AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

Jan. 15/ Administration of Barack Obama, 2015

bad flu, she needs to call the parent to try to
get them to pick up their kid, and the parent
can’t do it because they risk losing their job or
losing a big chunk of their paycheck. And that
obviously puts everybody else’s kids at risk be-
cause you've got a sick child who can infect
others.

Vika talked about a time in her life when she
was basically a consultant, having small chil-
dren and trying to juggle looking after them.
And each time that she had to take a day off,
that might cost her $150, which, when you're a
young family getting started, that’s going to
have an impact on whether or not you can save
to ultimately buy a home or start putting away
savings for a college education.

So this is an issue that spans geography,
spans demographics. Working families, mid-
dle class folks all across the country are con-
cerned about it. And the good news is, we real-
ly can do something about it.

So today I'm going to be announcing our
support and advocacy on behalf of a national 7-
days—7 sick-day policy all across the country.
And we're going to go beat the drum across cit-
ies and States to encourage not only that these
laws are adopted nationally, but also that em-
ployers start adopting these policies as well.

And we're also going to help cities and
States study and look at the feasibility of paid
sick leave generally—or, excuse me, paid fami-
ly leave generally, because we already have
laws in place, the Family Medical Leave Act,
that allows people to take the time off to look
after their sick child or sick parent, but unfor-

tunately, a lot of people just can’t afford to take
advantage of it.

So the good news is, the economy has
picked up speed. We are past the point of cri-
sis. We've seen 58 straight months of job
growth. We have seen 11 million jobs created.
The economy is stable and is building momen-
tum. Now we have to make sure that that econ-
omy is benefiting everybody.

And by adopting this working families agen-
da, thinking about how we can provide more
flexibility to families, thinking about how we
can make sure that moms and dads don’t have
to choose between looking after their kids and
doing what they need to do at work, thinking
about all those families that are now trying to
care for an aging parent—that kind of flexibility
ultimately is going to make our economy stron-
ger and is just one piece of what needs to be a
really aggressive push to ensure that if you work
hard in this country, then you can make it.

So I just want to thank this outstanding ven-
ue. The food was great. And I ate a little too
much, but that’s okay; it was off camera.
[Laughter] I want to thank Mary, Vika, Aman-
da, and somebody who has been a champion
for working families here in Maryland and
across the country for a very long time, Barba-
ra Mikulski.

All right? Thanks, guys.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:46 p.m. In his
remarks, he referred to Amanda Rothschild,
co-owner and managing partner, Charming-
ton’s; Morvika Jordan, accounts payable ana-
lyst, Addit Healthcare, LLC; and Mary Stein,
nurse, Howard County Public Schools.

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister David Cameron of

the United Kingdom
January 16, 2015

President Obama. Please have a seat. Good
afternoon, everybody.

This month marks a notable anniversary:
200 years since the Battle of New Orleans.
Now, here in America, we call it a great victory
over a mighty United Kingdom. Our British
friends call it a technicality. [Laughter] The
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treaty ending the war was signed weeks be-
fore.

Either way, we've long since made up. On
this 200th anniversary of a great American vic-
tory, we count the United Kingdom as one of
our greatest friends and strongest allies. And
today it’s a great pleasure to welcome Prime



Minister David Cameron back to the White
House.

Now, as many of you know, David recently
noted how comfortable the two of us are work-
ing together. This sent some commentators in-
to a tizzy. Some explored the linguistic origins
of the word “bro.” [Laughter] Others debated
its definition. Several analyzed how this term
has evolved over time. Some seemed confused
and asked, “What does Obama mean?”

And so let me put this speculation to rest.
Put simply, David is a great friend. He’s one of
my closest and most trusted partners in the
world. On many of the most pressing challeng-
es that we face, we see this—the world the
same way. We recognize that, as I've said be-
fore, when the United States and United King-
dom stand together, our nations are more se-
cure, and our people are more prosperous, and
the world is safer and more just. Great Britain
is our indispensable partner, and David has
been personally an outstanding partner, and I
thank you for your friendship.

With both of our economies growing and
unemployment falling, we used our working
dinner last night to discuss how we can help
create more jobs for our people. We believe
that this needs to be the year when the United
States and the European Union make real
progress toward the Transatlantic Trade and
Investment Partnership. And we share the
view that boosting demand in Europe can also
keep our economies growing.

As innovative economies in this Information
Age, we're expanding our collaboration on dig-
ital technologies to improve how our govern-
ments serve our citizens and businesses. Given
the urgent and growing danger of cyber
threats, we decided to expand our cooperation
on cybersecurity to protect our critical infra-
structure, our businesses, and the privacy of
our people. And as leaders in the global fight
against climate change, we believe that a
strong commitment to reducing greenhouse
gases will be an essential element of any ambi-
tious climate agreement that we seek in Paris
this year and that this actually will help spur
the creation of more clean energy jobs on both
sides of the Atlantic.

Administration of Barack Obama, 2015 / Jan. 16

With regard to security, American-British
unity is enabling us to meet challenges in Eu-
rope and beyond. We agree on the need to
maintain strong sanctions against Russia until it
ends its aggression in Ukraine and on the need
to support Ukraine as it implements important
economic and democratic reforms. We agree
that the international community needs to re-
main united as we seek a comprehensive diplo-
matic solution to prevent Iran from obtaining a
nuclear weapon. And I'd add that additional
sanctions on Iran at this time would undermine
that international unity and set back our chanc-
es for a diplomatic solution. And as the two
leading contributors to the global response to
Ebola in West Africa, we urge the world to
continue stepping up with the resources that
are required so that we don’t simply stop this
disease, we do more to prevent future epidem-
ics.

Now, much of our discussion obviously fo-
cused on the continuing threat of terrorism.
And in the wake of the vicious attacks in Paris,
as well as the news surfacing out of Belgium to-
day, we continue to stand unequivocally not
only with our French friends and allies, but
with also all of our partners who are dealing
with this scourge. I know David joins me when
I say that we will continue to do everything in
our power to help France seek the justice that
is needed and that all our countries are work-
ing together seamlessly to prevent attacks and
to defeat these terrorist networks.

