LAROUCHE AT NATIONAL PRESS CLUB

Benghazi 9/11: Obama’s
Impeachable Crimes

Nov. 2—Lyndon LaRouche today returned to the Na-
tional Press Club in Washington, D.C., for the first time
since 1986, to deliver a powerful repudiation of both of
the two major party Presidential candidates, and warn
that the world is facing the gravest crisis in modern
times, centered on the immediate danger of thermonu-
clear war and a trans-Atlantic hyperinflationary break-
down. LaRouche was joined in the press conference by
EIR Counterintelligence Editor Jeffrey Steinberg.

The conference was attended by diplomats from
Western Europe and Africa and by media from the
United States, Eastern Europe, the Middle East, and
South America. The entire event was recorded by three
TV networks, including LPAC-TV, which has posted the
fullvideo of the press conference, including an extended
question-and-answer session (www.larouchepac.com).

Lyndon LaRouche: Well, I am Lyndon LaRouche,
opening this event, and probably the major part of the
presentation and discussion today will be devoted to a
report from Jeff Steinberg, who is outside in the corri-
dor right now, but will be here in due course. He knows
already pretty much what I’'m about to say.

My subject here is going to be the question of the
election and its implications, and Mr. Steinberg will be
going on some of the complications which will become
crucial once the election has occurred—if it ever has
been actually settled.

So, from my standpoint: We are in the worst crisis
that the United States and other nations related to it,
have ever experienced. And the election itself, or the re-
sults of the nominal election, if it can actually be settled,
is really of secondary importance. The real news, apart
from what Mr. Steinberg will present today, which is
some real news of relevance, the real news otherwise, is
going to be evident after the election proceedings have
nominally closed. That’s when the fun will occur. Not
now, before the election, but once the election day has
been completed, all hell will bust loose internationally.

Exactly what the form of hell will be, we don’t nec-
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essarily know. I’ ve been forecasting for many years, for
many decades, actually, and I’ ve never made a mistake,
but I'’ve made few definite forecasts. Because a few
forecasts do map out pretty much what the history of
mankind has been, in any case.

Now, the question that would be posed normally, by,
I think, most citizens and other observers today, would
be, “Well, how is the election going to work out?” Well,
the election is a mess, because we have two candidates
who are the chosen leading candidates, both of whom
are utterly incompetent to become President of the
United States. One has been the incompetent President
of the United States for some time. So the question is
not, what is going to happen as a result of a choice of the
election candidate, even if we can get a clear choice.
And because of the massive amount of vote fraud,
which is almost incalculable, as in the case of Ohio, that
we cannot determine, even on Election Day, who actu-
ally won. It would be miracle if we could say who actu-
ally won this election.

So, that’s part of the situation.

But the other part is that the world is going through
a global crisis, especially in the trans-Atlantic region,
where we’re most aware of it—i.e., in Europe, espe-
cially in western and central Europe, and in the United
States—that is the crucial point, which everything is
determining.

The crucial issue, the most crucial issue, is the threat
of thermonuclear war. That is the pregnant issue going
on here.

Now, the incumbent President is for a military con-
frontation, which, in fact, if it’s executed, will be ther-
monuclear war. And as most of you who are experi-
enced know, thermonuclear war would begin, perhaps,
launched by Mr. Obama, on behalf of the United States,
and within minutes after Mr. Obama had launched
World War III, or V, or VI, or whatever it’s going to be,
you would have then a reaction from certain European
nations, which would be called into play under their
agreements. You will have Russia, China, and probably
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LPAC-TV
Lyndon LaRouche addresses the press conference. Neither Presidential
candidate has addressed the two main issues, he said: the threat of
thermonuclear war, and the economic policy crisis exemplified by
Hurricane Sandy’s destruction of the New York City area and New
Jersey.

India as the principal leaders of the opposite side.

If thermonuclear war were to occur, under expected
terms today, it would be completed, essentially, within
the range of an hour and a half. Because that’s thermo-
nuclear war. And when you measure thermonuclear war
against the capacity of the submarine fleet of the United
States, in launching these kinds of weapons, after an
hour and a half of warfare among these contenders, and
those associated with these contenders, there won’t be
much left on the planet.

You can go back to the time that Khrushchov ex-
ploded a big bomb in Asia, as a demonstration. It was a
demonstration bomb; it had elements of thermonuclear
war in it. It was essentially a nuclear bomb, but with
these complications. Since that time, the capacity for
conducting thermonuclear warfare has been perfected
to the point that you can fight the war, but you can’t out-
live it. Or nearly so.

And this is the big issue, if you take what the work
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the United States is, what
they’re concerned about, what they’re fighting to try to
avoid, is a thermonuclear war. There are attempts at ne-
gotiation: the Russian policy, Russian relationships
with the Joint Chiefs’ attitudes; what India’s concerned
about, and China’s involvement, and others: All of
these things are there. If we do not prevent the launch-
ing of a war, by, in this case, the United States—be-
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cause only the United States has the capability
and weapons systems to present a confrontation
of a type that will trigger a grand thermonuclear
war, where everybody has to respond, simply be-
cause it’s the last thing they will be able to do.

And therefore, the key issue here is not the
election. The key issue here is: Will this crisis, this
economic crisis—which is worldwide, with hy-
perinflation accelerating every hour in Europe;
with hyperinflation coming in the United States.
Look at the situation in the Manhattan/New York
area, New Jersey, and so forth. And look at the
budgets coming up. You're already seeing—in
Staten Island and elsewhere, and in the Manhattan
region, the New Jersey region—you’re already
seeing a horror show.

Because neither of the leading candidates in
contention now, will actually create a budget
which allows for the recovery of that area of the
United States. The funds will not exist under
Obama, or under his opponent, to meet the needs
of people who are dying in the island of Manhat-
tan, and Staten Island, and elsewhere in that vicinity.
They are starving. They have no means of sustenance.
Nothing is provided for them. They’re dying. They’re
dying in places that used to be the housing of the citi-
zens of the United States in that area.

And nothing will be done. The budgetary provisions
which have been made, don’t exist for the needs of the
people.

And this is only the beginning of it.

So, we have the two issues: You have the threat of
thermonuclear war, and you have also this crisis which
has hit the New York City area, around there. These are
exemplars and warnings of what’s in store for us now,
after the election date is finished.

So the real history of what’s happening now, will
become manifest to people more generally, and glob-
ally, after Election Day, not before. There are limita-
tions on what you can precisely forecast, because it de-
pends on how people react to these conditions.

Neither of these candidates for President, the leading
candidates, is fit to become President of the United
States. You see what happened with the Florida debate
between the two candidates: It was a piece of junk. There
was nothing serious in that debate, absolutely nothing of
any importance in it. They were acting out something.

They didn’t even discuss the key issue. The key
issue on the election plate has been, what? It’s been the
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fraud, the fraud of Benghazi, and you will hear more
about that from Jeff Steinberg, who will give you the
details on it.

But we have the evidence, and it’s the evidence from
U.S. official sources at the highest rank, the evidence of
the exact chain of circumstances which led into the kill-
ing on 9/11—that s, on Sept. 11 of this year. The conclu-
sive evidence is provided by the relevant voices, docu-
ments, of leading people in the U.S. government service.
But the official voice has put a lid on the discussion of
this issue. And so that’s what we face today.

Now, the other aspect is background. What’s wrong
with these two candidates? Well, Obama—there’s noth-
ing right about him. That’s a fact, that’s not an opinion.
There’s nothing good there. The other candidate, the
Republican, if he had any competence at all, lost it, in a
debate between himself and Obama in Florida. He cov-
ered up the main story, which is what you will now hear
from Mr. Jeff Steinberg.

What Did the President Know?

Jeffrey Steinberg: We are now in the eighth week
since the attack on the consulate in Benghazi on Sept.
11 of this year, and in that eight-week period, we are yet
to get any kind of a coherent accounting from the Presi-
dent of the United States with respect to what he knew
beforehand, what his activities were on the day that the
attack occurred, and how he responded after the fact.
And these are absolutely pivotal issues, when you con-
sider that, just a few days from now, he’s standing for
re-election as President of the United States, and he al-
ready swore an oath to not only uphold the Constitu-
tion, but to protect and defend the lives of American
diplomats and others around the world.

And I can say with reasonable confidence, that the
President will do everything in his power, to remain ab-
solutely dead silent on this issue, until after the election
next Tuesday, and however long it takes afterwards, to
determine what the actual outcome of the election is.

So, what I want to go through here today, is certain
things that have come out as the result of pressure from
Congressional committees, as the result of a certain
limited amount of disclosure that has come out of the
State Department, and I want to restrict my remarks ex-
clusively to those things that have been placed in the
public record, by way of government documents. I'm
not going to comment on any speculation, or rumors, or
theories that have been put out in the press. I just want
to stick simply with those things that are absolutely in-
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LPAC-TV
Jeffrey Steinberg: “I want to restrict my remarks exclusively to
those things that have been placed in the public record, by way
of government documents. I'm not going to comment on any
speculation, or rumors, or theories that have been put out in
the press.”

disputable, so that there’s a frame of reference to judge
the behavior of the President and other leading figures
in his administration.

Now, the first question that has come up, and is a
perfectly legitimate question, is: Why, on the 11th an-
niversary of Sept. 11, 2001—when there were clearly
threats being made from Ayman al-Zawabhiri, the nomi-
nal head of al-Qaeda—why is it that in the period lead-
ing up to Sept. 11, there was no effort in advance to beef
up security in Benghazi and in Tripoli?

Now, after the fact, the New York Times reported
that there is a capability that has been established, under
the Marine Corps, called the Fleet Anti-Terrorism Se-
curity Teams (FAST). Those teams are prepositioned in
places like Rota, in Spain; in Bahrain; and they’ve also
got a team in Japan. The idea is that these teams exist to
be sent into situations prior to potential attacks, so that
there is beefed-up security available in advance. None
of those things were done, and we are yet to hear at
what level the President was briefed and informed on
any of this.

