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Transcript of AG Interview on Early Show with Rene Syter (CBS):

Rene Syler: Last aight Presidenl Bush only spoke about Iraq in his speech ta the nalion. But Democrats and Repubticans on Capilol Hill are calfing for
congressional invostigations into the Presiden{’s decision afler 3/11 lo autharize spying on Americans without a wacrant. Alberto Ganzales is the U.S.
Attorney General. Goad moming to you, sir. _

4G: Good maming. fRene.

Rene: Secretary of slate Candaleazza rice said Ihe President decidad 1o skirt the nomnal procedures in these cases of domestic surveillance because

hey would have held what she termed fast-paced counterterrorism investigalion. This appears to fly in the face of the foreign ineliigence surveitance
act of 1978, does i nol? What's your ceaction to that?

AG: Tha foreign inlaligence surveillance act was passed in 1978. We continue fo lake advantage of the authodilies under that act. But we've had
Iramatic changes in lechnology. And we are conlfronting a new kind of enamy in a new kind of war and we need (o have the spaed and agllity and-
Kilize all the tools available ta this Presideat in confronting this enemy. The foreign intelligence sunveillance acl does require that we get a cour order
refoce we engage in elecironic surveillance of the types the Presideat laliced about on Salurday, excepl as provided by statute. Qur posftmn is the

wethorization fo use miktary farce which is passed by the congress shordly after the atlacks of September 11th constitutes that aulhority by the congress
0 engage in this kind of surveitiance.

tene: | think padd of the concern, though, {or a ol of people, anyway, s (hat the government is aof saying who's 5eing largeted o how many pecple are
weing tacgeted. -

\G: The President revealed the existence of this highly classified program on Satucday, There are many aspects of the pregram which still remain
ighly classified. What 1 can say to the American people is_this is not a case of domestic spying, of istening in on cafts within the Uniled States. Each
we of the calls dhat are being surveyed, one end of that call must be outside of the United States. Alse, with respact to every ane of these cafls, we
sl have a reasonable basis to conclude thatl one party on the cail is 2 member of al Qaeda, affifiated with at Qaeda or affiliated with an organizatioa
upporting al Gaeda because we are in a war with al Qaeda and it's very impodtant to kaow what the enemy is doing and how if's communicating
alential plans with each ofther.’

‘ane; Can you fell us how many paople are being sutveiled?

G: No, | can't get into (hat, because thal remains classified information. But, again, [ want te reassure the Amecican people, this is nof a situation
tere calts within the United Sfates are being surveifed.

ene: But here's the Thing. Even peapile whe the President coutd normally count on for suppor ave even come ol agaiast this. Repubfican senator
indsey Graham said yesterday on “face the nation”™ he applauds the President for being aggressiva in his pursuit of poteatial terrorist threals but he
2id we also cannol set aside the wile ol law in a time of war, Your response?

G: We couddn agree mare, That has nol occuired in this case. Again, we beliove the authosization to use farce conslilutes permission to engage in
iis kind of electronic surveiflance. This has been one of the most highly protected. companies in the United States goveramend because i has been so
Hedctive in our war against al Gaada. | think when we have additional Gme (o sit down with members of congress and 1alk to about the parameters, the
wefid pacameters of this program U'm oplimistic theyll be reassured the President has taken into accaunt the protection of civil berties of Americans
hile we engage in this very effective tool -

ene: Do yau plan to do that soon?

G: Absolutely. That process bagan last night. ( sat down with certain members of the congress (ast aight. That will continue this week.
ene: Why not before last night?

G: Again, his is a very, very secrelive, prolected program. We did meet with members of congress, as the President before the announcement of this
agram on Saturday by the Presidant. As the President announced on Saturday, we have met from lime to time and briefed ceitain members of the
wmgress ahout what we're doing and the justifications for lhis program.

ane: Allomey general Alberto Gonzales. Thanks f your lime this motming.

5: Thank you.

ranscript of AG {aterview on Today Show (NBC):
wiay: Thank you. Reaction lo thal address on lcaq in 2 moment.

rst ta the revelation that after 9-11 the president ordered eavesdroppmg oA some Americans withoud getting court approval. Oid the president Gend or
gak the law? The Attorney General Albedo Goazales of the United States, good marming.
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AG: Gaod moming.

