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[bookmark: CRTLate1]WHY IS THE CRT LATE?

Q:  Why is 2019 Country Reports on Terrorism late?  Wasn’t it due by law on April 30?

· The release of this year’s report was significantly delayed due to a number of factors, including the hiring of a new contractor to produce the report and statistical annex, staffing gaps, and the lapse in appropriations.  
· Also, this report is more detailed than previous iterations and includes information on several topics not originally covered in the report.  These include individual country efforts on border security, countering violent extremism, and contributions to the Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS. This information takes time to compile, review and clear.   
· CT is exploring how to streamline the report and clearance process to ensure a more timely product.    

[bookmark: Criteria4Inclusion][bookmark: Criteria4Inclusion1]CRITERIA FOR INCLUSION

Q:  Why isn’t X country (Liberia for example) featured in the report?

· The Country Reports on Terrorism has never included every country.  When determining which countries to include, the Department considers the statutory criteria as well as which countries have significant updates from the previous year.

· Exclusion from the report is not a reflection, negative or positive, of the overall bilateral country relationship, and does not necessarily reflect all aspects of a country's counterterrorism efforts.

[bookmark: StatDiscrepancies][bookmark: StatDiscrepancies1]STATISTICAL DISCREPANCIES

Q:  There are cases where the statistical annex and the report’s narrative are different.  How do you explain that?

· The statistical annex, which was prepared by the Development Services Group, reflects DSG’s process for data collection and analysis, and may not exactly comport with the conclusions of the U.S. government, as noted in the annex.

· Additionally, the process for collecting and analyzing data used to create the Annex has changed over time.  DSG has made use of technological advancements in data collection employing different processes for identifying, coding, and counting terrorism incidents.  The 2018 Annex employed a new set of variables to record victims of terrorist incidents that did not exist in previous Annexes.  The different processes and methodology employed in the 2018 report make it difficult to compare statistics over time. 


[bookmark: DecreaseStatistics][bookmark: LethalityAttacks]LETHALITY OF ATTACKS

Q:  Please comment on the reported increased lethality of terrorist attacks in 2018 noted in the statistical annex.  Does this mean we are losing the war on terrorism?

· I would emphasize that numbers or statistics alone do not provide the full context on the state of terrorism in 2018.  

· Much of the increase in the number of deaths can be attributed to increases in extensive violent confrontations between military and terrorist groups in Afghanistan, Syria, and Yemen.

· Aggregate totals or numbers of attacks are not a valuable metric for measuring the aims of terrorist groups, or of our progress in preventing or countering their activities.  This is a point we consistently make whether the numbers rise or fall.

· In 2018, most incidents were concentrated in three regions: the Middle East, South Asia, and Sub-Saharan Africa. These three regions experienced about 85 percent of all incidents. The 10 countries with the greatest number of incidents in 2018 (Afghanistan, Syria, Iraq, India, Nigeria, Somalia, Philippines, Pakistan, Yemen, and Cameroon) contributed 75 percent of the overall total number of incidents.

· We are working with our partners around the world to disrupt and disable terrorist networks.  The United States is spearheading efforts with global partners to enhance information sharing, border security, legislative and regulatory measures, financial disruption, and law enforcement cooperation.

[bookmark: GlobalTerroristLandscape]Global Terrorist Landscape

Q:  How do you perceive the future of the global terrorist landscape? How should we and our partners address it?

· The 2018 National Strategy for Counterterrorism notes that the future terrorist landscape will be increasingly complex, fluid, diffuse, and fast moving.  

· Despite our successes on multiple battlefields, ISIS, al-Qa’ida, and their respective affiliates will continue to attack U.S. interests and allies, while also radicalizing potential operatives to violence within our country.  

· Iran, the most prominent state sponsor of terrorism, will also continue to pose threats to us and our allies through its global network of operatives and ongoing support to an array of terrorist groups.  

· At the same time, we are seeing an increase in violence perpetrated by racially and ethnically motivated terrorists, some of whom are using social media to connect internationally.  