Here’s some things that we do know:

The year date is mistaken on this document (Figure
1), it’s actually March 1, 2012. This is a State Depart-
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FIGURE 1a
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Progress Elusive in Libya

Product of the Researeh & Information Support Center (RISC)

The following report Is based on open source reporting.

March 1, 2011

Instability Continues

- More than a year'has passed since the uprising against General Muammar Qaddafi began, and nearly
. five months have lapsed since the long-time Libyan leader met his end. While the pitched battles that

cheracterized Libya's civil war are a thing of the past, Instability and violence on a smaller scale continue.
Tripoli and Benghazi remain in an uneasy, but largely peaceful, state with periodic protests against the
Transitional National Council (TNC). Clashes between the Tabou and Zwaya tribes erupted in
southeastern Libya on February 12 and killed more than 100, according-to the United Nations. Damage
from the war has only begun to be repaired. Sirte, Qaddafl’s final stronghold, lies in ruins; its residents
complain that the TNC has abandoned them. Some in Libya appreciate that rebuilding a new Libya from

... the ashes of its ¢ivil war will take time, while others grow increasingly frustrated at the lack of discernable

pregress. Myrlad Issues confront the new Libya, but several stand out as sore points that remain to be

> addressed. :

A Confederation of Militias ' R

Though the TNC Is making slow progress in fostering national reconcliiation and building a central
government, autonomous mllitary councils control Libya's clties, and Individual militias control specific -
districts within each city, Checkpoints, which help to keep the few remaining Qaddafi loyallsts out. of .

. Libya's major citles, also serve to stifle trade and provide a chance for unscrupulous militiamen to extort

those who pass through. Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch have both alleged militias are
responsible for widespread human rights violations, and that the TNC is powerless to stop them. On
.Ja'nuary 26, Doctors Without Borders suspended its operation In Misrata, claiming detainees held by the
Misrata militia were being tortured and denied medical care. Libyan and UN authorities do not know the
location of all detention centers are or how many alleged Qaddafi ioyallsts are being held.

TNC efforts to centralize authority and Incorporate mllitias under its control generally have failed thus far,
highlighting the continued dominance of local militias and the fragmented nature of the national security
profile. Until a legitimate political process Is put In place, most militias Wil retain their positions, and their
arms, out of hopes of eventually securing greater prominence at the national level. If successful,
nationwide electlons slated for June 2012 may succeed In generating a legitimate central government that
can enjoy greater success in bringing coherence to the Libyan security structure. .

Radical Islamlsts

in late December 2011, reports Indicated that al-Qa'ida leadership In Pakistan had sent “experienced
jihadists” to Libya to bulld a new base of operations in the country. Between May and December 2011,
one of these |lhadists had recruited 200 fighters in the eastern part of the country. Documents seized in
Iraq indicate that many foreign fighters who participated In the Iraql insurgency hailed from eastem Libya.
This small batch of fighters would have been dealt with quickly by a cenfral authority, were it In place.

The contenis of this (U} preseniation in no way represent the policies, views, or aititudes of the United States Department of
State, or the United Stales Government, except as otherwise noled (e.g., fravel advisories, public statements), The presentation
was compiled from various open sources and (U) embassy reporting. Please note that all OSAC products are for internal U.S.

private seclor security purposes only. Publishing or otherwise distributing OSAC-dertved Information in a manner inconsistent
with this policy may result in the discontinuation of OSAC support.




FIGURE 1b

Untll a stronger natlonal army or guard force is developed, rural Libya will remain fertile territory for
tetrorist groups such as al-Qal'da in the Islamic Maghreb.

Implications for the Private Sector

" The lack of an effective national government will continue to present a challenge for businesses operating

In Libya. Transportation will require In-depth knowledge of the local human and geographical terrain. -
Moving internally within Libya may require passing through multiple checkpoints monitored by militias with

| _ varylng requirements for passage. Until state institutions are developed, rules and regulations governlng

private business In Libya may remain unclear.

. While it may take years to establish an effective system of governance, Libya has much going in its favor.
_ As the process of bullding a new Libya continues, the private sector will have to share the burden of its
" growing pains. if Libya is able to hold inclusive electlons that give a volce to the communities that have

felt excluded in the post-Qaddafi era, it will be milestone on the path to a more stable environment.
For Further Information

Please direct any questlons regarding this report or the general securlty situation In the reglon to OSAC's
ggional Analyst for the Middle East and North Aftlca, '

ment document, that was made available through the
House Government Reform Committee. I’ve selected
a few documents from a total of 122 pages of material,
that are declassified, or unclassified, documents that
were presented to the Committee by the State Depart-
ment, and are available publicly on the Committee’s
website. So anybody who wants to go in and read
through all 122 pages, I can tell you that the docu-
ments that I’ve selected here are representative of the
file as a whole, and are not cherry-picked to make a
political point.

So, here we have a report that was issued in early
March of 2012, and it’s clear. They say, “more than a
year has passed since the uprising,” “five months since
Qaddafi was killed,” and the government was removed.
And here at the bottom, one of the first things that they
say under the section “radical Islamists™: “In late De-
cember 2011, reports indicated that the al-Qaeda lead-
ership in Pakistan had sent experienced jihadists to
Libya, to build a new base of operations in the country.
Between May and December 2011, one of these jihad-
ists had recruited 200 fighters in the eastern part of the
country. Documents seized in Iraq indicate that many
foreign fighters who participated in the Iraq insurgency,
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hailed from eastern Libya. This small batch of fighters
would have been dealt with quickly by a central author-
ity, were it in place. Until a stronger national army or
guard force is developed, rural Libya will remain fertile
territory for terrorist groups such as al-Qaeda in the Is-
lamic Maghreb.”

So, this is March of 2012.

U.S. Mission Targeted

Now, we go to some of the other material. Again,
most of this is State Department.

I’m just selecting out two pages from a 49-page grid
of security incidents that occurred in Libya, from the
time of the overthrow of Qaddafi, up until the end of the
Summer—in other words, events leading right into
Sept. 11, and the second 9/11 attack in 11 years.

Much of this has also been noted in the press, but
just to summarize it: There were a series of attacks that
were directed against Western government and relief
agency targets, during the Spring. and into the early
Summer of 2012, in Benghazi. And just a few exam-
ples. Again, this is an official government document
grid:

“June 6, 2012, Benghazi. U.S. mission target of
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FIGURE 2a

U.S. EMBASSY — TRIPOLI, LIBYA

attack on the airport was carried out by members
of the al-Awfea brigade, a volunteer militia from
the town of Tarhouna about 80 km (50 miles)
south-east of Tripoli. Flights were diverted to
Mitiga airport while black smoke could be seen
rising from fires set in the runway area. Sporadic
gunfire could be heard for several hours.

06 JUNE 2012-BENGHAZ|

US MISSION TARGET OF IED: On June 6th 2012,
at approximately 0325 hrs the U.S. Mission in
Benghazi was the target of an |ED attack. The
Mission’s local guard force reported a suspicious
male individual wearing “Islamic” dress exita
passing vehicle and approach the front gate of
the Mission. The guards observed stated they
saw the subject place a device at what appeared
to be the ledge of the perimeter wall,
approximately 3 feet from the ground. The local
guard force initiated the Mission’s emergency,
imminent danger alarm Approximately 6 minutes
after the IDNS alarm was initiated, an IED
exploded next to the front gate. No one was
injured and all personnel are accounted for.
Video camera footage shows a 4-door white pick-
up truck departing the area in front of the main
gate. The guards confirmed that the subject was
driving the vehicle. The local guards then stated
that they smelled and saw smoke coming from
the area of the wall where the subject had
approached. Approximately 6 minutes after
initiating the IDNS, the device exploded, creating
a large hole in the perimeter wall. US Mission
Benghazi QRF, and their support unit from Local
Militia (17th February Martyrs Brigade)
responded quickly to the incident. The
Imprisoned Sheikh Omar Abdul-Rahman Brigades
reportedly claimed credit for the attack.

08 JUNE 2012-SABHA

44
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SECURITY INCIDENTS SINCE JUNE 2011

GRENADE ATTACK ON UK VEHICLES: At
approximately 2345 hours, two hand grenades
were used by unknown persons to target marked
UK diplomatic vehicle while they were parked
outside of a Sabha hotel. One grenade detonated,
causing damage to three tires and an oil pump.
The second grenade failed to detonate and was
removed by local security forces. No injuries
resulted from the incident.

10 JUNE 2012 — KUFRA

CLASHES IN KUFRA: On 10 June, fighting flared
up again in Kufra. Tobu tribesmen were engaged
in clashes with former rebels who had become
members of the new Libyan National Army. A
Kufra official said the Tobu had launched an
attack on the city with tanks and other heavy
weapons. A Tobu representative said it was the
tribe that had come under attack. The Tobu rep
stated that the fighting started after the former
militiamen, known as the Libya Shield Battalion,
shelled the tribe's district. A third official claimed
that an attack on a security checkpoint in the
town triggered the violence. The fighting
continued into the 14" of June with at least 38
people were killed and as many as 150 wounded.

10 JUNE 2012 — TRIPOLI

ATTEMPTED'BREAK IN / ARMED ROBBERY OF
SUV OF EXPAT: At approximately 2250 hours, ten
(10) unidentified men carrying AK-47s and
traveling in 3 vehicles, attempted to scale the
wall of the expat’s villa after the security guard at
the villa refused to grant them entry. * Military
police providing security to a nearby refugee
camp, alerted by the efforts of the thieves,
responded to the villa and the armed gang fled
before any gunfire was exchanged. The vehicles
used by the armed gang were described as two

IED” (Figure 2a,b). And it goes through the fact that at
a certain time of day, the U.S. mission in Benghazi was
the target of an IED attack—that’s an Improvised Ex-
plosive Device, notoriously used, very widespread in
Iraq. Many of the American casualties were through
IEDs that were planted on roadsides, and so, those same
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devices were being used here
in eastern Libya, in Beng-
hazi.