Today: As Atlorney General and white house counsel when this decision was made whal legal autharity does the president have to ENOld the normal
process of gbtaining court appeoached search warranls before eavesdropping is conducted?

AG: We believe the president has mherent aulhadity as commander and chief to eagage in intelligence of our enemy. We also believe lhe president has
the authogqizalion to use mifitary force which was passed by the congress just days after the attacks of 9-11. The foreiga inteligence surveiltance acl
requires a court order lo engage in the surveiliance the president talked except as authodzed by slatute. We believe the authorization lo use mdary
force gives the president (o engage in limied, {argeted surveillance against our enemies.

Today: Some members of congress disagrea with you, There has been an autery even in {he president’s own party about lhis. Republican senalar
Lindsey Graham and Adea Specter are calfing for hieanings on this. And democratic senator Russ Feingold said the adminisiration is pdaying fast and
oose with the taw in the area of national securily. He said prasident bush can't makeup the law. Thal would tucn George w. Bush aot into president
George w. Bush but King George w. Bush. They don't agree.

AG: Well, we have consultad with cerlain feaders of lhe congress prior to the revelations on Salurday by the president. We will continue o bring in
additional members of congress. { mef wilh Senalor Arlen specier and other members lo provide our fegal justification for this program. The peesident
obviausly is very concerned about the pratection of civil liberties. We want o make sure that the prasident is acting pursuant o his authorities under the
conslitution and given do him by the congress. We believe that has ocourred in this case.

Today: Well, why not, i this passage of the (oreign intelligance surveillance act of 1978 requires you 1o get basically a special coud o review wanrants
in a manner consistent with the constitution, why not do that? Why not follow that rule of law?

AG: Well, again the foreign intelligence surveillance adt requires a court order except when congress gives aulhoczation. We believa congress did give
thal other authorization in fhis case. Wilh respact 1o thal acl, we continue la use the autharities uader that act. Passed in 1976, The changes in
technology have been dramalic and we need 1¢ be able (o use other teofs which affow us 0 act moce quickly (o respond ta the threat by al-Qaeda, The
president has abided by his responsibililies as commander and chiaf and atso is direcling {he exercise of this pragram in a maaner thalis consistet
with (aw in my judgmenl.

Today: When it comes to thase suspacts, has anyone been captured or convicled?

AG: Yes, lhe use of this program has been helpful in helping to break up lerrorists plols and in prolecting American fives. Let me just make one final
tmporant point: this is not a program of domestic spying thin the United States. Within the exercise of these autharitias, o party has to be oulsids of the
United States and wo have to have a raasonable basis teo believe that one party fo that call is a member of ai—Qaeda affiliated with al-Qaeda or heiping
our enemy defeal the U.S, Those are the parameters the president has imposed on the administration.

Today: Some key provisions of the patriot acl Gailed 4 pass in the serate on Friday. How concerned ace you about that?

AG: 1 very concarned about it. For the department of justice these tools are critical, They have beaa important in allowing us fo share information
batwaen the law enfarcement communily and the intelligence community and seeing of information is 5o very impaetaat o win against this new anemy
in this new kind of war.

Today: Atlomay Gaaeral Alberto Goanzales thaaks for your time. Here's David,

Transcript of AG Interview on American Morﬁing with Soledad O'Brien (CNN):

ZNN: Albecfo Gonzales is the U.5. Attorney general and he joins us from the whife house this moring: Mice fo see you, sir. Thank you for
ialidng with us.

5G: Good morning.
SHN: Did you advise the president that it was within his rights ta go ahead and approve these wire laps withowd a court order, sir?

A4G: There were many lawyers within the administration who advised the president that he had an inherent authority as cornmander of chief
nder the consfitulion to engage in this kind of intelligence of our enemy. We also believe the authorizafion to use force which was passed by
he congress in the days following the attacks of September 11th coastttuted additional authorization for the president to engage in this kind of
signals intelligence,

ZHN: You're saying the congress’s vale te use force was essentially an okay as well to wire tap people in the United States?

