali. After Hambali's arrest, KSM was
questioned again. He identified Hambali's brother as the leader of a "3-1" cell, and Hambali's
conduit for communications with al Qaeda. Hambali's brother was soon captured in
Pakistan, and, in turn, led us to a cell of 17 Southeast Asian "J-1" operatives. When
confronted with the news that his terror cell had been broken up, Hambali admitted that the
operatives were being groomed at KSM's request for attacks inside the United States --
probably [sic] using airplanes.

During questioning, KSM also provided many details of other plots to kill innocent
Americans. For example, he described the design of planned attacks on buildings inside the
United States, and how operatives were directed to carry them out. He told us the
operatives had been instructed to ensure that the explosives went off at a point that was
high encugh to prevent the people trapped above from escaping out the windows.

KSM also provided vital information on al Qaeda's efforts to obtain biological weapons.
During cuestioning, KSM admitted that he had met three individuals involved in al Qaeda's
efforts to produce anthrax, a deadly biological agent -- and he identified one of the
individuals as a terrorist named Yazid. KSM apparently believed we already had this
information, because Yazid had been captured and taken into foreign custody before KSM's
arrest. In fact, we did not know about Yazid's role in al Qaeda's anthrax program.
Information from Yazid then helped lead to the capture of his two principal assistants in the
anthrax program. Without the information provided by KSM and Yazid, we might not have
uncovered this al Qaeda biological weapons program, Or stopped this al Qaeda cell from
developng anthrax for attacks against the United States.

These are some of the plots that have been stopped because of the information of this vital
program. Terrorists held in CIA custody have also provided information that helped stop a
planned strike on U.S. Marines at Camp Lemonier in Djibouti -- they were going to use an
explosive laden water tanker. They helped stop a planned attack on the U.S. consulate in
Karachi using car bombs and motorcycle bombs, and they helped stop a plot to hijack
passenger planes and fly them into Heathrow or the Canary Wharf in London.

We're getting vital information necessary to do our jobs, and that's to protect the American
people and our allies.

Information from the terrorists in this program has helped us to identify individuals that al
Qaeda deemed suitable for Western operations, many of whom we had never heard about
before. They include terrorists who were set to case targets inside the United States,
including financial buildings in major cities on the East Coast. Information from terrorists in
CIA custody has played a role in the capture or guestioning of nearly every senior al Qaeda
member or associate detained by the U.S. and its allies since this program began. By
providing everything from initial leads to photo identifications, to precise locations of where
terrorists were hiding, this program has helped us to take potential mass murderers off the
streets before they were able to Kill.

This program has also played a critical role in helping us understand the enemy we face in
this war. Terrorists in this program have painted a picture of al Qaeda's structure and
financing, and communications and logistics. They identified al Qaeda's travel routes and
safe havens, and explained how al Qaeda's senior leadership communicates with its
operatives in places like Iraq. They provided information that allows us -- that has allowed
us to rnake sense of documents and computer records that we have seized in terrorist raids.
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They've identified voices in recordings of intercepted calls, and helped us understand the
meaning of potentially critical terrorist communications.

The information we get from these detainees is corroborated by intelligence, and we've
received -- that we've received from other sources -- and together this intelligence has
helped us connect the dots and stop attacks before they occur. Information from the
terrorists questioned in this program helped unravel plots and terrorist cells in Europe and in
other plazes. It's helped our allies protect their people from deadly enemies. This program
has been, and remains, one of the most vital tools in our war against the terrorists. It is
invaluable to America and to our allies. Were it not for this program, our intelligence
community believes that al Qaeda and its allies would have succeeded in launching another
attack against the American homeland. By giving us information about terrorist plans we

could not get anywhere else, this program has saved innocent lives.

This program has been subject to multiple legal reviews by the Department of Justice and
CIA lawyers; they've determined it complied with our laws. This program has received strict
oversight by the CIA's Inspector General. A small number of key leaders from both political
parties on Capitol Hill were briefed about this program. All those involved in the questioning
of the terrorists are carefully chosen and they're screened from a pool of experienced CIA
officers. Those selected to conduct the most sensitive questioning had to complete more
than 250 additional hours of specialized training before they are allowed to have contact
with a captured terrorist.