With our combat mission in Afghanistan
over, we're also focused with our NATO allies
on advising and assisting and equipping Afghan
forces to secure their own country and deny to
Al Qaida any safe haven there. We'll continue
to count on our British allies as our—one of
our strongest counterterrorism partners,
whether it’s helping countries fight back
against Al Qaida affiliates or Boko Haram in
Nigeria.

We reviewed our coalition’s progress against
ISIL. We are systematically taking out their
fighters, we’re destroying their infrastructure,
we are putting them on the defensive and
helping local forces in Iraq push these terror-
ists back. And David and T agree that we need
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to keep stepping up the training of Iragi forces
and that we’re not going to relent until this ter-
rorist organization is destroyed.

The Paris attacks also underscored again
how terrorist groups like Al Qaida and ISIL are
actively trying to inspire and support people
within our own countries to engage in terror-
ism. I led a special session of the United Na-
tions Security Council last fall to rally the
world to meet the threat of foreign terrorist
fighters, including coming from Syria. David
and the United Kingdom continue to be strong
partners in this work, including sharing intelli-
gence and strengthening border security.

At the same time, we both recognize that in-
telligence and military force alone is not going
to solve this problem. So we’re also going to
keep working together on strategies to counter
the violent extremism that radicalizes, recruits,
and mobilizes people—especially young peo-
ple—to engage in terrorism. And local com-
munities—families, neighbors, faith leaders—
have a vital role to play in that effort.

We also look forward to welcoming our Brit-
ish friends to our summit next month on coun-
tering violent terrorism. Because whether in
Europe or in America, a critical weapon
against terrorism is our adherence to our free-
doms and values at home, including the plural-
ism and the respect and tolerance that defines
us as diverse and democratic societies.

And finally, I want to take this opportunity
to publicly congratulate David on last month’s
Stormont House Agreement. It’s a tribute to
the courage and determination of everyone in-
volved, especially the leaders of Northern Ire-
land as well as the governments of Ireland and
the United Kingdom. The United States was
pleased to play a small role in achieving this
agreement, and we’re going to keep doing
what we need to do to support the peace pro-
cess and a better future for the people of
Northern Ireland.

So with that, let me turn it over to my good
friend David Cameron.

Prime Minister Cameron. Well, thank you
very much, Barack. And thank you for welcom-
ing me again to the White House. You are a
great friend to Britain and to me personally. As
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leaders, we share the same values, and as you
said, on so many issues, we see the world in the
same way. And most of the time, we speak the
same language. [Laughter]

In the last 6 years since you became Presi-
dent, and in the nearly 5 since I've been Prime
Minister, we’ve faced some big issues on our
watch. And those challenges have boiled down
to one word: security. Economic security—the
jobs and the living standards of our citizens—
and national security, the ability of our peoples
to live safely and in peace.

And at the heart of both issues are the values
that our countries cherish: freedom of expres-
sion, the rule of law, and our democratic insti-
tutions. Those are the things that make both
our countries strong and which give us confi-
dence that even in the midst of the most vio-
lent storms, with strong leadership, we will
come through to safer, to calmer and to bright-
er days.

During your Presidency, you've had to deal
with the aftermath of a massive banking crisis
and a deep recession. When I became Prime
Minister, Britain had the highest budget deficit
in its peacetime history; our economy was in
grave peril. Five years ago, we had 110,000
troops serving together in Afghanistan. Thanks
to their efforts, today it is Afghan forces taking
responsibility for security in their country.

But we continue to face difficult times for
the world. First and foremost, we have to deal
with the warning lights flashing in the global
economy: weak growth in the euro zone, slow-
down in emerging markets. That is why it is vi-
tal for our shared prosperity that we both stick
to the long-term economic plans that we’ve set
out.

We agreed that 2015 should be a pivotal
year for an ambitious and comprehensive EU-
U.S. trade deal, which could benefit the aver-
age household in Britain by £400 a year. The
U.K. is now the top destination for American
and foreign investment, with 500 projects last
year providing 32,000 jobs. And America is the
U.K’s biggest trade partner, with exports
worth nearly £90 billion. We want to build on
this.



So our message on the economy today is
simple: We are going to stick to the course. Be-
cause seeing through our economic plans is the
only sustainable way to create jobs, to raise liv-
ing standards, and to secure a better future for
hard-working people.

Now, Britain and America both face threats
to our national security from people who hate
what our countries stand for and who are de-
termined to do us harm. In recent weeks,
we've seen appalling attacks in Paris, in Pesha-
war, in Nigeria. The world is sickened by this
terrorism, so we will not be standing alone in
this fight. We know what we’re up against, and
we know how we will win.

We face a poisonous and fanatical ideology
that wants to pervert one of the world’s major
religions, Islam, and create conflict, terror, and
death. With our allies, we will confront it wher-
ever it appears. In Iraq, the U.K. is the second
largest contributor to the anti-ISIL coalition.
RAF aircraft have conducted over a hundred
strikes and will continue to play a leading role.
We will deploy additional intelligence and sur-
veillance assets to help Iraqi forces on the
ground, and we will ensure they are better
trained and equipped to counter explosive de-
vices.

But most important of all, we must also fight
this poisonous ideology, starting at home. In
the UK., we're passing a law so that every pub-
lic body must combat extremism. And this
morning we have agreed to establish a joint
group to identify what more we can do to
counter the rise of domestic violent extremism
and to learn from one another.

In Europe, Russia has chosen to tear up the
international rulebook and trample over the af-
fairs of a sovereign state. This threatens our
stability and our prosperity. It is important that
every country understands that and that no one
in Europe forgets our history. We cannot walk
on by. So we will continue to put pressure on
Russia to resolve this crisis diplomatically, and
at the same time, we will continue our efforts
to support Ukraine on the path of reform, in-
cluding with financial assistance. We also reaf-
firmed our obligations as NATO partners to
stand by our allies, and we’ll be contributing an
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additional thousand troops for exercises in
Eastern Europe this year.