4G: The foreign intelligence surveillance act provides that you must get a court ordar {o engage in survelllance the type the president lalked
ahout on Saturday, except as olherwise authotized by congress. We believe that other authorization by congress exists in the autharization to
sse military force that was passed by the congress in the days following the attacks of September 11th:

ZHN: You mentioned that FISA or the federal intelligance security act and the other aption getting a warraat. Why not go either of those two
‘outes i you want the secret court go the first way and if you waat to get a wacrant, get a warant?

AG: As {'ve indicaled, we're only required (o get a court erder fo engage in this kind of surveillance if we're not otherwise autherized by
songress. We think we were given pemuission under the authority to use military foece. Bulin lemms of why not use the authorilies under the
‘oreign intelligence surveillance act, we continue fo use those authodities, they're vety impodantin the war on terroe. But the foreign intefligence
survelllacce act was passed in 1978 and there have been tremendous changes in fechaalogy since then. And what the folks at the NSA tell me
s that we do not have the speed and the agility in all cases lo deal with this new kind of theeat under the foreign intelligence survelllance act
and that i wéw we believe and the president believes these authorities ace neoessan/ in order to effectively defend this country against another
sttack by al Qaeda, .



CHN: Two points then. You think (he forgign intelligence service act does nof go far enough? It's not fast enough, a secret court?

AG: 'm todd by the operational folks at the aational security agency we do not have the speed and the agility in all cases, in ev to deal with this
new kind of threat. As I've said befare, the foreign inlefligence surveillance act is a very important toof whece we continue to ulilize it when we
conlinue to deaf with this naw kind of threat and this new kind of war.

CHN: Fm suce you racognize there are plenty of congressmen and women and senalors who say they had no inteation when they authorized
the use of force o go ahead and authorize of wicefapping by the president without going theough the courts or going through this other act as
you mentioned. What would you say to them?

AG: Well, what | would say 1o them is that Lhe authority by lhe congress was the authority (o use all necessary and appropriate force. And a
verty aspect of engaging in war against the enemy is {0 engage in signal intelligence. Signal intelligence means thal we have to know what our
enemy is doing. We can't go into a war blindly. We've engaged in signal intelligence beginning with the civil war and lhwaugh all of the candlicts -
since then. - This 13 a very important aspec( of engaging in the war. We do beliave thal that would constltu(e the autharity by the cmgress o
engage in this kind of surveillance.

CNN: Whether or not signal intelligence is necessary. Mqre of a question whether the president has the authority to work around the courts and
soit of as some would see it, unilaterally make the decision without getling any courd approval. In 1972, as ('m well awara, you know, the
Supreme Court ruled that president Nixon could not do the same thing, go ahead and wire tap by virtua of the fact that he's the president. How
is this case diffarant than that? .

AG: Well, ona key difference is that the statuts itself, tha foreign intelligance surveilance act statute, requires we can do so without a courl
order, engage in this kind of electronic sucveilfance if otherwise approved by congress through another sfatute and we halieve that congress
has done so and this pacticutar case. We also, quile feankly, Soledad, we continue {o believe that the president has the inherent authority, undec
the constitution’s commander of chief, engage in this kind of conduct but that's a secondary argument. We believe the congress has autharized
this kind of conduct and we understand the concera that have bean raised by certain members of congrass as the president indicated on
Saturday, we have reached certain key members of congress from the beginning of this program about what we're doing and the justice disks of
whaf we're doing and we didn't brief other members of congress because of the importance of keeping this program dlassified as much as
possible. We will, in the days to come, sit down with members of congress and try to provide information to reassure them that the president of
the United States is utilizing these tools in a fawful manner, in a way that ensures that the civil fbertias of all Americans are protecied.

CNN: You'd be fine with hearing as some of the democratic leadgfship is calling for {o investigate this (ully?

AG: We waat to provide information fo the congress about what we're doing (o reassure them what we're doing is lawful but also do itin a way
that doesn't compromise this program. The president did acknowledge the existence of the pragram but mmany operational aspects of the
perogram remain highly dassified and it remains a valuable tool. Harmif! & the United States if we fost this too! enticely. We need lodo so in a
way that daes not compraomise this very valuable tool in the war against terorism.

CHNHN: Abedo Gonzales is the U.S. Attorney General. Thank you for talking with us, sir.