· Terrorists will increasingly exploit commercially available technologies to improve their communication, recruitment, planning, and attack capabilities.  An example is their use of commercial unmanned aerial systems (UAS).  And, terrorists will continue to conduct low-tech attacks using weapons of opportunity. 
       
· While the United States will remain a global counterterrorism leader, we are encouraging allies and partners to assume a greater share of the burden.  We will be working closely with and encouraging our allies and partners to use their unique resources and comparative advantages in terms of relationships and reach to help counter and defeat transnational terrorist organizations.

· Our counterterrorism efforts and similar efforts by our partners will increasingly rely on civilian tools such as information sharing; border security, aviation security and maritime security; countering terrorism finance; countering terrorist radicalization and recruitment; and law enforcement “finishes” – arresting, prosecuting and incarcerating terrorists.  

· As the CT Bureau assumes a greater role in coordinating the fight against ISIS outside of Iraq and Syria, we will increasingly deploy this “civilian toolkit” in coordination with our partners.

· Finally, we must also continue to increase engagement with non-governmental and private sector partners.  This includes working with community and religious leaders and technology companies, all of whom have unique perspectives, expertise, and opportunities relating to countering terrorism and its ideology.

Q:  How are we disrupting ISIS’s and al-Qa’ida’s financing?  Do you think this strategy is effective and would you alter it in any way?

· Disrupting ISIS’s and al-Qa’ida’s (AQ) financing is a critical component of our whole-of-government approach, and while our efforts have been effective so far, we must continue to adapt as terrorists adapt.

· We continue to target ISIS’s sources of revenue in Iraq and Syria and have effectively disrupted the funding it collects from businesses and criminal activities.  We assess, however, that ISIS still has hundreds of millions of dollars in reserves from which it can draw to finance its attacks and support global affiliates.  Globally, ISIS branches and networks are moving toward locally generated revenue, like taxation in areas in which they hold territory.  ISIS and AQ affiliates also raise funds through criminal extortion, human trafficking, and kidnaping for ransom.  

· Since 2014, we have worked with Treasury to sanction approximately 100 ISIS senior leaders, operatives, financial facilitators, recruiters, businesses, and others.  On September 10, State and Treasury designated nine individuals and five entities associated with ISIS or al-Qa’ida.

· We also work with our international partners to disrupt ISIS and AQ financing through multilateral organizations such as the Counter ISIS Finance Group, the Terrorist Financing Targeting Center, and the UN.  This year (2019), the United States has worked with partners on the UN Security Council 1267 Sanctions Committee to designate individuals and entities affiliated with ISIS or Al-Qa’ida, including Hamza bin Laden, the now deceased son of Usama bin Laden, and ISIS-Khorasan, an ISIS affiliate based in Afghanistan and Pakistan. 

· In March 2019, the United States co-sponsored UN Security Council Resolution 2462, which obligates Member States to criminalize terrorist financing even in the absence of a link to a specific terrorist act, so that states have the frameworks in place to prosecute effectively those who knowingly finance and otherwise provide material support to terrorist groups.

[bookmark: NSCT]National Strategy for Counterterrorism 

Q:  What is the State Department’s role in implementing the Administration's 2018 National Strategy for Counterterrorism?

· The strategy – released in October 2018 – sets forth a comprehensive, whole-of-government approach that relies on both civilian and military tools.  Rather than being limited to particular terrorist organizations, countries, or geographic regions as in previous strategies, it sets forth foundational principles and priorities to be applied across the globe.  The Counterterrorism Bureau continuously ensures that its policies, programs, and resources support those foundational principles and priorities. 

· The strategy is comprehensive and adaptive, emphasizing a wide range of tools that can counter a broad array of terrorist threats.  The strategy renews our commitment to defeating global jihadist organizations and networks, such as ISIS and AQ, and emphasizes the need to elevate our efforts to counter Iran’s destructive activities around the world.

· To support the strategy, the Department leads efforts to further mobilize existing counterterrorism partnerships and to establish new ones to encourage the implementation of international counterterrorism obligations and standards and coordinate international burden-sharing efforts.  