On Iran, we remain absolutely committed to
ensuring that Iran cannot develop a nuclear
weapon. The best way to achieve that now is to
create the space for negotiations to succeed.
We should not impose further sanctions now;
that would be counterproductive, and it could
put at risk the valuable international unity that
has been so crucial to our approach.

We also have to keep pace with new threats,
such as cyber attacks. We've discussed that in
the last 2 days, and we've today agreed to
deepen our cybersecurity cooperation to better
protect ourselves.

Finally, we face—the entire world faces—a
growing threat from diseases. Today, our fight
is against Ebola. In the future, it could be
against a global flu pandemic. Through our ac-
tion in Sierra Leone, the U.S. action in Liberia,
France in Guinea, we are beginning to turn the
corner, but we must get better at responding to
these global health emergencies and make sure
we can master them before they master us.

So reforming the WHO, the World Health
Organization, establishing a team of experts to
be on standby to deploy anywhere in the
world, a new international platform to stimu-
late the design and development of new
drugs—all of these things are needed. And let
2015, the year we must crack Ebola, also be
the year we tackle extreme poverty and climate
change.

On poverty, we must set new, clear goals to
eradicate extreme poverty, to fight corruption,
and to build strong institutions. And on climate
change, we want an outcome in Paris that
keeps our goal of limiting global warming by
2050 to 2 degrees within reach. These two
things—and they go together—have the po-
tential to give security to future generations to
come.

For almost two centuries, after those little
difficulties we were discussing earlier—[laugh-
ter|—America and Britain have stood as kin-
dred spirits in defending our freedoms and ad-
vancing our shared prosperity. Today, as we
survey a world in flux, our alliance stands
strong, rooted in its long history, and
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reinvigorated by the challenges we face today.
If our forebears could join us here in the White
House today, they might find the challenges
that we're facing—{rom ISIL to Ebola, from
cyberterrorism to banking crises—they might
find those hard to comprehend, but they would
surely recognize the ties that bind us across the
Atlantic and the values that our peoples hold so
dear.

We've stood together so often, not just be-
cause we've faced common threats, but be-
cause we fundamentally believe in the same
things. That is as true today as it has always
been, and it hugely benefits our countries and
the people that we're here to serve.

Thank you very much.

President Obama. Thank you, David. We're
going to take a few questions. We're going to
start with Jonathan Karl of ABC.

2012 Republican Presidential Nominee W. Mitt
Romney/Iran

Q. Mr. President, you mentioned your—
wrong mike. You mentioned your opposition to
the sanctions bill on Iran, and this is obviously
a bipartisan bill supported by some very senior
top members of your own party in Congress.
Why do you oppose a bill that would only im-
pose sanctions if you fail to reach an agree-
ment? And if the Iranians fail to agree to take
steps to curtail their nuclear program, would
you go so far as to veto a bill supported by top
Democrats in Congress on this issue?

And to Mr. Prime Minister, I understand
you've been making phone calls to Senators on
this issue of the Iran sanctions bill. Is that cor-
rect? Are you actually lobbying the U.S. Con-
gress on this?

And if T may, Mr. President, I'd really like to
hear your reaction to the news that Mitt Rom-
ney is thinking about running for President
again. [Laughter]

President Obama. On your last question—
[laughter]—I have no comment. [Laughter]

Q. None at all?

President Obama. On your first question,
when I came into office, I made a commitment
that Iran would not obtain a nuclear weapon,
that we would do everything we could to pre-
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vent that. And that is important for our securi-
ty, and it’s important for the world’s security. If
Iran obtained a nuclear weapon, then it would
trigger an arms race in the Middle East, make
our job in terms of preventing the proliferation
of nuclear materials much more difficult. Giv-
en their missile capabilities, it would threaten
directly our closest allies, including Israel, and
ultimately could threaten us.

And so what we did was systematically, with
the help of Congress, construct the most force-
ful, most effective sanctions regime in modern
history. And what was remarkable was that
when I came into office, the world was divided
around this issue, and Iran was united. And
through some very strong diplomatic work, we
united the world and isolated Iran. And it’s be-
cause of that work that we brought them to the
negotiating table, not for posturing, not for
meetings that lead nowhere, but to a very
hard-nosed, nuts-and-bolt discussion of their
nuclear program.

Now, the interim deal that we entered into
also froze progress on their nuclear program,
rolled back in some cases the stockpiles of ma-
terial that they had already accumulated, and
provided us insight into their program that was
unprecedented. We have people on the
ground who are able to verify and inspect and
tell us what exactly is going on. That’s not just
our assessment, that’s the assessment of intelli-
gence services around the world, including the
Israelis.

So the agreement has held, and the negotia-
tions have been serious. We have not lost
ground. Iran has not accelerated its program
during the time these negotiations have taken
place. In fact, Iran’s program has not only been
in abeyance, but we've actually made gains in
rolling back some of the stockpiles that they
have.

Now, we have on the table currently a series
of negotiations over the next several months to
determine whether or not Iran can get to yes.
And what’s been remarkable is the unity that
we have maintained with the world in isolating
Iran and forcing them to negotiate in a serious
way. The P5-plus-1 includes not only China,
but also includes Russia. And they have contin-



ued to cooperate with us in setting forth posi-
tions that would give us assurances that Iran
was not developing a nuclear weapon.

Now, I've always said that the chances that
we can actually get a diplomatic deal are prob-
ably less than 50/50. Iran is a regime that is
deeply suspicious of the West, deeply suspi-
cious of us. In the past, they have surreptitious-
ly and secretly advanced aspects of this pro-
gram. We have huge differences with them on
a whole range of issues. But if in fact we still
have an opportunity to get a diplomatic deal
that provides us verifiable assurances that they
are not developing a nuclear weapon, that is
the best possible outcome that we can arrive at
right now.

And the question I had for Members of
Congress, including those folks in my own par-
ty, is, why is it that we would have to take ac-
tions that might jeopardize the possibility of
getting a deal over the next 60 to 90 days?
What is it precisely that is going to be accom-
plished?

I can tell you what the risks are, and I think
David shares my assessment here. Under the
interim deal that brought Iran to the table, we
were not supposed to initiate new sanctions.
Now, youll hear arguments saying, “Well,
these technically aren’t new sanctions, they’re
simply laws putting in place the possibility of
additional sanctions.” T assure you, that is not
how Iran would interpret it or our partners
would interpret it.