I want to be absolutely clear with our people, and the world: The United States does not
torture. It's against our laws, and it's against our values. I have not authorized it -- and I
will not authorize it. Last year, my administration worked with Senator John McCain, and I
signed into law the Detainee Treatment Act, which established the legal standard for
treatment of detainees wherever they are held. I support this act. And as we implement
this law. our government will continue to use every lawful method to obtain intelligence that
can protect innocent people, and stop another attack like the one we experienced on
Septemoer the 11th, 2001.

The CIA program has detained only a limited number of terrorists at any given time -- and
once we've determined that the terrorists held by the CIA have little or no additional
intelligence value, many of them have been returned to their home countries for prosecution
or detention by their governments. Others have been accused of terrible crimes against the
American people, and we have a duty to bring those responsible for these crimes to justice.
So we intend to prosecute these men, as appropriate, for their crimes.

Soon after the war on terror began, I authorized a system of military commissions to try
foreign terrorists accused of war crimes. Military commissions have been used by Presidents
from George Washington to Franklin Roosevelt to prosecute war criminals, because the rules
for trying enemy combatants in a time of conflict must be different from those for trying
common criminals or members of our own military. One of the first suspected terrorists to
be put on trial by military commission was one of Osama bin Laden's bodyguards -- @a man
named Hamdan. His lawyers challenged the legality of the military commission system. It
took more than two years for this case to make its way through the courts. The Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit upheld the military commissions we had
designed, but this past June, the Supreme Court overturned that decision. The Supreme
Court determined that military commissions are an appropriate venue for trying terrorists,
but rulad that military commissions needed to be explicitly authorized by the United States
Congress.

So today, I'm sending Congress legislation to specifically authorize the creation of military
commissions to try terrorists for war crimes. My administration has been working with
members of both parties in the House and Senate on this legislation. We put forward a bill
that ensures these commissions are established in a way that protects our national security,
and erisures a full and fair trial for those accused. The procedures in the bill I am sending to
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Congress today reflect the reality that we are a nation at war, and that it's essential for us to
use all reliable evidence to bring these people to justice.

We're now approaching the five-year anniversary of the 9/11 attacks -- and the families of
those mirdered that day have waited patiently for justice. Some of the families are with us
today -- shey should have to wait no longer. So I'm announcing today that Khalid Sheikh
Mohammed, Abu Zubaydah, Ramzi bin al-Shibh, and 11 other terrorists in CIA custody have
been transferred to the United States Naval Base at Guantanamo Bay. (Applause.) They
are being held in the custody of the Department of Defense. As soon as Congress acts to
authorize the military commissions I have proposed, the men our intelligence officials
believe crchestrated the deaths of nearly 3,000 Americans on September the 11th, 2001,
can face justice. (Applause.)

We'll also seek to prosecute those believed to be responsible for the attack on the USS Cole,
and an operative believed to be involved in the bombings of the American embassies in
Kenya and Tanzania. With these prosecutions, we will send a clear message to those who
kill Americans: No longer -- how long it takes, we will find you and we will bring you to
justice. (Applause.)

These men will be held in a high-security facility at Guantanamo. The International
Committee of the Red Cross is being advised of their detention, and will have the
opportunity to meet with them. Those charged with crimes will be given access to attorneys
who will help them prepare their defense -- and they will be presumed innocent. While at
Guantaramo, they will have access to the same food, clothing, medical care, and
opportunities for worship as other detainees. They will be questioned subject to the new
U.S. Arrny Field Manual, which the Department of Defense is issuing today. And they will
continue to be treated with the humanity that they denied others.