· We continue to encourage capable partners to play a larger role in counterterrorism efforts, and to assist our partners to develop capabilities to identify and address terrorism threats on their own, and which, ultimately, they may be better positioned to counter.  This includes addressing terrorist radicalization and recruitment to prevent transnational terrorist threats from metastasizing.  

[bookmark: NameChange]CT Bureau Name Restoration

Q: Is CVE no longer in the name of the Bureau?  Is CVE still a priority of the CT Bureau at the State Department?

· CVE is an integral part of our CT strategy and approach, as indicated in the National Strategy for Counterterrorism (NSCT).  CVE is included as its own line of effort (referred to in the Strategy as “Counter Terrorist Radicalization and Recruitment”) in the NSCT.  

· The Bureau’s name restoration is a reiteration of the core values of countering terrorism, which includes CVE.  While we plan to continue the increased focus and resources dedicated to the CVE problem set, we believe the shorter, simpler name will communicate the Bureau’s commitment to equally critical lines of effort.  

[bookmark: CVE]Countering Violent Extremism

Q:  Governments are “cracking down” on civil society in many places targeted in greatest need of CVE efforts.  How do you partner with communities and non-government actors around CVE?  

· Community engagement is critical in preventing people from joining or supporting terrorist organizations.  Family members, teachers, law enforcement, religious authorities, and NGOs can serve as early warning mechanisms since they are often in a position to identify the first signs of radicalization.  

· CT partners with a wide range of community members and NGOs through diplomacy and U.S. foreign assistance programs to increase their capacity to intervene effectively in the lifecycle of a potential terrorist, identifying and countering radicalization and recruitment in its earliest stages.  

· We support community-level, social-service-based intervention initiatives and law enforcement programs to create “off-ramps” for those on their way to becoming radicalized and/or recruited by terrorist organizations. 

· To support the role of cities, local civil society entities, and other sub-national governments in CVE, the Department helped establish the Strong Cities Network, which has over 125 members across six continents, including municipalities in East Africa, the Middle East, and the Western Balkans.  Australia, Denmark, the Netherlands, and Norway have provided financial support to SCN to conduct workshops, global summits, exchanges, and an online portal, encouraging local governments to develop and share good practices on CVE.  SCN city exchanges engaged members from Kosovo, North Macedonia, Pakistan, and Senegal.  SCN worked with Tripoli to open Lebanon’s first Office for Youth Affairs and a Local Prevention Network, while hosting the first Lebanese mayors meeting on preventing and countering violent extremism.

· Through the Global Counterterrorism Forum (GCTF), CT supports government, community, and NGO collaboration to develop good practices on CVE.  The GCTF has endorsed good practice documents that promote CVE tools, including the Abu Dhabi Memorandum for Education and CVE; Good Practices on Women and CVE; and the Rome Memorandum on Good Practices for Rehabilitation and Reintegration of Violent Extremist Offenders, among others.   

Q:  How are you integrating women into CVE and CT efforts?

· Most terrorist leaders and operatives are men, but women and girls play a significant role in both contributing to and preventing terrorism. Women are sometimes perpetrators, sometimes victims, and can play an early warning role when it comes to radicalization.   

· CT incorporates influential local women, such as mothers, into community policing and community engagement initiatives.  Mothers are often in a position to spot the indicators of radicalization in family members more quickly than others can, as well as to influence their thoughts and actions.  

· In the Levant, South Asia, and the Balkans, CT is supporting programs to train mothers to serve as an “early warning” detection system by building their confidence and skills to address potential terrorist radicalization challenges within their own communities.

· CT also integrates women into its traditional civilian counterterrorism training.  For example, in July 2018, CT trained an all-female class of Iraqi police officers in terrorist crime scene investigation techniques.  They will join nearly 11,000 other women police officers in the 500,000-strong Iraqi police forces.  