I won’t read through all
of it, but it’s a detailed attack.

Then, the same day:
“Grenade attack on a U.K.
vehicle at approximately
23:45. Two handgrenades
used by an unknown person,
to target a marked U.K. dip-
lomatic vehicles parked out-
side of a hotel.”

Then we go to the next
page, and here: “RPG attack
on U.K. ambassador’s
convoy. Two security offi-
cers injured.” Again, in
Benghazi, the result of this
incident was that the British
consulate in Benghazi was
shut down. All diplomats
were removed from Beng-
hazi, and to this day, the
British have not reopened
that facility. Here: “IED ex-
plosion at ICRC compound
in Misurata.” This is the In-
ternational Committee of the
Red Cross.

There was a bombing
attack in June on the Red
Cross headquarters in Beng-
hazi, as the result of which
the Red Cross, which is
famous for operating in the
most  difficult  frontline
combat situations around the
world, they were forced to
shut down their entire opera-
tion in Benghazi for security
reasons.

So, as of Sept. 11 of this

year, the only Western flag that was flying in Benghazi,
the only active diplomatic presence in the city of any
Western country, was the U.S. consulate. Everybody
else had pulled out, because clearly the security situa-
tion had become completely untenable.

And again, in June, there was a direct attack on the
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FIGURE 2b

U.S. EMBASSY — TRIPOLI, LIBYA

unmarked Toyota Land Cruisers with tinted
windows, and one Chevrolet {or similar) sedan
car. There were no insignia or number plates
evident.

10 JUNE 2012 = TRIPOLI

ZINTAN MILITIAMEN SEIZE GOVERNMENT CARS
IN TRIPOLI: A group from one of the Zintan
militias, Brigade 14, which was assigned to
protect the Algerian-Libyan borders, seized a
number of government vehicles in Tripoli on
Monday. The vehicles seized by the militia
included cars belonging to the protocol
department as well as police vehicles. Brigade 14
militia members stated that they seized the
government vehicles due to the government’s
failure to provide financial “entitlements” to the
brigade. The Ministry of Interior confirmed that
at least 33 government vehicles were taken by
the brigade, adding that negotiations between
the government and the brigade were ongoing.
The vehicle in which the Maltese Central Bank
Governor Josef Bonnici was traveling was among
those seized. Bonnici, in town for official
meetings with the Central Bank of Libya, was told
to exit the protocol vehicle he was traveling in
when the motorcade was stopped at a Zintan
checkpoint. Protocol and police vehicles,
including those in Bonnici's motorcade, were
taken to the brigades’ Tripoli headquarters, near
the airport road.

11 JUNE 2012 — BENGHAZI

RPG ATTACK ON UK AMBASSADOR'S CONVOY; 2
SECURITY OFFICERS INJURED: At approximately
1530 hours, a 3-car motorcade carrying the UK
Ambassador was targeted by an RPG attack. The
security personnel in the motorcade indicated
that they were initially engaged by an RPG and

SECURITY EN
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INCE JUNE 2

then possible AK-47 fire within 500 meters of the
rear entrance of their compound. The attack
occurred as the convoy was en route to the
British office compound, which is located
approximately two kilometers from U.S. Mission
Benghazi. One RPG round struck the rear of the
lead armored vehicle, injuring two of the security
personnel in the vehicle. The motorcade was not
flying the British flags. Security and medical
personnel from the U.S. Mission in Benghazi
responded and provided initial trauma medical
care until the Supreme Security Council (SSC)
could respond. No suspects have been identified
and no group has claimed responsibility for the
attack. Both injured security officers were
medevaced out of Libya for further treatment.

12 JUNE 2012 — MISRATA

IED/EXPLOSION AT THE ICRC COMPOUND IN
MISRATA; 1 PERSON INJURED. The ICRC
confirmed that an explosion occurred in our Misrata
office at 3.50am on 12 June. A crude, time-delayed
|ED was the cause of the explosion, which wounded
one person. informed and were on site early at five in
the morning.”

13 JUNE 2012 — SEBHA

CLASHES IN SEBHA: Two persons were killed and
eleven wounded in fighting between the National
Army and ‘wanted individuals’ in Sebha.
According to the Supreme Security Committee in
Sebha, the two men killed were part of the SSC
and described the wounded as soldiers and SSC
members. According to the Sebha SSC, the
‘wanted individuals’ were from Ghaddafi's tribe.

13 JUNE 2012 — BENGHAZI

INDIVIDUAL KILLED IN CAR BOMB
ASSASINATION: One individual was killed at the
Zamzam market area of Benghazi when a bomb

U.S. consular facility that was then targeted for a much

bigger attack on Sept. 11.

Now, there are many communiqués that were passed
back and forth between the embassy in Tripoli, Libya,
and various government offices back in Washington,
D.C,, including the State Department, the Office of the
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Director of National Intelli-
gence, the FBI, the CIA; and
what we have here, and what
was posted by the Commit-
tee, and made available by
the State Department, are
only those documents that
were considered to be sensi-
tive, but unclassified. So, 1
think it’s a fair assumption
that at some point, we’re
going to see the release, or
partial declassification, of
much, much more material.
But even just on the basis of
the unclassified documents
that are available to the gen-
eral public as a whole, here
we have a report, dated June
25, 2012, under the signa-
ture of Ambassador Stevens
(Figure 3a,b,c).

The reference is: “Lib-
ya’s fragile security deterio-
rates as tribal rivalries,
power plays, and extremism
intensify.” And this is a
three-page memo that goes
through exactly what some
of the details are, of the dete-
riorating security situation
in Benghazi, and in other
parts of the country. But pre-
dominantly, they’re talking
about Benghazi, and they
come to the conclusion, in
these memos, that the Libyan
government has been unsuc-
cessful in standing up any
kind of reliable security.
Normally the host govern-
ment would be responsible
for providing security to for-

eign diplomatic postings, but clearly, no such capability

existed, and so, these are documents that were coming

back to Washington.

Here is one headline: “Foreigners also are increas-
ingly targeted. From April to June Libya also wit-
nessed an increase of attacks targeting international
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FIGURE 3a

From: Pickens, Amber R

Sent: 6/25/2012 3:11:32 AM

To: |

Subject: LIBYA S FRAGILE SECURITY DETERIORATES AS TRIBAL RIVALRIES, POWER PLAYS AND
EXTREMISM INTENSIFY

Attachments: Metadata.dat

UNCLASSIFIED
SBU
MRN: 12 TRIPOLI 622
Date/DTG: Jun 25, 2012 / 250712Z JUN 12
From: AMEMBASSY TRIPOLI
Action: WASHDC, SECSTATEROUTINE
E.O.: 13526
TAGS: PGOV, PREL, ASEC, KCRM, KJUS, KISL, LY
Captions: SENSITIVE, SIPDIS
Reference: 12 TRIPOL]| 582
Subject: LIBYA'S FRAGILE SECURITY DETERIORATES AS TRIBAL RIVALRIES, POWER PLAYS

AND EXTREMISM INTENSIFY

1. (SBU) Summary: The recent increase in violent incidents throughout Libya has taken two distinct tracks: 1) clashes
between Libyan groups; and, to a lesser degree 2} attacks against western interests. The proliferation of militias and the
absence of effective security and intelligence services have limited the GOL’s ability to decisively respond. Fighting among
Libyans is most prominent on the western and southern borders. Targeted attacks against western interests had been
primarily limited to the East but have recently occurred in the west and south. While clashes have been largely localized,
they share common threads: intensified tribal rivalries; criminality; and, struggles for regional and political power. The
motivation for specific attacks against western interests is less apparent, but likely includes a combination of religious
extremism, xenophobia, and power-posturing. This cable examines key factors underlying the recent uptick in violence,
assessing its causes and implications for progress in the post-revolutionary transition. End Summary.

INTRA- LIBYAN VIOLENCE ON THE RISE

2. (SBU) Libya has experienced an increase in localized fighting during the first half of 2012. Along Libya’s western
border, fighting between tribes in Zuwara and Ghadames has led to frequent harder closures and the disruption of travel
and trade with Tunisia. Along Libya’s northwest coast, militias from Zintan have engaged the Mashasha and the Shigiga
“tribes, battling for control of strategic trade and smuggling routes through the Nafusa Mountains. Militias from Misrata
regularly raid Tewargha camps in Tripoli and conduct frequent sorties into Sirte and surrounding areas to suppress alleged
pro-Qadhafi loyalists. In southern Libya, frequent battles between Tebou and Arab tribes in Kufra and Sebha have resulted
in hundreds killed. The southern Arab tribes claim that most of the Tebou are pro-Qadhafi supporters from Niger and
—_Chad while the Tebou respond-that-they largely supperted the-revoittionandaccusetheArab trbesofaratiatiy—————
motivated campaign to force the Tebou out of Sebha and Kufra.

3. {58U) The intra-Libyan conflicts have been largely contained within each region and have not involved large-scale,
nationwide fighting — nor do they appear to involve any attempts to undermine the state of Libya or seize national power
by force. The GOL has had some success in dispatching its nascent national army and high-level mediators, such Prime
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Minister ElKeib, Defense Minister Juwaili and TNC Chairman Mustafa Abd al-Jalil, to quell the worst of the violence and
prevent it from escalating further. These efforts have mostly focused on negotiating limited ceasefires, rather than
addressing underlying causes of the conflicts - which continued to simmer untli specific events renew outbreaks of
violence. While the specifics of each conflict vary by tribe and region, they are largely driven by the same central
dynamics, including intensified personality- and tribal-based rivalries, competition over smuggling routes, and projection
of regional power — all of which are aggravated by the lack of effective institutions or reliable security forces. Until the
GOL is able to effectively deal with these key issues, the violence is likely to continue and worsen.