As we move forward with the prosecutions, we will continue to urge nations across the world
to take back their nationals at Guantanamo who will not be prosecuted by our military
commissions. America has no interest in being the world's jailer. Butone of the reasons we
have nct been able to close Guantanamo is that many countries have refused to take back
their nationals held at the facility. Other countries have not provided adequate assurances
that their nationals will not be mistreated -- or they will not return to the battlefield, as more
than a dozen people released from Guantanamo already have. We will continue working to
transfer individuals held at Guantanamo, and ask other countries to work with us in this
process. And we will move toward the day when we can eventually close the detention
facility at Guantanamo Bay.

I know Americans have heard conflicting information about Guantanamo. Let me give you
some facts. Of the thousands of terrorists captured across the world, only about 770 have
ever been sent to Guantanamo. Of these, about 315 have been returned to other countries
so far -- and about 455 remain in our custody. They are provided the same quality of
medical care as the American service members who guard them. The International
Committee of the Red Cross has the opportunity to meet privately with all who are held
there. The facility has been visited by government officials from more than 30 countries,
and delegations from international organizations, as well. After the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe came to visit, one of its delegation members called
Guantanamo "a model prison” where people are treated better than in prisons in his own
country. Our troops can take great pride in the work they do at Guantanamo Bay -- and so
can the American people.

As we prosecute suspected terrorist leaders and operatives who have now been transferred
to Guantanamo, we'll continue searching for those who have stepped forward to take their
places. This nation is going to stay on the offense to protect the American people. We will
continue to bring the world's most dangerous terrorists to justice -- and we will continue
workirg to collect the vital intelligence we need to protect our country. The current
transfers mean that there are now no terrorists in the CIA program. But as more high-
ranking terrorists are captured, the need to obtain intelligence from them will remain critical
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-- and having a CIA program for questioning terrorists will continue to be crucial to getting
life-saving information.

Some may ask: Why are you acknowledging this program now? There are two reasons why
I'm making these limited disclosures today. First, we have largely completed our
questioning of the men -- and to start the process for bringing them to trial, we must bring
them into the open. Second, the Supreme Court's recent decision has impaired our ability
to prosecute terrorists through military commissions, and has put in question the future of
the CIA program. In its ruling on military commissions, the Court determined that a
provision of the Geneva Conventions known as "Common Article Three" applies to our war
with al Qaeda. This article includes provisions that prohibit "outrages upon personal dignity"
and "humiliating and degrading treatment." The problem is that these and other provisions
of Common Article Three are vague and undefined, and each could be interpreted in different
ways by American or foreign judges. And some believe our military and intelligence
personnel involved in capturing and questioning terrorists could now be at risk of
prosecution under the War Crimes Act -- simply for doing their jobs in a thorough and
professicnal way.

This is utacceptable. Our military and intelligence personnel go face to face with the world's
most dangerous men every day. They have risked their lives to capture some of the most
brutal terrorists on Earth. And they have worked day and night to find out what the
terrorists know so we can stop new attacks. America owes our brave men and women some
things ir return. We owe them their thanks for saving lives and keeping America safe. And
we owe them clear rules, so they can continue to do their jobs and protect our people.

So today, I'm asking Congress to pass legislation that will clarify the rules for our personnel
fighting the war on terror. First, I'm asking Congress to list the specific, recognizable
offenses that would be considered crimes under the War Crimes Act -- so our personnel can
know clearly what is prohibited in the handling of terrorist enemies. Second, I'm asking that
Congress make explicit that by following the standards of the Detainee Treatment Act our
personnel are fulfilling America's obligations under Common Article Three of the Geneva
Conventions. Third, I'm asking that Congress make it clear that captured terrorists cannot
use the Geneva Conventions as a basis to sue our personnel in courts -- in U.S. courts. The
men and women who protect us should not have to fear lawsuits filed by terrorists because
they're doing their jobs.

The need for this legislation is urgent. We need to ensure that those questioning terrorists
can continue to do everything within the limits of the law to get information that can save
American lives. My administration will continue to work with the Congress to get this
legislation enacted -- but time is of the essence. Congress is in session just for a few more
weeks, and passing this legislation ought to be the top priority. (Applause.)