· CT supports customized community-oriented policing training for female Philippine National Police officers deployed to conflict areas in the southern Philippines.  This will increase vulnerable communities’ access to these officers.  In Niger, in border regions that are vulnerable to terrorist activity, CT supports a project that trains women on how to engage with law enforcement and fosters their participation in community prevention committees.

· Governments must determine whether wives of returning foreign terrorist fighters returning from combat zones have committed crimes that warrant prosecution.  The United States and the Netherlands co-led a Global Counterterrorism Forum initiative to address the challenge of returning FTF families.  This resulted in a set of non-binding good practices that include how to create tailored responses for women returning from Syria, Iraq, and other combat zones and highlight the role families and communities can play in reintegration and rehabilitation.

Q:  Who at State manages our foreign policy relationship with Muslim communities and how does this role take CVE into account? 

· Different State bureaus and offices engage with Muslim communities depending on the issues relevant to U.S. foreign policy interests.  

· Regional bureau public diplomacy offices and functional bureaus, such as the Bureau of Education and Cultural Affairs, support exchanges that bring Muslim leaders to the United States to learn how the U.S. government, NGOs and American Muslim communities address terrorist radicalization and recruitment.

· The Office of International Religious Freedom works with Muslim communities to address human rights violations and abuses by repressive governments, including their use of counterterrorism laws and policies to repress religious freedom.  Fully protecting religious freedom can serve as a bulwark against terrorist recruitment and radicalization.

· State’s CVE work frequently focuses on reaching, and positively affecting, those who may be vulnerable to terrorist radicalization and recruitment.  CVE programming is based on research and analysis, which includes identifying vulnerable populations and communities with which we want to partner or positively affect.  Many of these populations reside in Muslim-majority communities.  

· All of State’s CVE work is closely coordinated with overseas embassies and local partners and is conducted with sensitivity so as not to stigmatize specific communities or endanger local partners.

· Different State bureaus and offices work on CVE, in the course of which they engage with a variety of different groups, including religious leaders, community leaders, and civil society groups, many of which are Muslim.  

Q:  What are we doing to combat/counter TUI?

· The Department’s whole-of-society approach to countering terrorists’ use of the internet (TUI) to radicalize, recruit, inspire, and conduct attacks focuses not only on removal of content, but also on long-term prevention of terrorist radicalization.  The Department advances this approach in the following ways:

· Promoting U.S. Guiding Principles on TUI:  The U.S. government’s approach focuses primarily on addressing criminal activities online and on voluntary collaboration with technology companies to remove terrorist content, based on their own terms of service, while upholding the American right to freedom of speech.  For example, we helped shape the recent G20 Leaders Statement that reiterates these principles. The statement says, “committing to an open, free, and secure internet that is not a safe haven for terrorists to recruit, incite, or prepare terrorist acts, which must be achieved in a way that is consistent with national and international law, including human rights and fundamental freedoms such as freedom of expression and access to information.”

· Engaging Technology Companies:  We work to improve voluntary collaboration and information sharing with technology companies, including with the industry-led Global Internet Forum to Counter Terrorism, to address terrorists’ use of their platforms to recruit and inspire attacks, based on expanding and enforcing companies’ own terms of service. 

· Building Partners’ Capacity on Combating TUI:  We provide foreign assistance to improve partner law enforcements’ digital investigations capabilities—including on social media and the Dark Web—through the joint CT-DS Anti-Terrorism Assistance program. 

· Counter-Messaging:  Terrorists can create and rapidly disseminate slick, resonant propaganda and are effective at using social media.  We believe the most effective way to neutralize harmful speech is through more and better alternative speech.  Programs supported by CT, the Global Engagement Center (GEC), and other bureaus help international partners develop their own online and traditional media CVE messages and products for local audiences to challenge terrorist narratives and dissuade people from joining or supporting terrorist organizations.  
[bookmark: TerroristDetentions]
Terrorist Detentions

Overview of Terrorist Detentions and Specific Cases

· Thanks to the successes of the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) on the battlefield, the SDF has detained more than 2,000 FTFs from more than 60 countries.  We continue to work with the SDF to help them verify the national identities of ISIS fighters in their custody.