TRIBAL DIVISIONS PERSIST

4. {SBU) In some ways, the recent upsurge in fighting between Libyans is a product of long-standing tribal rivalries that
were exacerbated by Qadhafi-era manipulation and fighting during the revolution. Qadhafi strategically exploited tribal
rivalries, favoring “loyal” tribes with arms, government positions and income from contracts and smuggling, while
marginalizing any who were seen as a threat to regirme stability. For example, Qadhafi strongly opposed the Amazigh
people in Zuwara and the Nafusa Mountains, banning their language and schools and periodically employing brute squads
from nearby Arab communities to punish any perceived signs of “Amazigh nationalism.” Similarly, the regime backed the
Meshasha tribe over Zintan, the Tewragha against Misrata families and certain Tebou and Tuareg groups against Arab
tribes in southern Libya. During the revolution, these divides largely dictated the sides taken by the tribes. Qadhafi’s
favared tribes naturally supported the regime and marginalized groups joined the revolution. Fighting between these
rival groups was often intense and bloody — especially the sieges of Misrata and Zintan — and remains fresh in the memory
of both sides. Many militias turned to vigilantism in the absence of national efforts to address perceived crimes stemming
from before and during the revolution, resulting in arbitrary detentions and occasional revenge attacks. Since January,
Misratan militias have regularly raided Tewargha camps seeking “wanted fugitives,” while the capture and abuse of militia
commanders in Zuwara and Sebha were the catalysts for periadic rounds of violence there. The close proximity of rival
tribes, combined with an overabundance of readily-available weapons and lingering distrust create an environment where
even small disputes can quickly escalate into armed violence.

COMEPTITION FOR SMUGGLING ROUTES FUELS CONFLICT

5. (S8U) Another key factor driving the conflicts along Libya’s borders is the struggle between different groups to assert
control over Libya‘s lucrative smuggling trade. In Zuwara and Ghadames, for example, the flow of subsidized gasoline and
food into Tunisia and Algeria has long fueled the economies of the communities on both sides of the border. With the
collapse of Qadhafi’s system of patronage, the tribes that traditionally controlled this trade no longer enjoy a monopoly
and fierce competition for these routes has led to clashes and violence. The transitional GOL's inabillty to control the
border and reliance on militias for security has only exacerbated the problem, with the deputized militias reportedly using
their assumed authority to extract profit from smugglers and traders. Similar problems exist in southern Libya, where the
Tebou and Tuareg have historically facilitated the movement of arms, contraband and migrants into Libya but now face
challenges from other Arab tribes that oppose smuggling or want to take contral of the routes themselves,

PROJECTING REGIONAL AND POLITICAL POWER BEFORE ELECTIONS

6. (SBU) Local tribes and leaders looking to consolidate their power in the run-up to elections have also fueled regional
conflicts. After 42 years of Qadhafi, most Libyans have limited experience with democracy and elections, and many are
openly skeptical that they will be fair or reflect the “true revolution.” Some have expressed concerns that the distribution
of congressional seats does not fairly represent regions such as the east or the south, while others fear that Qadhafi
supporters will somehow find a way to “steal” the elections and reinstall members of the old regime. In response, some
tribes and cities are reluctant to disarm their militias (or integrate them into thg MOl or MOD) and are actively seeking to
project their power and limit those of local rivals. In June, for example, attempts by Zintani militias to extend their control
over most of the Nafusa Mountains led to pitched fighting with their historical rivals, the Mashasha. Similarly, Misrata
militias have periodically raided Sirte to put down reported “pro-Qadhafi” uprisings, while fighters from Bani Walid and
Tarhouna seized the Tripoli international Airport in June to force negotiations with the GOL over a detained militia
commander.

R E——r = latw

===7. (SBUJ This dynamic may be most apparent in southwestern Libya, where contacts note that TNC member Abdulmajid
Saif al-Nasr has been methodically building coalitions among local Arab tribes, such as the Awlad Suleiman, Megraha and
Hasowna, to bolster his political influence and control in the south. Tebou contacts have added that a key part of Nasr's
strategy is to harness existing resentment and racism against the Tebou, combined with allegations that they supported
Qadhafi, as a unifying point for the non-Tebou residents of Sebha. The result of the campaign, a Tebou leader claimed,
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was attacks against Tebou neighborhoods, aimed at driving them from the city and preventing them from returning - or
voting — in Sebha. Separately, the head of an international organization operating in Tripoli corroborated Nasr’s strong
influence over southern militias, claiming that Nasr had ordered the detention of four 10M personnel in Sebha in January,
because they had not first cleared their trip with him, (Note: 10M had coordinated this mission through UNSMIL and the
GOL, and had reportedly also obtained the permission of the Sebha local council for its travel. End note.)

FOREIGNERS ALSO INCREASINGLY TARGETED

8. (SBU) From April to June, Libya also witnessed an increase in attacks targeting international organizations and foreign
interests. The first incident occurred in April when unknown attackers rolled a grenade under UN SRSG lan Martin’s
vehicle during a visit to Benghazi. In May, International Committee for the Red Cross (ICRC) buildings In both Benghazi and
Misrata were attacked with rockets and a grenade was thrown at a UK embassy vehicle in Sebha. Finally, during June
there were three attacks in Benghazi, including an IED at the US Mission, an RPG fired at the UK Ambassador’s car and an
attack on the Tunisian consulate. An Islamic extremist group, “the Imprisoned Sheikh Omar Abdul-Rahman Brigade,”
claimed responsibility for the attacks on both ICRC buildings and the U.S. compound. The statements Issued by the group
accused the ICRC of proselytizing Christianity to Libyans and described the attack against the United States as “"target[ing]
the Christians supervising the management of the consulate.”

9. (SBU) Libyan security officials purport to have launched investigations into these attacks, but thus far they have
reached no formal conclusions. A GOL national security official shared his private opinion that the attacks were the work
of extremists who are opposed to western influence in Libya. A number of local contacts agreed, noting that Islamic
extremism appears to be on the rise in eastern Libya and that the Al-Qaeda flag has been spotted several times flying over
government buildings and training facilities in Derna. Other contacts disagree, however, suggesting that the attacks could
be the work of pro-Qadhafi loyalists or individuals who have been politically and financially marginalized by the TNC.

10. (SBU) Comment: The ElKeib government is-keenly aware of the need to quell the intra-Libyan clashes, lest they
further destabilize the country and mar upcoming elections. ElKeib [aid out his two-pronged approach to the problem
during a June 24 meeting with the Ambassadar. First, the government would continue to strengthen the security services.
Second, it would explore ways to address the social and economic causes of the violence. Both initiatives are worthwhile
but are long-term efforts. Meanwhile, the government remains reluctant to confront extremists, preferring to try to co-
opt them instead (reftel). Looking past the elections, it is possible that individuals and communities that feel they are not
adequately represented in the new congress and government could form yet another source of friction and instability.
End comment.
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organizations, and foreign interests. The first inci-
dent occurred in April when unknown attackers
rolled a grenade under a United Nations vehicle
during a visit to Benghazi. In May, the International
Committee of the Red Cross buildings in both Bengh-
azi and Misurata were attacked with rockets. And a
grenade was thrown at the U.K. embassy vehicle in
Seva. Finally, during June, there were three attacks in
Benghazi, including an IED at the U.S. mission, an
RPG fired at the U.K. ambassador’s car, and an attack
on the Tunisian consulate. An Islamic extremist group,
the imprisoned Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman Bri-
gade”—remember, he was found guilty of being in-
volved in the original attacks on the World Trade
Center back in the early 1990s—*claimed responsibil-
ity for the attacks on both the International Committee
of the Red Cross buildings, and the U.S. compound.”
They noted that basically, these attacks are under in-
vestigation, but they’ve been unable to reach any con-
clusions.

“The government of Libya national security official
shared his private opinion that the attacks were the
work of extremists, who were opposed to Western in-
fluence in Libya.” And it goes on from there.

Again, if you want to read all of these documents, I
would actually urge you to do that, because they are
extremely informative, and paint a very unambiguous
picture.

‘The Guns of August’

And finally, we have an Aug. 8 document (Figure
4a,b), again sent under the signature of Amb. Chris Ste-
vens. And this document is actually headlined, “The
Guns of August, Security in Eastern Libya.” Now,
anyone who knows their history, knows that the “Guns
of August” is a reference to a famous book by Barbara
Tuchman, which was an account of how a series of cha-
otic regional conflicts ultimately erupted in what came
later to be known as World War 1. So obviously, there’s
great concern on the part of Ambassador Stevens, and
people in the embassy and in the consulate in Benghazi,
about the deteriorating situation.

I’ll just read a few sentences: “Since the eve of the
elections, Benghazi has moved from trepidation to eu-
phoria and back, as a series of violent incidents has
dominated the political landscape during the Rama-
dan holiday. These incidents have varied widely in
motivation and severity. There have been abductions
and assassinations, but there have also been false
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alarms and outright fabrications.”

But then he goes on to say: “The absence of signifi-
cant deterrence has contributed to a security vacuum
that is being exploited by independent actors.” And he
goes through everything from criminals to Islamic ex-
tremists.

So, in other words, there is no doubt whatsoever that
there were extensive warnings that were provided in
advance, by the American government officials on the
scene in Libya, as to the fact that the situation was one
of grave danger. There were requests for additional se-
curity. One of the documents I did not have blown up to
bring here today, was one of several memos that were
sent by the ambassador in Libya, requesting that exist-
ing security teams that were on the ground, that were
supplemental to the diplomatic security service, be al-
lowed to remain on the ground in Libya, at least through
the end of September. In other words, these are all teams
that should have been, but were not any longer, de-
ployed in Benghazi and Tripoli at the time that the
attack occurred.

So, I think that it goes without saying that the Pres-
ident of the United States owes us a certain number of
answers to some very obvious questions: What did he
know? Was he briefed in advance? Is it actually con-
ceivable that, as we go into the 11th anniversary of the
9/11 attacks, there were no briefings provided to him in
his Presidential Daily Briefing, or that there was no
special briefing provided him by John Brennan, the
White House counterterrorism advisor, as to the fact
that there was a heightened risk, and there ought to be
a beef-up of security in many places, but certainly
Libya was one of the obvious ones. and in Benghazi in
particular? There was this mountain of reports piling
up over a period of six months or more, indicating that
the security situation was out of control, and the
Libyan government had no capacity whatsoever to
deal with it.