Transcript of AG laterview on Fox and Friends with Steve Doocy (FOXNEWS):

Steve: Some tawmakers on Capiel Hill upsel over Presidant Bush aliowing domestic wiretaps withoul court approval. About the president overstep his
authority? Lel's talk to atiomey general Alberio Ganzales, who joins ds from fhe while house, where aven fhough if's chilly, thanks to a podable space
heater, his feel are warm.

AG: Good moming.

Steve: good moming. Nice 1o have you here. Members of both parties have said over the weekend, sir, that perhaps some hearings are needed (o ook
into whal exactly has hagpened. Condoleezza rice was on felevision yesterday explaining that the president does have the authority to order these dmis
»addicutar wire — domestic wirelaps. Where does he get the authorify?

&G: We believe the president has inherit authodty as commander-in-chief ta engage in signal intelligence of our enemies, but he also has statutory
nledligence. The act does require that we gel an order. Except as provided otheowise by slatute and we befleve thal congress has provided ofenwise by
stalite in the aulhorization lo use force, which the congress passed in the days following the atfacks of Seplember (1. The presiden is very, very
suppartive of course and a strong defender of civil bedies and we're not going to engage if any conduct that is nol othenwise tawtul

teve: so are you saying thal you're ysing a Ktlle bit of the FISA, foreign intelligence surveilfance act aad a §ittle bit of the authorily ‘graated to him by
songress?

AG: He will, well the foreiga intelligeace surveillance act was passed in 1978. We canlinue to use the aulharities granted under FISA, hawever the
hanges in technology that have ocoutred since then have been remendous and sometimes those authorities under thé foreign intelligance
suiveillance act don't provide us the speed and agilty thal we aeedtodeatmmthenewklndo(eaemy and the new kind of war and therefore the
wesident is using the authacifies that we befieve were granted to him by the congress in the autharization to use force as well as the autharitios that he
1as as commandes-in-chief under the constitution.

steve: bid it seems ke the way this FISA wule Is written, there is plenty of speed there, bacause you can go ahead and wwetap samebody just so long
15 you laik (o a judge within 72 hours. Why are you going around the judge part? :

A\G: Well, ‘again, the ad, the foreign intelligence surveilfance act, aflows us (o engage in this kind of aclion, without a court order, i atherwise provided
¥ statute. And we believe congress has given us (hat autherify. The folks that are opecating this program (elf me that we do nol have the speed and
\gifity that we necessadly need when we use the authorities under FiSA to deal with this new kind of eneavy,
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Steve: how many limes has this happened?

AG: Well, Steve, what { can say is that the auhodilies -- the aumber of fimes that we've ysed the authorities is a highly classified matter. { can reassure
the Amaerican people; this is nat a situalion whoere we're engaged in surveillance, calls made solely within the United States. This is a situation where
one pardy to lhe call has to bo outside the you statules and we have (o have a — oudside Ihe united slates and we have o have a reason lo conclude
thal one of the parties invahkved is aﬂ"ﬁaled with al Qaeda or affiliated with an arganization suppodive of al Gaeda.

Steve: I'l fef you puf your ear piece back it his ear in just a minute. We're speaking five with the atlorney general Alberto Ganzates five from the froal
tawn of the white house. A number of democrats have said they're surprised al this, and yet eight top cangressional leaders have been briefed on tivs
all afong, right?

AG: We have had numerous briefings with certain key members of the congress, This is a highfy classified program. And the presidenl has believed 4
impodant to #mit the number of people that have had access to this program. We understand the concemns (haf have beeq raised by cerdain members
of congress about this program, and we intead {o engage in a very constructive dialogue {9 infarm the congress about the very caceful fimils (hat the
president has placed upon the program so that we do engage in this program # a way thal's protective of chvil (ibedties of Americans.

Sleve: and sic, i a round of hearings is held up an Capitol Hill, what would the reaclion from the white house be 10 hearings?

AG: Well, again, we wanl to engage ia a constuctive dialogue wilh the coagress. We beliove Lhat abviously congress has the right fo know about these
- this program, and that's why we've engaged in brefings to the congress from the very outset of this program, we obviously are concemed about
dividging 1o the enemy.more classified information abaut the operations of this program, thal we will work with congress to provide the information that i
betieves il needs in 3 way that's consis{ent with the needs of Lhis country.