As we work with Congress to pass a good bill, we will also consult with congressional leaders
on how to ensure that the CIA program goes forward in a way that follows the law, that
meets the national security needs of our country, and protects the brave men and women
we ask to obtain information that will save innocent lives. For the sake of our security,
Congress needs to act, and update our laws to meet the threats of this new era. And I know
they will.

We're engaged in a global struggle -- and the entire civilized world has a stake in its
outcome. America is a nation of law. And as I work with Congress to strengthen and clarify
our laws here at home, I will continue to work with members of the international community
who have been our partners in this struggle. I've spoken with leaders of foreign
governments, and worked with them to address their concerns about Guantanamo and our
detent on policies. I'll continue to work with the international community to construct a
common foundation to defend our nations and protect our freedoms.

Free nations have faced new enemies and adjusted to new threats before -- and we have
prevai ed. Like the struggles of the last century, today's war on terror is, above all, a
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struggle for freedom and liberty. The adversaries are different, but the stakes in this war
are the same: We're fighting for our way of life, and our ability to live in freedom. We're

fighting for the cause of humanity, against those who seek to impose the darkness of

tyranny and terror upon the entire world. And we're fighting for a peaceful future for our

children and our grandchildren.
May God bless you all. (Applause.)

END 2:22 P.M. EDT

Page 8
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Latest News Gm,;fi;qem
_ ) , L Sites
President Bush announced that he is sending draft legislation to the U.S.
Congress that specifically would authorize U.S. military commissions to try us.
captured terrorist suspects and would clarify the rules governing how U.S. Department of
interrogators may question detainees to gather intelligence against terrorist Defense
organizations and prevent potential terrorist activities. Speaking at the White
House September 6, Bush also acknowledged that the CIA has been holding and Related Sites
interrogating suspected terrorists, including members of al-Qaida. He said the
remainirg 14 prisoners in the program are being transferred to the Department United Nations
of Defense's detention facility in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, where they will await on Human
trial by U.S. military commissions. Among those being transferred for trial are Rights
suspected terrorists Khalid Sheik Mohammed, believed to be the third-highest al-
Qaida leader before his 2003 capture in Pakistan; Ramzi Binalshibh, an alleged Fact Sheets
would-be September 11, 2001, hijacker; and Abu Zubaydah, who allegedly
served as a link between al-Qaida leader Osama bin Laden and many cells in his Detainee Issues
organization. Working with members of Congress, Bush said he was putting
forward legislation to ensure the military commissions "are established in a way All U.S.-EU Fact
that protects our national security and ensures a full and fair trial for those Sheets
accused "
o Bush Says High-Level Detainees Will Face Fair Military Trial (Sep 6, 2006)
o Pentagon Releases New Rules for Treatment of Detainees (Sep 6, 2006)
o Five Guantanamo Detainees Transferred to Afghanistan (Aug 26, 2006)
o Congress Urged To Define "War Crimes" Under Geneva Conventions (Aug
3, 2006)
o Military Commissions Protect Intelligence, Attorney General Says (Jul 18,
2006)
o Geneva Conventions Will Apply to Detainees, U.S. Official Says (Jul 11,
2006) )

o Press Gaggle by Tony Snow (Jul 3, 2006)

o Supreme Court Finds Military Commissions Unconstitutional (Jun 30,
2006)

o 14 Guantanamo Detainees Transferred to Saudi Arabia (Jun 26, 2006)

o Press Briefing by Tony Snow (Jun 23, 2006)

o Rice Says U.S., Spain Working Closely in Afghanistan and Iraq (Jun 19,
2006)

o Bush Says Military Courts Best Solution for Guantanamo Detainees (Jun

14, 2006) ()
o State Department Spokesman's Daily Press Briefing (Jun 12, 2006)
o Three Guantanamo Bay Detainees Die of Apparent Suicide, U.S. Says (Jun