So the likelihood of the entire negotiations
collapsing is very high. And if that happens,
there is no constraint on Iran at that point go-
ing back and doing exactly what it had been do-
ing before they came to the table: developing a
heavy-water reactor that, once built, is extraor-
dinarily difficult to dismantle and very difficult
to hit militarily; going back at underground fa-
cilities that are very hard to reach militarily; ac-
celerating advanced centrifuges that shorten
the timespan in which they can achieve break-
out capacity.

And they would be able to maintain that the
reason that they ended negotiations was be-
cause the United States was operating in bad

faith and blew up the deal, and there would be

Administration of Barack Obama, 2015 / Jan. 16

some sympathy to that view around the world,
which means that the sanctions that we have in
place now would potentially fray, because im-
posing these sanctions are a hardship on a
number of countries around the world. They
would love to be able to buy Iranian oil. And
the reason that they’ve hung in there, despite it
being against their economic interests, is be-
cause we have shown that we are credibly try-
ing to solve this problem and avert some sort of
military showdown.

Now, in that context, there is no good argu-
ment for us to try to undercut, undermine the
negotiations until they've played themselves
out. Now, if Iran ends up ultimately not being
able to say yes, if they cannot provide us the
kind of assurances that would lead myself and
David Cameron and others to conclude that
they are not obtaining a nuclear weapon, then
we’re going to have to explore other options.
And I assure—I will be the first one to come to
Congress and say we need to tighten the
SCTrews.

And by the way, that’s not the only options
that are going to be available. I've consistently
said we leave all options on the table. But Con-
gress should be aware that if this diplomatic so-
lution fails, then the risks and likelihood that
this ends up being at some point a military con-
frontation is heightened, and Congress will
have to own that as well, and that will have to
be debated by the American people. And we
may not be able to rebuild the kind of coalition
we need in that context if the world believes
that we were not serious about negotiations.

So I take this very seriously. And I don’t
question the good faith of some folks who think
this might be helpful. But it’s my team that’s at
the table. We are steeped in this stuff day in,
day out. We don’t make these judgments
blindly. We have been working on this for 5, 6,
7 years. We consult closely with allies like the
United Kingdom in making these assessments.
And T am asking Congress to hold off, because
our negotiators, our partners, those who are
most intimately involved in this, assess that it
will jeopardize the possibility of resolving a—
providing a diplomatic solution to one of the
most difficult and long lasting national security
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problems that we’ve faced in a very long time.
And Congress needs to show patience.

So I—with respect to the veto, I said to my
Democratic caucus colleagues yesterday that I
will veto a bill that comes to my desk, and I will
make this argument to the American people as
to why I'm doing so. And I respectfully request
them to hold off for a few months to see if we
have the possibility of solving a big problem
without resorting potentially to war. And I
think that’s worth doing. We'll see if—how
persuasive I am, but if I'm not persuading
Congress, I promise you, I'm going to be tak-
ing my case to the American people on this.

Prime Minister Cameron. 1 think the big
picture is very clear. The sanctions that Ameri-
ca and the European Union put in place have
had an effect. That has led to pressure. That
pressure has led to talks. And those talks at
least have a prospect of success. And I would
argue with the President, how much better is
that than the other potential outcomes? And
that is what we should be focusing on.

But to answer you very directly, yes, I have
contacted a couple of Senators this morning,
and I may speak to one or two more this after-
noon. Not in any way as British Prime Minister
to tell the American Senate what it should or
shouldn’t do; that wouldn’t be right. But simply
to make the point, as a country that stands
alongside America in these vital negotiations,
that it’s the opinion of the United Kingdom
that further sanctions or further threat of sanc-
tions at this point won’t actually help to bring
the talks to a successful conclusion, and they
could fracture the international unity that
there’s been, which has been so valuable in
presenting united front to Iran.

And T say this as someone who played quite,
I think, a strong role in getting Europe to sign
up to the very tough sanctions, including oil
sanctions, in the first place. And I would just
simply make this point: Those sanctions have
had an effect. And to those who said, if you do
an interim deal, if you even start discussing
with the Iranians any of these things, the sanc-
tions will fall apart, the pressure will dissipate,
no one will be able to stick at it—that has de-
monstrably been shown not to be true.
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So the pressure is still there. And as the
President says, if the Iranians say no and there
is no deal, then by all means, let’s sit down and
work out what extra sanctions to put in place.
Because I think we are absolutely united in a
simple thought, which is a deal that takes Iran
away from a nuclear weapon is better than ei-
ther Iran having a nuclear weapon or military
action to prevent it. In the end, it comes down
to that simple choice. And so will I do what I
can to help as one of the countries negotiating?
Sure I will.

Q. Do you think the odds are less than
50/50, from what you—/[inaudible]?

Prime Minister Cameron. I'm—I think the
way the President put it, I wouldn’t disagree
with. It’s very hard to know what the Iranian
thinking is about this. I'm the first British
Prime Minister in 35 years, I think, to meet
with an Iranian President, and it’s very hard to
know what their thinking is.

But there is a very clear offer there, which is
to take Iran away from a nuclear weapon and
to conclude an agreement with them which
would be mutually beneficial. That's what
should happen.

I think we’ve got a question from Nick Rob-
inson of the BBC.

Syria/Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant
(ISIL) Terrorist Organization/U.S. Counterter-
rorism Strategy/United Kingdom-U.S. Counter-
terrorism Cooperation/International Economy

Q. Mr. Nick Robinson, BBC News. Prime
Minister, with extra security being put in place
today for the Jewish community and also for
police officers, would people be right to con-
clude that the threat of an attack on the streets
of Britain is now all but imminent?

And, Mr. President, you've spoken of the
threat posed by fighters coming back from Syr-
ia. Do you ever worry that this is a legacy of the
decision of the United States and the United
Kingdom to in effect stand on the sidelines
durihg Syria’s bloody civil war?

And if T may briefly, if you'll forgive me, on
the economy, you said you agree. Is he right?
Is it time to stick to the plan?