· We have been clear in our policy that repatriating FTFs and prosecuting where appropriate in their countries of origin is the best way to mitigate their re-engagement in terrorism.   The State Department is engaging countries bilaterally to urge that they take responsibility for their citizens in Syria.  This has also been a major theme in all Global Coalition meetings as well as the Coalition’s FTF Working Group, made up of almost half of the Global Coalition’s 81 members as well as observer states.  

· While some governments have taken steps to repatriate their FTFs and family members, many countries have declined to do so.  States should take responsibility for their citizens and not look to others to solve the problem for them.

· The United States leads by example on this issue.  Not only do we help countries repatriate FTFs, but we also repatriate our own citizens who left the United States to support ISIS in Syria or Iraq, and prosecute them where appropriate.  To date, the United States has repatriated eight adult U.S. citizens (3 male and 3 female) and 14 U.S. minors from Syria and Iraq.  Of the eight adults, six have been charged with a variety of federal criminal offenses, including providing and attempting to provide material support to a foreign terrorist organization.  One repatriated foreign fighter was convicted on material support and firearms charges, and is now serving a 20-year sentence.  The other prosecutions are pending.  

Q:  What is CT doing on GTMO policy?

· Law of Armed Conflict (LOAC) detention is a longstanding tool to prevent captured enemies from returning to the fight.  In January 2018, President Trump signed Executive Order 13823 reversing the Obama Administration’s decision to close the military’s detention facility at Guantanamo Bay.  That Order retains important directions on humane treatment of detainees consistent with domestic and international law.  

· To date, the Administration has not transferred anybody into Guantanamo, but the 2018 National Strategy for Counterterrorism makes clear that LOAC detention, including at Guantanamo, remains an effective counterterrorism tool and can be used when lawful and appropriate.
Detention at Guantanamo is one of several tools the United States uses to prevent captured combatants from returning to the battlefield.  In appropriate cases, the U.S. Government helps facilitate the repatriation of enemy combatants.  The United States also retains the option to prosecute them in U.S. courts.  

· This Administration remains committed to ensuring the security of the American people in a way that is fully consistent with our domestic laws and international obligations.

· CT is handling many of the responsibilities previously overseen by the Special Envoy for Guantanamo Closure, including coordinating efforts on GTMO detention policy and issues related to detainees previously transferred from GTMO.

· Responsibility for the Department’s role in the Periodic Review Board (PRB) process sits with the Counterterrorism Coordinator. 

If Raised: 

· Decisions related to detainees previously recommended for potential transfer are now under interagency discussion.  

Q: Is the GTMO office up and fully staffed? If not, what is taking so long?

· CT Bureau established an office to oversee detentions issues and is working closely with our colleagues in the Bureaus of Human Resources and Budget and Planning to hire additional personnel and secure new resources to carry forward this mission.  

· The position of the GS-15 Director for the Office of Terrorism Detentions has been filled.  Recruitment to fill the three other direct hire positions (one FS-02 officer, and two GS-13 officers) that will make up the rest of the Detentions Office is in process.  In addition, CT has also begun the process to hire a shared OMS contractor to help support this office. To bridge the gap while the remaining positions are being recruited, the office was also approved for a one-year Foreign Service Y tour.  Additionally, we have recruited a detailee from another agency to join the office.  The size of the new CT Office of Terrorist Detentions is slightly smaller than the former S/GC office and will cover both Guantanamo Bay and FTF repatriation issues. 

[bookmark: TerroristTransitandBorder]Terrorist Transit and Border Security

Q:  Do you support the Visa Waiver Program (VWP)?  Do you believe that it makes us more secure or are we putting our country at risk?

· The VWP is an effective tool for deepening our national security cooperation with partner countries and pushing out our zone of security beyond U.S. borders.  Without the VWP, many countries might reduce their security cooperation with the United States.  This includes sharing information with us for use in our terrorist watchlist.  