11, 2006)
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o Bush, Denmark’s Rasmussen Confer on Irag at Camp David (Jun 9, 2006)
Major Statements & More

o European Report on Renditions Not Supported by Facts, Says Uu.s. (Jun 8,
2006)

o U.S. Says CIA Flights Overstated, Welcomes Ideas for Guantanamo (May
g, 2006)

o Gonzales Dgfengg Detainee Treatment, Seeks Dialogue with Europe (Mar
7, 2006) L7

o NATO Chief Says Rice Cleared the Air on Detainees (Dec 8, 2005)

o Bush, Austria's Schuessel Discuss Human Rights, U.S.-EU Relations (Dec
8, 2005)

U.S.-EU Highlights

U.S. officials say that a Council of Europe report
claiminc that several European countries colluded with
the United States in a network of international
transfers and secret detentions is based on rumors
and speculation and is not supported with facts. The
June 7 Council of Europe report is filled with “rumor,
innuenco and inaccuracy,” the State Department’s
senior legal adviser, John Bellinger, said during a June
7 interview with the British Broadcasting Corporation'
Jonathzn Beale. “The tone of the report, citing a
‘spider’s web’ of renditions, reads more like a
supermarket journal than a serious report on human
rights,” Bellinger said.

2006: 3ush Says High-Level Detainees Will Eace Fair Military Trial (Sep 6, 2006)
(Speech) | Pentagon Releases New Rules for Treatment of Detainees (5ep 6,
2006) | Geneva Conventions Will Apply to Detainees, U.S. Official Says (Jul 11,
2006)| European Report on Renditions Not Supported by Facts, Says U.S. (Jun
8, 2006) (McClellen Transcript) | Releasing Guantanamo Detainees Would
Endanger World, U.S. Says (May 25, 2006) | State's Legal Adviser Bellinger
Discusses U.S. Detainee Issues, Guantanamo (May 25, 2006) | U.S. Says U.N.
Torture Report Ignored Crucial Data (May 19, 2006) (Transcript of Bellinger
Remarks) | Legal Advisor Bellinger in Brussels Says CIA Flights Overstated,
Welcores Ideas for Guantanamo (May 8, 2006) (Transcript) | Rice Advisor
Bellingzr Addresses Detainee Concerns (Mar 13, 2006)

The United States and Europe must work together as
partners to defeat terrorist networks, Attorney General
Alberto Gonzales said March 7 in London, where he
defended U.S. treatment of detainees while discussing
the sometimes deep disagreements over how to defend
against militant groups. Gonzales also said the United
States welcomes a “difficult but necessary dialogue” on
how to balance human rights with protecting human
lives in the struggle against terrorism. “Although these
issues are complex, we must not let the consensus
between the United States and Europe in fighting
terrorism be weakened over differences in how we

: approach the fight,” he said in a speech at the
International Institute for Strategic Studies. (Full Text of Remarks)

Gonzzles in London Defends Detainee Treatment, Seeks Dialogue with Europe
(Mar 7, 2006) (Full Text of Remarks) | U.S. Officials Call Draft U.N. Detainee
Report Flawed, Unbalanced (Feb 15, 2006) | U.S. Respects Sovereignty of Allies
in Terrorist Rendition Cases (Jan 24, 2006)
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2005: Srate's Fried Urges Europe To Support Fully Irag's New Government (Dec
14, 2005) | NATO Chief Says Rice Cleared the Air on Detainees (Dec 8, 2005) |
Ambassz dor Bolton Criticizes U.N. Human Rights Commissioner (Dec 7, 2005) |

War on Terror Must Be Waged "Lawfully," Rice Tells European Media (Dec 6,

2005) | U.S. Following Rule of Law, Rice Tells German Chancellor (Dec 6, 2005) |

Rice Says United States Does Not Torture Terrorists (Dec 5, 2005) | U.S.
Detention Policies Justified by War on Terror, Rice Says (Nov 29, 2005) |

Pentagon Adopts New Detainee Interrogation Policy (Nov 8, 2005) | U.S. Invites

U.N. Representatives to Visit Guantanamo Facilities (Oct 30, 2005)
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Information Sharing Critical to Airline Safety, Says Chertoff

The following op-ed by Michael Chertoff, secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland
Security, was published in the August 29 edition of The Washington Post and is in the public
domain. There are no republication restrictions.