So, that’s one area—and I think simply these docu-
ments, which, as I say, are a select, but representative
indication of just how much was known about how bad
that situation was—that needs to be answered by the
President.

Yesterday afternoon, there was a background brief-
ing for a select group of journalists at the CIA, and
you’ll be reading a lot in the papers today about what
the CIA tried to do, did or didn’t do; but still, there’s
absolute silence from the White House, and particularly
from the President.
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From: draper, hannah &
Sent:  8/8/2012 5:55:68 AM

To!
Subject: The Guns of Auguat: security (n eastern Libya
. UNCLASSIFIED

SBU

MRN: 12 TRIPOLI 952

Date/DTG: Aug 08, 2012 / 0B0856Z AUG 12

From: AMEMBASSY TRIPOLI

Action: WASHDC, SECSTATEROUTINE

E.Q. 13526

TAGS: PGOV, KDEM, LY

Captions: SENSITIVE, SIPDIS

Subjest: The Guns of August: security in eastern Libya

1. (SBU) Summary: Since the ave of the elections, Benghazl has moved from trepidation to euphorla and back as a series-
of violent Incidents has dominated the political landscapa during the Ramadan holiday. These incldents have varled
widely in motivation and sevarity. There have been abductlons and assassinations, but there have also been false alarms
and outright fabrications. The individual Incidents have been organized, but this Is not an organlzed campalgn. ‘What we
ara going through — and what people here are resolved to qet through —1Is a confluence rather than a consplracy. The
Supreme Security Council {SSC), deslgned to ba an intetim security meagure, has not coalasced Into a stabllizing force, and
provides little deterrence, Across the political spectrum, paople concede the necessity of a security apparatus that Is
strong enough ta keep peace, but many Inherently fear abuse by the same authoritles. This debate, playing out daily in-
Banghazi, has creatad the securlty vacuum that a divarse group of Independent actors are explolting for thelr own '
purposes. End Summary.

2. (SBU) In response to the widely reported security incidents of the.past week, sacurity forces have increased thels,
profile and are now a more visible, though still understaffed, presence on Benghaz! streets. Most prominentls Benghazl‘
SSC, assembled from former members of varlous militias as an interim securlty measure,  However, sven in the _
agsessment of Its own commander, Fawzi Younls, SSC Benghaz) has not coslesced into an effective, stable sacurity force.

3. (SBU) The absence of significant deterrence, has contributed to a security vacuuM that Is being explolted by
independent actors: Ordinary criminals are able to engage In crimes that are more about proflt than palitics with relative
impunity; car Jackings and smuggling are particular concerns. Former regime alements-are active because they helleve
that attacking the Revolutlon In its cradle will have maximur Impact on public opinion. Islamist extremists are able to
attack the Red Cross with relative impunity, and UN officials tell is human trafficking Is on the rise. Violence at' hospitals
has become a particular concern, with security guards reportedly walking out after demands for treatment have escalated -
into shootings. Palice In the eastern city of Mar] have also staged sit-ins to protest lack of government follow—through on-
promises made to them as well,

4, {SBU} Though most acknowledge the need, others fear thg government’s potential strangt_:h. But a centralized and
professional security force Is the future, and contacts scross the political spectrum concede that the government needs-to
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be strong enough to keep the peace (though strongly mmltted to doing so within checks and balances). Thisls a long-
term prospect the militlas regard with suspicion at best. As Benghazl navigates the mave from a Transltional Councll no
one respacts to a National Congress no one yet knows, they are clearly jockeying for positlon In a game that Involves
public relations and private intimidation. (Comment: A supprising number of contacts here dismiss many of the recent

Comment). .

Incidents - particularly the bombs that were reportedly digcovered and disarmed - as having been engineered by the
varlous security forces to discredit thelr rivals, to improve thelr own standing, and to seize prime real estate. End

i,

5. (SBUj Comment: The SSC has increased Its presence In the wake of the most recent string of security Incidents In
Benghazl. This approach is all authorities can do at prasenF But it is not ctear whether It will prove to be effective, What
we hav® seen are not random crimes of opportunity, but rather targeted and discriminate attacks. Attackers are unlikely
to be deterred until authoritles are at |east as capable. Enil commaent.
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Urgent Cables to Washington ...

Now, the other thing is, the day of the attack itself.

There were three e-mails that were made public. Ini-
tially, they were leaked to Reuters, and then released to
the general public. And there’s been no effort whatso-
ever by anybody in the Administration, to disclaim the
legitimacy of these e-mails. So, the first of them (Figure
5) arrived in Washington at 4:05 p.m. Washington time,
and you can you see that the names are blacked out of
the people who received the e-mails, but you can see
the indication that quite a few of them went to obvi-
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ously different locations at State; this one, NSS.eop.
gov, is the National Security Staff at the Executive
Office of the President, in other words, the White House
Situation Room. And then, you have the FBI, the direc-
tor of National Intelligence, several locations at the
Pentagon.

In other words, there was a burst transmission from
the embassy in Tripoli, that was received in Washing-
ton in various official locations at 4:05 in the after-
noon, Washington time, and the content of it was
“Subject: U.S. diplomatic mission in Benghazi under
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From: @
Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 4:05 PM’

To: te.gov; SIS @S tate 20v; §
@@state.gov; W@ State.gov;

ic.fbi.gov;
te.gov;
tate.gov;

w@State.gov; SENINENGState gov;

cc:' IR ©)S tatc. cov; MRM@nss.cop.gov
Subject: U.S. Diplomatic Mission in Benghazi Under Attack (SBU)

(SBU) The Regional Security Officer reports the diplomatic mission is under attack. Embassy Tripoli reports'
approximately'20 anned people fired shots; explosions have been heard as well. Ambassador Stevens, who is
currently in Benghazi, and four COM personnel are in the comp~und safe haven. The 17th of February militia is

providing security support.

The Operations Center will provide updates as available .

attack. The regional security officer reports the diplo-
matic mission is under attack. Embassy Tripoli reports
approximately 20 armed people fired shots. Explo-
sives have been heard as well. Ambassador Stevens,
who is currently in Benghazi and four COM personnel
[Chief of Mission] are in the compound safe haven.
The 17th of February militia is providing security sup-
port. The operations center will provide updates as
available.”

Now, unless I have trouble understanding English, I
don’t see anything in this initial report that talks about a
demonstration, or talks about large crowds of people
showing up at the consulate to protest a video. There
were clearly incidents like that going on in other places,
including in Cairo, but this initial report, which was the
basis on which the CIA, according to their account yes-
terday afternoon, went into action, and actually mar-
shalled up a team of people who were at a separate
building, a mile away in Benghazi, deployed over to the
consulate to try to basically rescue the people who were
there.

About 50 minutes later, a second cable e-mail
came in to the same list (Figure 6): “Update No. 1:
U.S. diplomatic mission in Benghazi. Embassy
Tripoli reports the firing at the U.S. diplomatic in
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Benghazi has stopped, and the compound has been
cleared. A response team is on site attempting to
locate COM personnel.”

Then, the last of the documents made public (Figure
7), that came from Tripoli to Washington, on the after-
noon as events were unfolding, simply says: “Update:
Ansar al-Sharia claims responsibility for Benghazi
attack. Embassy Tripoli reports that group claimed re-
sponsibility on Facebook and Twitter and has called for
an attack on the embassy in Tripoli.”

So, this, to my mind, raises another very significant
question that is very disturbing. How is it possible that
on Sept. 16, five days after the attack, that the President
deployed UN Ambassador Susan Rice to appear on five
different “talking heads” Sunday morning interview
shows, to say that this was not a terrorist incident, that
this was a spontaneous mob upsurge in angry reaction
to a video. A video that probably very few people in
Libya even knew existed, given the chaotic conditions
in the country. The idea that everybody was walking
around with access to the Internet, and closely monitor-
ing an obscure video that was never even made public
really—a few excerpts were released—the idea that
somehow or other, there was a spontaneous mass out-
pouring of people at the consulate to protest this, is pre-
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Subject: U

ate 1: U.S. Diplomatic Mission in Benghazi (SBU)

(SBU) Embassy Tripoli reports the firing at the U.S. Diplomatic Mission in Benghazi has stopped and the
compound has been cleared. A response team is on site attempting to locate COM personnel.

posterous. They knew, they knew on Sept. 11, what was
actually happening.

.. and a Surveillance Drone

I haven’t even mentioned the fact that there are
confirmed reports, as of yesterday, as of the CIA brief-
ing, that there was an unarmed surveillance drone
that was in the air over the compound, over the con-
sulate, and also nearby, a mile away at the CIA annex.
And there was live-stream video—fine, it was grainy,
but there was live-stream video coming back to
Washington. We don’t know whether anybody in the
White House Situation Room was monitoring it. A
Presidential spokesman yesterday claimed that nobody
was watching it, and to my mind, that goes to the ques-
tion of competence, and why was there no concern, at
the very highest level of our national command au-
thority, to deal with a crisis that was ongoing. There
was no way to know whether this thing was over or
not.

And so, five days later, Ambassador Rice went on
five national TV shows and lied to the American people.
Two days after that, President Obama himself appeared
on the “David Letterman Show”’; and several days after
that, was interviewed on “The View,” and after that, ap-
peared before the world community in his address
before the UN General Assembly, and repeated the
same lie; he tried to change the subject, and divert at-
tention away from the fact that the U.S. consulate had
been targeted for a terrorist attack, and that a U.S. am-
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bassador and three other officials were killed. And it
had nothing to do whatsoever with a video, with a mass
protest demonstration.

From the very moment that Washington was alerted
to what was going on, it was clear that it was an armed
attack by a group of 20 or so people, and there was a
follow-on attack that occurred at the CIA annex later in
the day.