Prime Minister Cameron. Well, first of all,
look, we do face a very serious Islamist extrem-
ist terrorist threat in Europe, in America,
across the world. And we have to be incredibly
vigilant in terms of that threat. We've got to
strengthen our police and security. We ought
to make sure we do everything we can to keep
our country safe. And that involves an incredi-
bly hard, long term, patient, disciplined ap-
proach.

There is no single, simple thing that needs
to be done. It means closing down the ungov-
erned spaces that the terrorists operate in. It
means working against ISIL in Iraq and Syria.
It means countering this poisonous, fanatical
death cult of a narrative that is perverting the
religion of Islam. It means working together
with our oldest and best partners so that we
share intelligence and security and we try and
prevent terrorist atrocities from taking place. It
means all of these things, and it is going to be a
long, patient, and hard struggle.

I'm quite convinced we will come through it
and we will overcome it, because in the end,
the values that we hold to—of freedom, of de-
mocracy, of having open and tolerant societ-
ies—these are the strongest values there can
be. And in the end, we will come through. But
like some of the challenges our countries have
faced together in the past, it will take great dis-
cipline, great patience, great, hard work.

You asked specifically the question about
imminence. We have a system in the United
Kingdom where threat levels are set by the
Joint Terrorism Assessment Centre. They’re
not set by politicians. They have judged that
the threat we face is severe. That means, in
their words, that an attack is highly likely. If ev-
er there is an imminent threat of attack, it goes
to the next level up, which is critical. But it’s
their decision, not mine. My responsibility is to
make sure we marshal everything we have as a
country in order to defeat this threat.

Q. On the Jewish community?

Prime Minister Cameron. And on the Jewish
community, I think it’s good that the metropol-
itan police have announced that they’ll be step-
ping up on patrols. I met with the Jewish Lead-
ership Council earlier this week. We already
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provide through their security organization,
the Community Security Trust, we already
provide Government money to help protect
Jewish schools. But I think this is—we have to
recognize, in fighting terrorism, as we found in
Britain before, you cannot simply rely on polic-
ing and security. This is a job for everyone.
This is a role that we're all going to have to play
in the vigilance and in making sure that we
keep our community safe.

President Obama. With respect to Syria and
the connection to foreign fighters, there is no
doubt that in the chaos and the vacuum that’s
been created in big chunks of Syria, that that’s
given an opportunity for foreign fighters to
both come in and come back out. And I
chaired a U.N. Security Council meeting, and
we are now busy working with our partners to
implement a series of actions to identify who
may be traveling to Syria in order to get
trained, to fight, or to hatch plots that would be
activated upon return to their home countries.
So it’s a very serious problem.

The notion that this is occurring because the
United States or Great Britain or other coun-
tries stood on the sidelines, I think, is—first of
all, mischaracterizes our position. We haven'’t
been standing on the sidelines; it’s true, we did
not invade Syria. If the assertion is, is that, had
we invaded Syria, we would be less prone to
terrorist attacks, I'll leave it to you to play out
that scenario and whether that sounds accu-
rate.

We’ve been very active in trying to resolve a
tragic situation in Syria: diplomatically,
through humanitarian efforts, through the re-
moval of chemical weapons from Syria that had
been so deadly. And now, as ISIL has moved
forward, we've been very active in degrading
their capabilities inside of Syria, even as we're
working with partners to make sure that the
foreign fighter situation is resolved.

But I think David’s point is the key one. This
phenomenon of violent extremism—the ideol-
ogy, the networks, the capacity to recruit
young people—this has metastasized, and it is
widespread, and it has penetrated communi-
ties around the world.
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I do not consider it an existential threat. As
David said, this is one that we will solve. We
are stronger, we are representing values that
the vast majority of Muslims believe in: in tol-
erance and in working together to build rather
than to destroy. And so this is a problem that
causes great heartache and tragedy and de-
struction, but it is one that ultimately we’re go-
ing to defeat. But we can’t just defeat it
through weapons.

One of the things that we spoke about is,
how do we lift up those voices that represent
the vast majority of the Muslim world so that
that counternarrative against this nihilism is
put out there as aggressively and as nimbly as
the messages coming out from these fanatics?
How do we make sure that we are working
with local communities and faith leaders and
families—whether in a neighborhood in Lon-
don or a neighborhood in Detroit, Michigan—
so that we are inoculating ourselves against this
kind of ideology? And that’s going to be slow,
plodding, systematic work, but it's work that
I'm confident we're going to be able to accom-
plish, particularly when we’ve got strong part-
ners like the United Kingdom doing it.

Q. On the economy, sir.

President Obama. On the economy, I would
note that Great Britain and the United States
are two economies that are standing out at a
time when a lot of other countries are having
problems, so we must be doing something
right. [Laughter]

Major Garrett [CBS News].

Iran/Europe-U.S. Counterterrorism Coopera-
tion/Muslim Communities in the U.S. and Eu-
rope/Former National Security Agency Con-
tractor Edward J. Snowden/U.S. Signals Intel-
ligence and Electronic Surveillance Programs

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Good after-
noon, Mr. Prime Minister. Good afternoon to
you, sir.

Questions for all—for both of you. I want to
make sure we heard what you were trying to
say. You clearly are directing a message to
Congress in the context of Iranian negotia-
tions. Were you also sending a message—both
of you—to Iran that if the sanctions talks fail,
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that war footing is the next most likely alterna-
tive for this country and those who are allied
with us in this common pursuit?

And atrocities in Paris, raids and threats ei-
ther in Belgium and Netherlands, I'd like to
ask you both: Do you believe Europe is at a
turning point now in its recognition of what its
threats are and its own mobilization in terms of
new laws, security footing, larger budgets? And
you both talked about cybersecurity. There is a
crucial issue for both countries: backdoors in
encryption to protect people and also privacy.
I'd like your comments on that. Thank you.

President Obama. T am not—repeat, not—
suggesting that we are in immediate war foot-
ing should negotiations with Iran fail. But as
David put it very simply: If in fact our view is
that we have to prevent Iran from getting a nu-
clear weapon, then we have to recognize the
possibility that should diplomacy fail, we have
to look at other options to achieve that goal.