· No other program enables the U.S. government to conduct such broad and consequential assessments of foreign partners’ security standards and operations, including regular inspection of airports, seaports, land borders, and passport production/issuance facilities.  

· Additionally, all travelers to the United States are subject to multiple layers of security and continuous vetting – regardless of whether they come in through the VWP or have a visa issued by the Department of State.  Furthermore, CBP screens all travelers’ fingerprints and photos when they arrive at a U.S. ports of entry. 

If Raised:

· Poland:  We are pleased that Poland has made so much progress towards meeting the VWP’s requirements.  We look forward to DHS’s determination regarding its readiness to join the VWP.   

Q:  What is the Department doing to share information with partner nations to help identify terrorists and keep them from travelling to the United States?

· The State Department and the U.S. Terrorist Screening Center (TSC) have negotiated the signing of more than 70 arrangements for the exchange of terrorism screening information with foreign partners, and we continually explore the potential for additional partnerships under this framework.  These arrangements allow reciprocal exchange of terrorist screening identities between the U.S. Government and select foreign partners pursuant to Homeland Security Presidential Directive 6 (HSPD-6).

· Through these arrangements, the U.S. government provides foreign partners access to an extract of biographic identifiers for the most dangerous known or suspected terrorists on the U.S. terrorism watchlist.  CT encourages HSPD-6 partners to use this information in their own screening, law enforcement, and intelligence efforts to cast the “widest net” possible to encounter and identify known or suspected terrorists attempting to travel.

· The United States receives biometric queries from select foreign partners that encounter an individual in transit, and notifies them if the individual is on the U.S. terrorist watchlist.  This allows our foreign partners to understand better the threat an individual of interest may pose.

· The Department’s information sharing initiatives secure the United States and its citizens by countering terrorist travel. These information sharing initiatives also help foreign partners meet important obligations of United Nations Security Council Resolution (UNSCR) 2396.  

If Raised:

· We assess potential HSPD-6 partners based on their capability to provide the U.S. government reliable and useful information about known or suspected terrorists (KSTs) as well as other factors–including their human rights practices.

· In assessing potential HSPD-6 partners, we draw upon expertise from the Department’s regional bureaus; our diplomatic missions; our Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor; and from other U.S. agencies.  Among key considerations are whether or not the potential partner would be likely to include non-terrorist identities among those it provides under an HSPD-6 arrangement and whether or not the potential partner would be likely to use U.S.-provided information for purposes that we cannot condone, such as to commit human rights violations or abuses.  

· The U.S. government can decide not to enter into HSPD-6 arrangements for a variety of reasons, including because the potential partner would be likely to misuse our information or provide politicized information to the United States.  Whenever the U.S. government enters into an HSPD-6 arrangement with a foreign partner, we do so with the best possible understanding of the potential benefits and risks involved.

· Furthermore, the U.S. interagency has developed vetting procedures for identities that we receive from foreign partners, which helps ensure that our watchlist remains as thorough and accurate as possible.  

· When the TSC—the U.S. implementer of HSPD-6 arrangements—receives identity information from a foreign partner, TSC provides it to the Department of State and other U.S. agencies for respective internal vetting.  This allows U.S. agencies to ensure to the best of our abilities that the identities provided by the foreign partner and added to the U.S. terrorism screening database are not known to have been targeted for politically motivated reasons, such as for being human rights defenders and dissidents, peaceful political or economic rivals, peaceful members of ethnic or religious groups, journalists, etc.  

· Should the Department of State or the TSC have reason to think that a foreign partner is abusing its HSPD-6 relationship with the U.S. government, we and our U.S. interagency partners would confer and could ultimately end that relationship.

Q:  Are terrorists able to gain entry to the United States through the southern border?  What steps is the U.S. government taking to ensure our border is secure against terrorist threats?

· We know terrorist groups aspire to exploit security deficiencies in order to send their operatives to the United States.  ISIS has a cell in Trinidad and Tobago, and Hizballah operates in and receives a significant portion of its financing from South America.  Our southern border is not immune to the threat of either group.  