A Tool We Need to Stop the Next Airliner Piot
By Michael Chertoff

Imagine that our troops in Afghanistan raided an al-Qaeda safe house and captured a
computer containing the celiphone numbers of operatives in Europe. Wouldn't it be
important to know whether one of those celliphone numbers was used to book a transatlantic
flight? Unfortunately, today our ability to make that connection remains limited: Information
that ter-orists readily share with travel agents cannot easily be shared throughout the
United States government. That needs to change.

Informetion sharing and intelligence gathering are some of our most important tools in the
global war on terrorism. British authorities, in partnership with the United States and our
allies, were able to disrupt the recent terrorist plot against passenger aircraft precisely
because of timely, actionable intelligence, properly shared and acted upon before the
terrorists could carry out their plans.

But despite the strong links we've forged with our European partners to protect our nations,
we still remain handcuffed in our ability to use all available resources to identify threats and
stop terrorists.

To defeat terrorists, we must limit their movement between countries and disable their
worldwide networks by targeting our investigative resources. One technique practiced by the
Department of Homeland Security and a number of foreign governments is the use of name-
based information, such as passenger manifests and crew lists, to screen travelers coming to
the Unted States before they get here. These manifests allow us to identify known persons
of interest on watch lists and to act upon threats before they can reach our shores -- even,
where possible, before they depart on their trip. But how do we thwart a terrorist who has
not yel been identified?

One way is by using more of the detailed information collected by airlines and travel
agencies when an individua! books a flight. These passenger name records contain
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information, such as travel itineraries and payment details, that can be analyzed in
conjunction with current intelligence to identify high-risk travelers before they board planes.

If we learned anything from Sept. 11, 2001, it is that we need to be better at connecting the
dots of terrorist-related information. After Sept. 11, we used credit card and telephone
records to identify those linked with the hijackers. But wouldn't it be better to identify such
connections before a hijacker boards a plane?

By comparing passenger name record (PNR) data and intelligence gathered on known
terrorists -- such as cellphone numbers collected in Afghanistan -- we can identify unknown
threats fcr additional screening and enhance our ability to assess risk. At the same time,
that means we will spend less time with inconvenient screening of low-risk travelers.

The U.S. government has collected PNR data on travelers aboard international flights to the
United States since the early 1990s. This information is of such value that after the Sept. 11
terrorist attacks, Congress mandated its continued collection. But in the past few years
European privacy concerns have limited the ability of counterterrorism officials to gain broad
access to data of this sort.

For example, under an agreement with the European Union, U.S. Customs and Border
Protection receives this information regularly, but it cannot routinely share it with
investigators in another DHS component, Immigration and Customs Enforcement, or with
the FBI -~ never mind with our allies in London. This information might yet identify
associates of those arrested in the plot in Britain, but the rules blind us in routinely
searching for that connection.

DHS has made a strong commitment to protect personal privacy while screening
internaticnal travelers. We do not profile based on race or ethnicity, but we do assess
potential threats through careful analysis of individual behavior. The DHS chief privacy
officer has closely reviewed the PNR program to ensure that it meets standards of fair
information practices and U.S. law. This includes providing a process through which travelers
can seek redress if they feel their freedoms have been violated.

Protecting personal privacy is a part of responding to the post-Sept. 11 world, but it should
not reflexively block us from developing new screening tools. Indeed, more data sharing
leads to rnore precisely targeted screening, which actually improves privacy by reducing
questioning and searches of innocent travelers.

All governments bear a responsibility to prevent terrorists from boarding aircraft, and
information sharing is a critical way we can work together to limit terrorist mobility, screen
for unkncwn threats and investigate terrorist cells. Smart screening -- including careful and
responsive analysis of travel data -- will enhance security and privacy.

(The writer is U.S. secretary of homeland security.)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State.)
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