And if you listen sometimes to the rhetoric
surrounding this issue, I think there is some-
times the view that this regime cannot be trust-
ed; that, effectively, negotiations with Iran are
pointless. And since these claims are being
made by individuals who see Iran as a mortal
threat and want as badly as we do to prevent
them from getting a nuclear weapon, the ques-
tion then becomes, well, what other alterna-
tives exactly are available?

That is part of what we have to consider as
to Why it’s so important for us to pursue every
possible avenue to see if we can get a deal.
Now, it’s got to be good deal, not a bad deal.
I've already shown myself willing to walk away
from a bad deal. And the P5-plus-1 walked
away with us. And so nobody is interested in
some document that undermines our sanctions
and gives Iran the possibility of, whether co-
vertly or gradually, building up its nuclear
weapons capacity. We're not going to allow
that. And anything that we do, any deal that we
arrive at—if we were to arrive at one—would
be subject to scrutiny across the board, not just
by Members of Congress, but more important-
ly, by people who actually know how the tech-
nical aspects of nuclear programs can advance
and how we can effectively verify in the most



rigorous way possible that the terms of the deal
are being met.

So the bottom line is this: We may not get
there, but we have a chance to resolve the nu-
clear issue peacefully. And I should point out
also, by the way, that if—even if we get a nu-
clear deal and we are assured that Iran doesn’t
possess nuclear weapons, we've still got a
whole bunch of problems with Iran on state-
sponsored terrorism, their rhetoric towards Is-
rael, their financing of Hizballah. We've got
differences with respect to Syria. It’s not as if
suddenly we've got a great relationship with
Iran. It solves one particular problem that is
urgent, and it solves it better than the other al-
ternatives that might present themselves.

So I-—my main message to Congress at this
point is, just hold your fire. Nobody around the
world, least of all the Iranians, doubt my ability
to get some additional sanctions passed should
these negotiations fail. That’s not a hard vote
for me to get through Congress. And so the no-
tion that we need to have additional sanctions,
or even the possibility of sanctions, hanging
over their head to force them to a better deal, I
think the Iranians know that that is certainly in
our back pocket if the negotiations fail.

With respect to violent extremism, my im-
pression is that Europe has consistently taken
this seriously. During the course of my Presi-
dency, we have worked collaboratively and
with great urgency and a recognition that not
only do you have foreigners who may be trying
to hatch plots in Europe, but that, given large
immigrant populations, it’s important to reach
out to and work with local communities and to
have a very effective intelligence and counter-
terrorism cooperation between countries and
between the United States and Europe.

There’s no doubt that the most recent
events has amplified those concerns. I think
one of the things that I've learned over the last
6 years is that there’s always more that we can
do. We can always do it better. We learn from
mistakes. Each incident that occurs teaches
our professionals how we might be able to pre-
vent these the next time.

And I'm confident that the very strong coop-
eration that already exists with Europe will get
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that much better in the months and years to
come.

Q. But do you believe that Europe has been
as sensitized as the United States and Great
Britain has—/[inaudible]—laws, surveillance?

President Obama. Here’s where I actually
think that Europe has some particular chal-
lenges, and T said this to David. The United
States has one big advantage in this whole pro-
cess, and it’s not that our law enforcement or
our intelligence services, et cetera, are so
much better, although ours are very, very
good, and I think Europeans would recognize
that we've got capabilities others don’t have.
Our biggest advantage, Major, is that our Mus-
lim populations, they feel themselves to be
Americans. And there is this incredible process
of immigration and assimilation that is part of
our tradition that is probably our greatest
strength. Now, it doesn’t mean that we aren’t
subject to the kinds of tragedies that we saw at
the Boston Marathon. But that, I think, has
been helpful.

There are parts of Europe in which that’s
not the case, and that’s probably the greatest
danger that Europe faces, which is why, as they
respond, as they work with us to respond to
these circumstances, it’s important for Europe
not to simply respond with a hammer and law
enforcement and military approaches to these
problems, but there also has to be a recogni-
tion that the stronger the ties of a North Afri-
can—or a Frenchman of North African de-
scent to French values, French Republic, a
sense of opportunity—that’s going to be as im-
portant, if not more important, in over time
solving this problem. And I think there’s a rec-
ognition of that across Europe, and it’s impor-
tant that we don’t lose that.

The last point I'll make, and then I'll turn it
over to David, is with respect to the issue of in-
telligence gathering, signal intelligence, en-
cryptions: This is a that we have been working
on since I've been President. Obviously, it was
amplified when Mr. Snowden did what he did.
It’s gone off the pages of—the front pages of
the news, but we haven’t stopped working on
it. And we’ve been in dialogue with companies
and have systematically worked through ways
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in which we can meet legitimate privacy con-
cerns, but also meet the very real concerns that
David has identified and my FBI Director, Jim
Comey, identified.

Social media and the Internet is the primary
way in which these terrorist organizations are
communicating. Now, that’s no different than
anybody else, but they’re good at it. And when
we have the ability to track that in a way that is
legal, conforms with due process, rule of law,
and presents oversight, then that’s a capability
that we have to preserve.

And the biggest damage that was done as a
consequence of the Snowden disclosures was I
think, in some cases, a complete undermining
of trust. Some would say that was justified. I
would argue that although there are some le-
gitimate concerns there, overall, the United
States Government and, from what I've seen,
the British Government, have operated in a
scrupulous and lawful way to try to balance
these security and privacy concerns. And we
can do better, and that’s what we’re doing.

But we're still going to have to find ways to
make sure that if an Al Qaida affiliate is operat-
ing in Great Britain or in the United States,
that we can try to prevent real tragedy. And I
think the companies want to see that as well.
They're patriots. They have families that they
want to see protected. We just have to work
through, in many cases, what are technical is-
sues. So it’s not so much that there’s a differ-
ence in intent, but how to square the circle on
these issues is difficult. And we're working
with partners like Great Britain, but—and the
United Kingdom, but we’re also going to be in
dialogue with the companies to try to make
that work.