So, there are many, many things that we don’t know,
but there are certain things that we absolutely do know.
Number one, we know that there was ample evidence in
advance that this was a bad security situation, a danger-
ous situation on the ground in Benghazi. There was lots
of reporting in advance, and yet nothing was done to
provide advance security, which would have been prob-
ably a life-saving factor. If you had several of these
Fleet Marine Security Teams dispatched on the ground
there, we would probably be having a different discus-
sion about Benghazi today.

Secondly, we know certain things from the official
White House calendar about the President’s activities
as these events were unfolding. He was at the White
House in the afternoon when that cable came in at 4:05.
In fact, at 5:00 that afternoon, he met with Defense Sec-
retary Panetta and Vice President Biden. We don’t know
anything about the content of that meeting; we just
know that it did occur. We also know that later in the
evening, President Obama spent an hour on the phone
with Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu, trying to work
out differences and come up with kind of a common
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story about what they would be doing, whether or not
there would be a meeting when they were both in New
York for the General Assembly.

The next day, the President spoke in the Rose Garden,
and if you carefully read the transcript, which is obvi-
ously something Candy Crowley failed to do before the
[second] debate, you’ll see that he made no reference to
the Benghazi incident as an act of terrorism, even though
he had plenty of time to be briefed up on this. And later
that same day, after a stop-over at the State Department,
he flew off to Las Vegas for a fundraiser, which is where
he was much of the day on Sept. 12.

Al-Qaeda Not Destroyed

Now, the only other thing I'll say, and then I think we
can open up for questions to Mr. LaRouche and to
myself, is that throughout the campaign, and continuing
for weeks after the Sept. 11 attack, one of the standard
stump speeches that the President and the Vice President
gave, was that his greatest foreign policy achievement
was killing Osama bin Laden, and destroying al-Qaeda.
You can check again: Go to any of the news feeds that
have covered a lot of the President’s speeches. You can
find probably 20 of them on CSPAN, archived there, and
this was one of his big statements of accomplishment.
Not just that bin Laden was dead, but that al-Qaeda was
finished, and had been routed, and that he had succeeded
in effectively winning the war on terrorism.

The events in Benghazi really sort of shattered that
claim.

20 Feature

And so, I think it makes sense to leave it at that, and
turn things over for questions to Mr. LaRouche on the
subjects that he raised, or, if there are further questions
on this Benghazi business, I’m also available.

Dialogue with LaRouche

Q: This is a question for Jeffrey. After going through
all the documents that the House Committee has pro-
vided, have you seen any hard evidence that there was
a call from the President to actually remove the com-
manding general of Africom? Because he has been re-
moved—. No, no, he ias been removed; the process to
remove him is already underway. It has been alleged
that his intelligence operations have been caught pro-
viding information to Fox News and the House, and
Congressman [Darrell] Issa’s [House Oversight and
Government Reform] committee. I was wondering,
have you seen anything that would be cause for him to
be removed?

Steinberg: If there were people in Africom who had
information that was basically disturbing, unpleasant
facts about what happened preceding the Sept. 11 at-
tacks, on the day of Sept. 11, and orders that may have
followed afterwards, I would say that they would have
an obligation to make sure that that information was
available to the relevant Congressional committees.
Certainly, there has been nothing that has come from
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the White House by way of
any real clarification. We
have a statement from De-
fense Secretary Panetta that
makes it clear that there were
options that were being con-
sidered about sending a mili-
tary force into Benghazi to
deal with the crisis, once the
initial word came out. Afri-
com has assets that could
have been deployed to Beng-
hazi in probably an hour and
45 minutes after the 4:05
[p.m.] information arrived at
the Pentagon, among other
places.

Again, I am not going to
make any speculation, but I
think that these are all among
the most crucial and fair
questions that have to be
asked and answered, starting
with the President himself.

We are not privy to all of the back-and-forth discus-
sions that went on. I can just add one other thing,
though. This is by way of just a personal account. On
the morning of Sept. 12, I had a phone conversation
with a contact, a government official, who was pretty
much up all night dealing with the Benghazi events,
and basically he indicated to me that among the things
he was doing, was reaching out to some Libyan govern-
ment officials whom he personally knew, one of whom
was a Libyan ambassador somewhere in Europe. So
there was a direct feed from Libyan sources on the
ground in Benghazi, through the office of the Libyan
President, and into certain people in the Libyan diplo-
matic community. And I’ve got my contemporaneous
handwritten notes from the morning of Sept. 12 on that
briefing, and I can tell you, that that briefing stands the
test of time.

It was an armed, premeditated attack. Security had
been basically taken down, prior to the attack. I was
told that there were approximately 20 heavily armed
people involved in the initial attack on the consulate,
and that the operation was conducted by Ansar al-
Sharia, an organization that was founded in the area
near Benghazi, in the port of Derna, by somebody who
had spent five years in Guantanamo; who had been a
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A militiaman at the burning U.S. consulate in Benghazi, Sept. 11, 2012. “It was an armed,
premeditated attack,” said Steinberg. “Security had been basically taken down, prior to the
attack.”

member of the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group, had
been captured in Afghanistan, jailed in Guantanamo,
and after five years had been sent back to Libya, where
he was released by Qaddafi under an amnesty deal. So,
there were people on the ground who were providing
real-time, accurate intelligence, and it was not just
simply these documents, but direct source reports that
we were receiving pretty much in real time confirming
that.

As far as the issue with General [Carter F.] Ham
[commander of Africom], it is again one of these ques-
tions. If this was a revenge firing, because he refused to
be silent in the face of a potential cover-up by the Ad-
ministration, this is something that we need to know
about. Right now I wouldn’t want to speculate, but the
question is clearly out there, since it was announced
that he will be relieved of his command early next year;
they have already announced a replacement. For a mili-
tary commander, when your replacement has already
been announced, it is the kiss of death. You have no
authority anymore, so whether he formally stays on the
job or not, he has no authority. And I hope this is one of
the things that will come up in the House or Senate
Armed Services Committee as we plunge into this
thing.

As Mr. LaRouche said, this is not going to be over
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Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Martin Dempsey, Oct. 10, 2012.
“The Joint Chiefs of Staff have been running an operation,” LaRouche said,
“which has prevented the President from moving ahead towards, actually, a

thermonuclear war.”

on Nov. 6. One way or the other, this story cannot be
buried, and the truth is going to have to come out, and |
think there is enough commitment among some people
in Congress to make sure that this doesn’t just simply
go away, which is exactly what the White House would
like to have happen.

We Can Not Have Thermonuclear War

LaRouche: I think as one supplement on that, as a
general consideration, that we have been covering up
this kind of story for a long time in the United States.
For example, let’s take the case of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff. The Joint Chiefs of Staff have been running an
operation which has prevented the President from
moving ahead towards, actually, a thermonuclear war.
Obviously this is all over the place, if you are looking
for it; that this has been recognized as a key issue. Be-
cause the Joint Chiefs of Staff have recognized, as all
competent military circles know, you can not fight a
thermonuclear war with a major power. And therefore,
this effort of the Joint Chiefs has been, explicitly, to
prevent that from happening; to try to find a medium of
negotiation to avert anybody going to general thermo-
nuclear war.

And if you take the implications of what general
thermonuclear war are, you understand what the Joint
Chiefs are doing. And when somebody tries to flank the
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Joint Chiefs by picking out a general, to
victimize him, with no explanation of what
the basis is, this means that Obama, whom
we know, wants a war!

And what has been happening is that
our Joint Chiefs, together with the Russian
representatives, with people in China, in
India, and other places, are determined to
prevent that from happening. Because
there wouldn’t be much of a population left
on this planet, if what Obama wants to un-
leash, were allowed.

This President deserves to be removed
from office on grounds of insanity, or some
other charge.

But this cannot be allowed. The fact of
the matter is, if the submarine fleet, in par-
ticular, of the U.S. military, were to be en-
gaged with other instruments of the U.S.,
and the U.S. were committed to atfack
Russia and China, which is what the issue
is, then in that case, you wouldn’t have
many people left on this planet after an hour and a half
of that warfare.

So the President is the enemy of this policy: The
policy is that we have reached the point, that general
warfare among major powers can not be fought as ther-
monuclear warfare. Now if you are going to have war-
fare, you don’t compromise, and say we’re going to
have this kind of warfare. We’ve had a lot of experience,
especially since Bismarck was kicked out of office back
in the 1890s. That since that time, we’ve had a general
case of general warfare! And during this time, the capac-
ity for warfare, for kill power, for destructive power, has
been more or less consistently increased.

The objective has been, knowing that at this point, if
the United States is engaged in a thermonuclear war,
and this would be a thermonuclear war, then you are not
going to have, after an hour and a half, many living
people left on this planet. They will either be dead, or
the effects of the aftermath of a thermonuclear war of
that nature would kill them. You could cause the extinc-
tion of the human species, as a consequence of such
conditions brought about on this planet.

And therefore, every sane person in this area, espe-
cially the military who understand the matter, and un-
derstand what they would have to do—anyone who is
on the Joint Chiefs, or in some similar capacity, knows
that when you are talking about war, you are talking
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about what they are going to be told to do. And what the
opposition is going to do. And therefore, the strategic
objective here, is to not allow thermonuclear war, or
warfare which leads to thermonuclear war, such as is
going on in Syria right now. The Syria issue right now
is the key trigger, which could have set off thermonu-
clear war, and except for negotiations between the Joint
Chiefs of Staff and the Russian military, you would
have had it.

And that is the issue behind this. And what he [Stein-
berg] is talking about, the facts he is reporting—he is
restricting himself to the facts that bear on this, without
prejudice or interpretation.

But I can go further and say that the issue here, is,
that we need a policy which we don’t have presently in
the world; we need a policy to prevent full-scale war-
fare, major warfare.