Steve: sir, we thank you very much foc joining us from the north tawn of the while house to explaia this maiming, altorney general Albero Gonzales.

Transcript of AG Interview on News Live (MSNBC):

MSNBC: After he 9-11 altacks, the president secretly ordered eavesdropping on Amedcans. The key question, did the presideat bend or break lhe
law? Alberio Gonzalez is the attorney general of the United Stales. Mr. Gonzalez, good moming. To what degree does the president have the righi to
5py on Americans?

AG: We belicve that the president does have the inherent aulhorify as commandar-in-chiaf (o engage in signal infelligence of the enemy, We also
hakieve that the president was given the autharity by the congress and the authorizafion to use military force which was passed in the days following
Seplember 11. The foreign inteligence surveillance act does require a court order to engage in this kind of electronic surveillance excepd by statude.
Thal peovision has been satisfied by the authorization to use miltary force which was passed by the congress. | want to reassure fhe Amercan people,
this is not a program of domestic spying where there is surveilfance of calls occurriag solely within the United States. This is a program that surveilied
rommuaications where one end is ouiside the United States. This is true in every case and also with respect to tis kind of survelifance and we have to
have a reasonabie basis lo believe that oae of the parfies in (he communication is a member of al Qaeda or a member of an affiliate of al Gaeda or a
member of a geoup that is othewise supportive of al Qaeda

MSHNBC: Bul given that, maay legal analysts say the president would have simply received this authority to spy en Americans if he had merely asked.
Why are you avaiding and dsking (he calicism that you ace now facing?

AG: Of course, again the foreign surveillance intelligence act alows us to engage in this kind of surveiftance without going to the court if othemwise given
pammission by the congress. The act was passed in 1978. (('s been a valuable lool and remaining a vakuable tool in the war on terrorsm, And we
conlinue lo go to the court Lo get pemmission to use this surveillance. Utilizing the lateligance on the foreign intelligence act, are not sufficient i all
tases lo deal with this kind of threatl. We do not have the speed or the agility we need to engage in the surveillance of this kind of enemy.

MSNBC: And you are concemed about civil fighls and it might be worlh aoling thal the Supreme Caurt has already ruted on this. Are you concermned
lhat the Supreme Coudt, ¥ they look af s now is going to limit presideat bush's authosity?

AG: Well, what | am concemed about is a pratection of civil liberties. Fm also conoemed about the protection of this country. We believe that this
program stikes the rght balance. We believe thal our analysis of the authaorizafion to use force given the president the permission {0 use this kind of
activity, this kind of tool, which is a fund MSNBC analyst instrament of — fund MSHBC analyst obviously we should alf be concemed abouf the
protection of civil ibertios. | think lhe president has authorized a program that takes inla accouat the protection of those liferties.

MSNEBC: You say that congress gave the president this authocity in part and yet senale republicans and demacrals are calling for hearings now on
Capitol Hill. Sanatoc Spactor said this is inappropriate.

Listen to what senator fine goid has said.

This president is grabbing all the power he can get Whelher & be in lerms of the enemy combatant coliies that were struck down by the Supreme
Court, They're (rying to make this president a king nof a president when ¥ comes o our system of government.”

Mlorney General, your cesponsa? s this when white house trylng fo grah all the power they can?

AG; The policy in the combataat was aot strack down hy the Supreme Caurt, The Supreme Cound said that lhe president of the Umted States hiad been
aulhovized by tha congress 1o detain Amedcan citizens caplured on the batliefield for the duration of the hastilities. This prasident uses the limitations
upon his power as commandec-in-Chief. We're going (o abide by the taw, but we're also going Lo do anything within the faw to counter this kind of threat.

And fhis news of domestic spying came on the same day that the patrdot act faited to pass in the senate. At deast two senators he heard with his awn
ears said this was the reason lhey voled against . What do you do now?

AG: The Patriot act is a very, very impadant tool for the department of justice. [t is a reason in my Judgment why there has nof been anolher domestic
attack in this country since Seplember 11. We need to find a way Lo gel these tools reamhorlzed In my judgment i would be damaging o the security
of this country if these toals were lo expire.
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MSNBC: Alberda Gonzalaz, thank you.