Prime Minister Cameron. On the Iranian is-
sue, I won’t add much to what the President
said. I'd just make this point: that I don’t think
you can characterize it as, if there’s a deal then
the pressure is off Iran, and if there isn’t a deal,
new pressure has to be applied to Iran. I mean,
even if there is a deal, the key to that deal will
be transparency and verification and making
sure that this country isn’t developing a nuclear
weapon. And that will mean repeated pressure,

56

even after a deal is done. I think that’s very im-
portant.

And I would absolutely back up what Barack
says about recognizing that in so many other
ways, we have some major disagreements with
what the Iranians have been doing. I mean,
Britain has suffered particularly from the ap-
palling way that our Embassy and our staff
were treated in that country. So we are—we
approach this with a huge amount of skepti-
cism and concern. But the goal of an Iran with-
out a nuclear weapon makes these talks worth-
while.

On the issue, has—your question, has—is
this a turning point for Europe in terms of ter-
rorism, I would argue that we turned some
time ago. Maybe Britain, in particular, because
of the appalling attacks that took place in 2005,
but there have been attacks elsewhere in Eu-
rope. I mean, since I've been Prime Minister,
there’s probably been at least one major plot
every year of quite a significant nature that we
have managed to intercept, stop, and prevent.
So the awareness of the scale of the challenge
we face is absolutely there across Government,
across Parliament, across the different political
parties in the police and intelligence services.

I think there is an opportunity for countries
in Europe, who perhaps up to now have been
less affected, to work with them and make sure
that we share knowledge and skills. Because
when you say, have you—the turning point is
making sure your legislation is up to date, mak-
ing sure your police and security services have
the capabilities they need, making sure you've
got programs that can channel extremists away
and deradicalize them, making sure that you're
better integrating your communities. It means
doing all of those things.

I very much agree with what Barack says
about the importance of building strong and
integrated societies. I made a speech about this
at Munich a couple of years ago, saying that it
had been a mistake in the past when some
countries had treated different groups and dif-
ferent religious groups as sort of separate
blocks rather than trying to build a strong,
common home together. That is what we



should be doing, and that is what our policy is
directed to.

And of course, you need to have—as I be-
lieve we are—a multiracial, multiethnic society
of huge opportunity where in one generation
or two generations, you can come to our coun-
try and you can be in the Cabinet, you can
serve at the highest level in the Armed Forces,
you can sit on the bench as a judge. I've got in
my Cabinet someone just like that, who in two
generations, his family has gone from arriving
in Britain to sitting—that’s vitally important, as
is combating unemployment, combating pov-
erty.

But here’s, T think, the really determining
point: You can have, tragically, people who
have had all the advantages of integration, who
have had all the economic opportunities that
our countries can offer, who still get seduced
by this poisonous, radical death cult of a narra-
tive. We've seen, in recent weeks, people who
have gone to fight in Syria and who may threat-
en us here back at home who have had every
opportunity and every advantage in life in
terms of integration. So let’s never lose sight of
the real enemy here, which is the poisonous
narrative that’s perverting Islam. That is what
we have to focus on, recognizing that of course
we help ourselves in this struggle if we create
societies of genuine opportunity, if we create
genuine integration between our communities.
But let’s never lose sight of the real—the heart
of the matter.

As for the issue on the techniques necessary
for our intelligence services to help keep us
safe, all I would say—and the President and I
had a good discussion about this earlier—I
don’t think either of us are trying to annunciate
some new doctrine. The doctrine that I ap-
proach this

Q. [Inaudible]

Prime Minister Cameron. What?

Q. We invite you to.

Prime Minister Cameron. Well, I'm sorry to
disappoint you, but I take a very simple ap-
proach to this, which is, ever since we’ve been
sending letters to each other or making tele-
phone calls to each other or mobile phone calls
to each other or indeed contacting each other
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on the Internet, it has been possible in both
our countries, in extremists—in my country by
a signed warrant by the Home Secretary—to
potentially listen to a call between two terror-
ists to stop them in their activity. In your coun-
try, a judicial process. We've had our own—
we're not asking for back doors. We have—we
believe in very clear front doors through legal
processes that should help to keep our coun-
tries safe.

And my only argument is that as technology
develops, as the world moves on, we should try
to avoid the safe havens that can otherwise be
created for terrorists to talk to each other.
That’s the goal that I think is so important, be-
cause I'm in no doubt, as having been Prime
Minister for 4% years, having seen how our in-
telligence services work, I know that some of
these plots that get prevented, the lives that
get saved, there is a very real connection be-
tween that and the capabilities that our intelli-
gence services, within the law, use to defend
our people.

I think the final question is from Robert
Moore from ITN.

U.S. Signals Intelligence and Electronic Sur-
veillance Programs

Q. Thank you. Yes, it'’s Robert Moore with
the British network, ITV News. Prime Minis-
ter, it’s clear there is a sort of security alert un-
derway at the moment around the Jewish com-
munity in Britain. Can I just be clear, is that
based on specific intelligence? Should people
be concerned about doing their daily activities
this weekend? And do you regard a terrorist at-
tack on British soil as almost inevitable?

And, Mr. President, you say there is a dia-
logue underway with the big American tech
companies, but do you share the Prime Minis-
ter’s view that the current threat environment
is so severe that there does need to be a swing
of the pendulum a little bit, maybe from priva-
cy towards counterterrorism, and that this area
of private, encrypted communications is a very
dangerous one, potentially in terms of facilitat-
ing dialogue between terrorist groups?

Prime Minister Cameron. On the issue of
the threat that we face, as I said, the level has
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been set at severe. That is set by an indepen-
dent, expert organization, so people can have
full confidence that these things aren’t ever
done for any other motives than literally to
look at the evidence that is there about terror-
ist threats and to set the level accordingly.
When the level, as it is as the moment, is set at
severe, that means that the authorities believe
an attack is highly likely. If we believed it was
imminent, then you would move to the next
level, which is critical.

And we clearly do face a very real threat in
our country. I mean, in recent months, as I was
discussing with the President, we've had a
number of potential attacks averted, for in-
stance, on British police officers. So that is the
threat picture. It’s regularly reviewed, regular-
ly updated, but it shouldn’t be moved unless
there is real evidence to do so.