And at this point, no one is going to go, I think, to
launching a thermonuclear war, except the United
States, because the United States is the only nation
which, given what has happened economically, and so
forth, and means of warfare—unless you have some
wild nut. But, again, if a major nation is going to a war,
to general warfare, thermonuclear warfare, this is a
threat of extinction of the human species. We are going
to have to define—in between what we call military
policy now, and what we develop—we are going to
have to define a policy in this and other leading nations,
in particular, a policy which says we can resolve the
problems, the threats of warfare, by finding efficient
other means which are going to solve the problem. We
still need the military force in order to prevent some
interloper from coming up with some wild stunt, and
therefore, the military is actually a pacifist military in
that sense; it is not pacifist in the way it can act, and
what the training requires, but it does mean it’s a com-
pletely different approach.

We have to create an order on this planet, among
particularly the major nations, and insure that we can
solve these problems without getting into thermonu-
clear war.

A Viciousness within Human Civilization

Q: It seems pretty obvious that the assassination in
Benghazi was allowed to happen, deliberately, and you
mentioned one possible motivation being simply some-
thing personal against the ambassador. But ’'m won-
dering if there’s a way that it also plays into the pushing
for general warfare.
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LaRouche: Yes, precisely. Exactly that. You have
an effort on this planet—.

You have to go back into history a bit more, which
is my department. You look back at the history of
empire, or look at what has been validated, at least in its
major principles, as the Trojan War. And you had a war
that was fought—it was extermination warfare, where
the horse was suddenly introduced into the center of
Troy, and the victors over the Trojans destroyed Troy,
salted the earth on which Troy had sat—and this was all
proven by that archaeology business. And killed all but
a few women and children. Killed all the rest.

Against that background, which was often disputed,
but then was clarified in the course of the 20th Century,
that was the history. And since that time, we had the
Roman Empire, and other empires like Byzantium. We
had the first Venetian Empire. We had what developed
as the second Venetian Empire which is what launched
the British Empire, actually. And so, this kind of situa-
tion has persisted.

What happened essentially: You have approaches to
that with the establishment of the British Empire which
occurred, essentially, in India and other countries, and
was then brought in as an imperial force in a revision of
the British economy, British society.

So, this has been the case. General warfare has been
a trend since the long period of religious war, and into
what emerged with the British victory in the later war.
And the key issue in this has always been, that the tra-
ditions of European civilization have been long cor-
rupted by the influence of imperial systems. And the
imperial systems changed the way people behaved.
Normal, healthy human society is trying to progress, is
trying to find ways of creating a better universe for
mankind.

And we’re now looking at the universe. We’re now
seriously looking at Mars! Warfare for us, is how are we
going to stop these satellites from hitting Earth in a way
which kills any number of people on Earth, or extin-
guishes the human civilization, human life on Earth.
These are the kinds of issues we have to face. And
therefore, we should be getting around to that kind of
thing. But the problem is that the long vestiges of impe-
rialism, of various wars, and what we know, especially
in the trans-Atlantic region, but also in other places:
There has been a vicious sickness in human civiliza-
tion, and it is that sickness which has been the most
important, the most significant forces which have led to
general warfare.
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Why do we want to kill each other? Why not solve
the problem? And you would think, after 2,000 years or
so, that people had learned their lesson on what to do.
And so there’s a problem, there’s a viciousness within
human civilization, which compels and impels people
into warfare, has so far. But sooner or later, mankind
has to overcome the influence of killing, as a system of
life, the leftover of imperial systems, such as what was
done to Troy, or was done in Tunis, for example, at a
later stage. Salt the whole territory. Kill as many people
as possible. Cause extinction. Like the Roman legions,
same thing.

That is at the root of the thing. We have to under-
stand that we have to look at the sickness inside our
civilizations, inside our cultures. The sicknesses that
allow us to fall prey to this kind of tendency in life. And
we still need policemen to try to enforce some sense of
order, including our military. The time has come that
the option of military weapons of general warfare are
thermonuclear weapons. At that point, we have to
change.

Libya: An Impeachable Crime

Steinberg: With respect to the Libya situation, I
think you really have to go back to the circumstances
around which the Qaddafi government was overthrown.
And basically, what we’re dealing with, is an action on
the part of the President that was a clear violation of the
Constitution. It was an impeachable crime to have gone
into Libya, without having even gone to the U.S. Con-
gress to solicit support and endorsement for it. That’s a
cut and dried issue. And the President made it a point of
explicitly refusing to go to Congress in order to further
the idea of the imperial Presidency, that was really
pushed aggressively during the Bush-Cheney period,
and has been advanced even further under President
Obama.

Now, the other thing: I think that the Libya action
also was the beginning of exactly this potential thermo-
nuclear confrontation with Russia and China that Mr.
LaRouche has been focussing on here. The normal
functioning of the United Nations Security Council, is
that there’s a collegial arrangement among the five am-
bassadors of the five permanent Security Council
member countries: the United States, Britain, France,
Russia, and China. They meet in private, usually over
dinners, and get-togethers at various of their residences,
to work out the big issues, so that when they have a
formal convening of the Security Council, everybody
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Battered and bloody, the tyrant of Libya
pleads for his life. Moments later, he was
dead - executed with a shot to the head
DRAMATIC PICTURES, REPORTS AND AMALYSIS: PAGES 2-11

Press coverage of Qaddafi’s murder on Oct. 20, 2011. Steinberg
said that his execution, “after he was already in custody, was a
premeditated act of murder, that was discussed the night before
among various heads of state.”

knows what’s going to happen, at least among the Five.
And Susan Rice, the U.S. ambassador, in league with
the British and French ambassadors, lied to the Rus-
sians and Chinese.

If you remember, Russia and China abstained from
the vote authorizing the no-fly zone, and humanitarian
intervention in Libya. And they agreed to abstain be-
cause they were specifically told that the objective was
not the removal of Qaddafi and regime change; that the
objective was simply to intervene in a humanitarian
fashion to save the people of Benghazi.

Defense Secretary Gates was scheduled to leave the
administration in August of 2011—he left four months
early. And the reason he left early is because he wanted
no part of the Libya operation, because he said that a
no-fly zone is an act of war, and there is no turning back.
There is no avoiding, once you go in, that you’re going
in full force.

You start out a no-fly zone by wiping out the air de-
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fenses and bombing the air force of the country that
you’re targeting. So, Russia and China were lied to in
the case of Libya, and that has poisoned the functioning
of the UN Security Council ever since. The Russians
and Chinese have made statements at the highest levels
of government, both civilian and military, that they will
never, ever again trust the U.S., Britain, and France,
when they talk about a humanitarian intervention.

So, you’ve had a sequence of vetoes of all the efforts
to do areplay of Libya in Syria. So, in effect, the actions
that were taking place around the overthrow of Qad-
dafi—and his execution, by the way, after he was al-
ready in custody, that was a premeditated act of murder,
that was discussed the night before among various
heads of state.

So, that was a turning point, and it was the kickoff of
an immediate drive towards a direct confrontation with
Russia and China.

Now, in the case of Syria, what happens if the Joint
Chiefs of Staff don’t succeed in preventing a no-fly
zone there? You’re going to have a no-fly zone that will
be 90% American, as was the case with the military op-
erations in Libya. And you’re going to probably have
the Russians providing their most advanced air defense
systems to the Syrians to defeat the no-fly zone, with
backing from China.

So, you can spin these things out, and see just how
precarious things are, and how close we are, as the
result of an operation that was launched in Libya, and
was intended to go immediately into Syria and Iran, as
a succession of regime-change operations that were di-
rected fundamentally at forcing Russia and China to ca-
pitulate, back down, and agree to let this happen. So,
this is how close we are to a hair trigger, in Syria—and
we haven’t even talked about the Iran situation—that
could bring us into a strategic confrontation, with the
United States and a few virtually self-disarmed NATO
allies on the one side, and Russia and China on the
other.

The British-Saudi Role

Q: I’'m not sure I got a complete answer to what I
asked before, and I’'m seeing a piece of it here. Was the
getting rid of the ambassador in Benghazi then part of
the silencing of any revelations of the games that went
on prior in Libya? In other words, I'm looking for, is
there really a motive, aside from personal, for getting
rid of him?

LaRouche: It gets to a much broader subject than
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we can take up here. Yes, the answer is available. The
point was, the intention behind this was an intention to
go to a general world war situation. That was the inten-
tion. But the key to this is found in a very specific aspect
of this: that the intention was to—it was essentially
that. The intention goes to the Obama principle.

You had in 2001, you had something which I had,
unfortunately, sort of forecast. I knew as of early Janu-
ary 2001, and publicized that at the time, that we were
headed for a threatened terrorist event, which would
strike within the United States. Now, what I was investi-
gating at the point, on this information that I had—I had
a keen impulse that we were headed for a terrorist attack
internally in the United States. I was looking, correctly,
in a sense, at the area around Washington, D.C., north or
south of Washington, D.C. There was activity, heavy ac-
tivity, that justified my concern at that point.

But what happened, in September of that year, was
an operation which, to my knowledge, was instigated
by Great Britain and the Saudi Kingdom. That was
what 9/11 was.

Now, step up now to the present time. Why did the
event [in Benghazi] occur on Sept. 11, precisely the
same day, when the attackers involved were [in effect]
part of the Obama campaign, Obama’s supporting cam-
paign? And therefore, that’s where the problem lies. It
lies in the fact that 9/11, which had been suppressed
under the Bush Administration, and suppressed under
the Obama Administration—remember Obama, when
he was elected, promised that he would reveal all these
conspiracies. He would open up the box, explain what
the proof was, the evidence.

Now the evidence was being collected by a couple of
Senators and others, a team headed by two Senators.
They had documentation which was frozen by the Bush
Administration at that time. Obama, when he was
elected, promised he’d reveal the evidence, which had
been collected by the Senators and other people. Obama
then suppressed that: that the operation of 9/11, back
then in 2001, was done by the British, the Saudi King-
dom, and by forces working with them. That’s how it
was done. And what is happening now is the same thing.