In terms of the protection to the Jewish
community and indeed other communities and
indeed to police officers themselves, this is
based on what has happened in France, on the
whole picture that we see. And it is sensible,
precautionary measures to make sure we do
what we can to reassure those communities,
communities who are all too aware of the
threat that they face. And this is a bigger chal-
lenge for us.

I think one of the most moving sights in Par-
is was to see so many people holding up signs
saying, “Je suis flic’—Tm a cop”; “Je suis
juif’—T'm a Jew.” And I thought that was in-
credibly moving, that people wanted to stand
together with one community that had been
singled out and singled out not because of any-
thing other than the fact they were Jewish. So I
think it’s very important that we speak up and
stand up for those communities and give them
the protection that they deserve.

President Obama. Obviously, in the wake of
Paris, our attention is heightened. But I have
to tell you, over the last 6 years, threat streams
are fairly constant. David deals with them ev-
ery day, I deal with them every day. Our CT,
our counterterrorism, professionals deal with
them every day. So I don’t think there’s a situa-
tion in which, because things are so much
more dangerous, the pendulum needs to
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swing. I think what we have to find is a consis-
tent framework whereby our publics have con-
fidence that their government can both protect
them, but not abuse our capacity to operate in
cyberspace. And because this is a whole new
world, as David said, the laws that might have
been designed for the traditional wiretap have
to be updated.

How we do that needs to be debated, both
here in the United States and in the U.K. I
think we're getting better at it. I think we're
striking the balance better. I think that the
companies here in the United States at least
recognize that they have a responsibility to the
public, but also want to make sure that they’re
meeting their responsibilities to their custom-
ers that are using their products. And so the di-
alogue that we're engaged in is designed to
make sure that all of us feel confident that if
there is an actual threat out there, our law en-
forcement and our intelligence officers can
identify that threat and track that threat at the
same time that our governments are not going
around phishing into whatever text you might
be sending on your smartphone. And I think
that’s something that can be achieved.

There are going to be situations where there
are hard cases. But for the most part, those
who are worried about Big Brother sometimes
obscure or deliberately ignore all the legal
safeguards that have been put in place to as-
sure people’s privacy and to make sure that
government is not abusing these powers. And
on the other hand, there are times where law
enforcement and those of us whose job it is to
protect the public aren’t thinking about those
problems because we're trying to track and
prevent a particular terrorist event from hap-
pening. And it’s useful to have civil libertarians
and others tapping us on the shoulder in the
midst of this process and reminding us that
there are values at stake as well. And I think
that David and I welcome that kind of debate.

The technologies are evolving in ways that
potentially make this trickier. If we get into a
situation in which the technologies do not al-
low us at all to track somebody that we’re con-
fident is a terrorist, if we find evidence of a ter-
rorist plot somewhere in the Middle East that



traces directly back to London or New York,
we have specific information and we are confi-
dent that this individual or this network is
about to activate a plot, and despite knowing
that information, despite having a phone num-
ber, or despite having a social media address or
e-mail address, that we can’t penetrate that,
that’s a problem.

And so that’s the kind of dialogue that we’re
having to have with these companies. Part of it
is a legal issue, part of it is a technical question.
But overall, I'm actually confident that we can
balance these imperatives, and we shouldn’t
feel as if, because we’ve just seen such a horrif-
ic attack in Paris, that suddenly, everything
should be going by the wayside. We have—un-
fortunately, this has been a constant backdrop

The President’'s Weekly Address
January 17, 2015

Hi, everybody. Every day, we get thousands
of letters and e-mails at the White House from
Americans across the country. And every night,
I read 10 of them. They tell me about their
hopes and their worries, their hardships and
successes. They're the Americans I'm working
for every day. And this year, several of these
letterwriters will join me at the Capitol when I
deliver my annual State of the Union Address
on Tuesday night.

Carolyn Reed wrote to me from Colorado to
tell me she was able to expand her business
thanks to a loan from the Small Business Ad-
ministration. Today, she and her husband own
seven Silver Mine Sub Shops, and last year,
they raised wages for all their hourly employ-
ees.

Victor Fugate, from Butler, Missouri, wrote
to tell me that he was unemployed for a while a
few years ago, but today, he’s earned his de-
gree and found a full-time job. Victor said that
he and his wife were able to afford their stu-
dent loans because our country offered mil-
lions of Americans the chance to cap their
monthly payments as a percentage of their in-
come. And because of the Affordable Care Act,
they now have the security and peace of mind
of affordable health insurance.
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and I think will continue to be for any Prime
Minister or President for some time to come,
and we've got to make sure that we don’t over-
react, but that we remain vigilant and are seri-
ous about our responsibilities there. All right?

Thank you very much, everybody. Appreci-
ate it. Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s news conference began
at 12:37 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, Prime Minister Camer-
on referred to Sens. John S. McCain III and
Robert P. Corker, Jr.; President Hassan Rou-
hani of Iran; and Secretary of State for Cul-
ture, Media, and Sport Sajid Javid and Secre-
tary of State for the Home Department There-
sa May of the United Kingdom.

While serving in Afghanistan, Jason Gibson
was gravely wounded. He lost both his legs.
When T first met him in the hospital, he was
just beginning his long, difficult road to recov-
ery. But last year, Sergeant Gibson wrote to
tell me that with the help of our extraordinary
doctors and nurses, he’s making extraordinary
progress. He just moved into a new home, and
he and his wife just had a baby girl.

Stories like these give us reason to start the
new year with confidence. Two thousand four-
teen was the fastest year for job growth since
the 1990s. Unemployment fell faster than any
year since 1984. Our combat mission in Af-
ghanistan has come to a responsible end, and
more of our heroes are coming home. Ameri-
ca’s resurgence is real.

Our job now is to make sure that every
American feels that they’re a part of our coun-
try’s comeback. That’s what I'll focus on in my
State of the Union: how to build on our mo-
mentum, with rising wages, growing incomes,
and a stronger middle class. And T'll call on this
new Congress to join me in putting aside the
political games and finding areas where we
agree so we can deliver for the American peo-

ple.
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