The purpose of this was to create a global change in
policy, a new kind of empire, and policies of that nature.
The intention was—and it’s still a problem, even though
the information is known, and I have, and Jeff has, and
other people have, on this, we know a lot about this. We
know the details. We know that the Saudi ambassador
to the United States at that time [Prince Bandar bin
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DoD photo/R.D.Ward
Saudi Arabian Ambassador to the United States Prince Bandar bin Sultan
with then-U.S. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, at the Pentagon on
Feb. 5, 2001. Bandar played a key role in 9/11/01, even financing two of
the hijackers from his personal accounts.

Sultan], was a key element in this. We know that the
family of bin Laden was there in Texas being received
as a family; were given special permission to leave the
United States, when no one else was allowed to fly out
of the United States at that time.

So the Obama operation has always been of that
character. So what happens, 9/11? Why did they sched-
ule a terrorist attack, on a part of the U.S. system, for
9/117 This is 9/11. What is the purpose of that? What
effect is that? The effect is, they have increased, since
that time, the commitment of certain parties in the Is-
lamic world, to egg them on, in an idea of a triumph
over the United States and other nations. And this was
done by the British monarchy itself, through the BAE,
which is a British-Saudi operation. The armaments, the
equipment was done through the BAE. And it was a
British-Saudi operation that did the original 9/11. It is
the same concern—including the present Saudi figure—
the same thing, all over again. This is not an isolated
incident. It is a part of a pattern, a process, and it goes
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back to what happened in 2001.

And then you know why this thing is so
secret: the evidence of the Saudi-British con-
spiracy in organizing the initial 9/11; the same
forces involved in creating a new 9/11 in Libya.
It’s a part of a process. It is not an isolated inci-
dent. It is not something that somebody made
up on their own. It is part of an orchestration. It
is strategic warfare.

And that’s why you have so much of the
press shuts up about Obama and his operations
now.

The Suppressed 28 Pages

Q: You mentioned two Senators. You prob-
ably have good reasons that you mentioned
them. I think I know one, probably from Flor-
ida. He’s been very focused, including talks
here at the Press Club about the Saudis. Is he
interested, to your knowledge, in the British
aspect?

LaRouche: What I know of the personali-
ties, since I know second-hand, but it’s pretty
reliable, what they’ve said to others, what they
have done; what they have accomplished. Jeff
Steinberg has more on that.

Steinberg: We’re talking about Sen. [Bob]
Graham and his co-chair on the Joint House-
Senate investigation into the original 9/11, who
was Sen. [Richard] Shelby, who is still in the Senate.

Just to fill in some of the picture here: As part of the
House-Senate investigation, which was carried out by
people largely from the counter-intelligence section of
the FBI who were loaned to the joint House-Senate
committee, they established a detailed flow of funds
from the office of Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar bin
Sultan, to two of the leading hijackers who were the
first to arrive directly from the planning meeting in Ma-
laysia, and they arrived on the West Coast, and were
operating out of the San Diego area for most of the year,
almost a year before the 9/11 attacks. Through Prince
Bandar’s personal accounts, somewhere in the vicinity
of $55-75,000 went to these two hijackers alone, to fi-
nance their operation. The funds were passed through
two Saudi intelligence officers who were the people
who greeted these two future terrorists when they first
arrived in the United States, around Christmas/New
Year’s of the previous year.

That material was assembled in the 28-page chapter
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on the financing of the original

West Coast for all of their activity

9/11 attack that was part of the THE while they were in the United
joint House-Senate committee States.

report, and the White House clas- And this was covered up by
sified that 28-page chapter. Subse- Bush; and in his 2008 campaign,
quent to that, further details have as Mr. LaRouche said, Obama
come out, indicating that there pledged to the 9/11 families, that
were similar relationships be- he would make that 28-page chap-
tween prominent Saudis with offi- COMMISSION ter publicly available and would
cial ties to the Saudi government, REPORT investigate it further. He met with

in Florida, as well; and Moham-
mad Atta and two of the other hi-
jackers were frequently meeting
with somebody who was a big
funder of various Saudi causes in
the United States. That man and
his whole family abruptly left the
United States and have never re-
turned. They left about a week
before the 9/11 attacks.

So there’s a lot of detail out
there on the Saudi side, and that’s
the area of focus of Senator
Graham.

We took the investigation one
step further, because people may
remember, back in 2007, there were extensive exposés
in the British press about the al-Yamamah project,
which was a deal between the British government and
the Saudi Defense Ministry, that involved a barter deal,
and British BAE provided $40 or $50 billion in weap-
ons and support to the Saudi Air Force; and in return,
the Saudis paid in oil, 600,000 barrels a day, for the
period from 1985 to 2007. And so the gap between the
money that was generated by those spot market oil
sales, and the costs of the equipment and support staff
and lucrative bribes to many Saudi officials, was still in
the range of about several hundred million dollars, that
was created as an offshore covert fund for financing
clandestine operations, including the bankrolling of the
original al-Qaeda during the Afghanistan War [against
the Soviet Union].

There was a biography of Prince Bandar that went
through a great deal of the detail. And as the British
press documented, Prince Bandar received $2 billion as
his kickback for the al-Yamamah deal, which he origi-
nally brokered, first with Maggie Thatcher, and then re-
peated it with Tony Blair. That $2 billion was going into
the very account that financed the 9/11 hijackers on the

coverup.

November 9,2012 EIR

FINAL REPORT OF THE MATIOMAL COMMISSION ON
TERRORIST ATTACKS UPOM THE UMITED STATES

2]

b I8

The offical report of the 9/11 Commission.
The Commission was forced to omit 28 pages
on the financing of 9/11 through prominent
Saudi officials. President Obama promised to
release the classified pages, but never did,
perpetuating the Bush Administration’s

the families at the White House in
February of 2009, right after he
was inaugurated as President, and
promptly after that, shut the lid, re-
fused to declassify those docu-
ments, and then, had the Solicitor
General go to court to make sure
that no lawsuits against the Saudi
government could be carried out
in a U.S. court, under a sovereign
immunity deal. And it specifically
shut down all of the civil actions
that were probing at the Saudi, and
by extension, British involvement
through al-Yamamah, in 9/11.

There was a biography com-
missioned by Prince Bandar, back around 2009, in
which he openly said: We created a joint covert opera-
tions fund between the British government and the
Saudi government, to finance black operations around
the world, coups d’état, operations like the 9/11 attack.

And so, all of these things are out there. We have
footprints, we know the nature of the beast, we know
the nature of the Anglo-Saudi arrangements, in the spe-
cific al-Yamamah case, and so far, consecutively, the
Bush, and now Obama administrations have moved
heaven and earth to cover up the evidence that exists
that would open the door, to getting to the bottom of it.
I'think it’s the biggest coverup since the Kennedy assas-
sination.

The Siegelman Case

Q: This gets a little deep in the weeds, but it’s an un-
usual opportunity to ask for your knowledge: About two
weeks ago, someone who worked with Karl Rove on all
kinds of things, including the frame-up of Don Siegel-
man in Alabama; he had a press conference here, talking
about voting fraud. But my question is, those who have
followed that, realize that partly gets into military con-
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tracts. Wayne Madsen, a Press Club member, has re-
ported that Mohammad Atta received a small part of his
training at Maxwell Air Force Base—it was mostly in
Florida—but through a company that was owned pri-
marily by the judge in the Siegelman case. And this
sounds so bizarre, that unless you’ve studied it, it almost
seems crazy, but all of the links are there.

And I guess my question is: Don Siegelman’s
frameup is a notorious political prosecution that Presi-
dent Obama hasn’t done anything about, but send him
back to jail. Do you know anything about this Atta
being trained by professional aviation at—

LaRouche: This is not knowledge that’s specific to
me on this thing. I do know the kind of thing that hap-
pens in this direction. You know, we often run, in the
United States, the honest among us, shall we say—we
often run counter-operations against investigations of
known problems, in order to find out what the facts are.
We sometimes send people, under cover, to conduct
these investigations.

In a case like this, I would not be able to say from
here, what [ would think would probably be a cover op-
eration of that type, as opposed to really a sincere op-
eration. Because we do run a lot of counterintelligence

operations, in precisely that kind of area.

Steinberg: I don’t know the specifics of that, but I
can just tell you that, in the case of the West Coast hi-
jackers, the funds that went to their flight training, to the
logistics of their housing and travel, one of the two ac-
tually—his name was al-Mihdhar—traveled around the
world and recruited the muscle guys for the entire 9/11
operation. So they weren’t just foot-soldiers, they were
among the lead organizers. The Saudi intelligence offi-
cers who were financing all of their activities on the
West Coast were basically dummy employees of [inau-
dible] companies, that were based on the West Coast;
they were Saudi-owned, but they were based in the San
Diego area, and had contracts with the Pentagon, with
the U.S. government.

So, put it this way: I don’t know the specifics of the
Siegelman business, but it certainly fits a pattern of
other things that have been documented in terms of the
training and protection of the 9/11 guys while they were
here, before the attacks.

So, on that note, unless there’s a final question, I
want to thank Mr. LaRouche, I want to thank all of you
for being here today, and hope it was informative, and
that we’ll crack some of the lies and coverups.

EIR Special Report

Obama’s War on America: 9/11 Two

In 2001, the Bush-Cheney Administration was complicit with the British and
Saudi monarchies in permitting and covering up the 9/11 attacks; today,
President Obama’s collusion with the Saudis and the British was responsible
for the attack on the American consulate in Benghazi, Libya on 9/11/2012.

I. Obama’s9/11
The Obama Administration’s negligence and coverup of the Benghazi
murders offers perhaps the last opportunity for the patriotic leadership
of the United States to remove Barack Obama from office.

EIR
Special Report

Obama’s War on America:
] c g c 11

II. The London-Saudi Role in International Terrorism 9/_ TWO_

EIR has persistently tracked down the evidence which shows that the i \

9/11/2001 atrocity was an act of war against the United States, not by

Osama bin Laden, but by the British Empire and the Saudi monarchy.

9/11 Take One

The Cheney-Bush Administration used the 9/11/2001 terrorist attacks
to attempt to ram through a fascist dictatorship, an agenda LaRouche
had forecast eight months before.
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