· Through the decade-old Mérida Initiative, the United States has expanded law enforcement cooperation and assistance with Mexico.  This partnership, which includes support for the Mexican government’s efforts to strengthen its law enforcement institutions and border security, is intended to make Mexico, and our southern border by extension, more secure.    

· We have a number of ongoing programs with the Government of Mexico to assist its efforts to identify and document third-country nationals both before and as they enter Mexico.  This is our initial line of defense.  The U.S. government also screens the fingerprints of all visitors entering the United States as pedestrians and by air at the port of entry. 

· About half of the international visitors to the United States arrive from Mexico and Canada.  This volume has led us, over the years, to develop close and customized information sharing relationships with both these countries.  

· [bookmark: PNR]More broadly, CT is also working to improve border security abroad by encouraging – and helping – our foreign partners around the world employ effective threat-based security systems, expand information sharing on terrorist threats, and strengthen border screening procedures.

Passenger Name Record (PNR) Data

Key Points: 

· The collection, use, and analysis of traveler data is one of our most effective tools in identifying potential risks before they reach U.S. shores.  Passenger Name Record (PNR) analysis has helped detect and deter terrorist threats, combat transnational crime, and enhance border security. 

· PNR can illuminate the hidden connections between known terrorists and their unknown associates.  It can help border security professionals identify a traveler whose travel pattern might warrant additional screening at the airport.  PNR can help spot so-called “broken travel” – a technique where terrorists use convoluted routings to avoid detection.  PNR can also help law enforcement identify perpetrators and their co-conspirators after an attack takes place. 

· The UN Security Council’s unanimous adoption of Resolution 2396 in December 2017 demonstrates the importance of PNR, watchlists, biometrics, and other tools that advance the global counterterrorism effort.  The global community must sustain the momentum of UNSCR 2396 through implementation.  Only a handful of countries have fully implemented Advance Passenger Information (API) and PNR systems, so we have a lot of work ahead of us. 

· In 2019, the International Civil Aviation Organization established a PNR Task Force to lead international efforts to establish a PNR standard and associated recommended practices.  This standard will help governments and airlines to use this information effectively to stop terrorist travel.  

· CT and other U.S. government experts are participating in this Task Force to ensure the U.S. experience is reflected in this global standard.

· The United States is willing to share our PNR system – the Automated Targeting System-Global, or ATS-G.  We are also sharing our PNR technical expertise, lessons learned, and data protection, privacy, retention, and oversight frameworks with international partners, including the EU and member states as they stand up their PNR systems, in line with the obligations of UNSCR 2396.  We are also using our foreign assistance resources to help countries establish this important capability. 

[bookmark: RaciallyandEthnicallyMotivatedTerrorism]Racially and Ethnically Motivated Terrorism

Q:  Why is the Administration ignoring the threat/risk from racially and ethnically motivated terrorist groups? What is the State Department doing about it? 

· The Administration is concerned about the dangers that these groups pose and is committed to defeating them at home and abroad.  In fact, the 2018 National Strategy for Counterterrorism was the first such strategy to include the threat posed by racially and ethnically motivated terrorism.  

· While other U.S. institutions – such as the FBI and DHS – work to combat these terrorists domestically, the State Department plays an important role in combating the threat overseas.  The State Department is focusing efforts on:

· Those groups with international ties or international ambitions;
· Any “feedback loop” of revenge or retaliation between racially motivated and global jihadist groups;
· The extent to which these organizations are mirroring or learning their tactics and approach from the global jihadist groups; 
· CT-related preparedness no matter the perpetrator; and
· Countering radicalization and recruitment by these groups.

· Over the last year, we have increased our diplomacy with partners regarding international racially and ethnically motivated groups.

· Our international outreach allows us to identify lessons learned and good practices from key allies who are grappling with their own domestic racially and ethnically motivated terrorists for potential incorporation into U.S. practices and policies.  

· For instance, Hedayah, the Abu-Dhabi based CVE Center of Excellence that we support, addresses all types of extremism, and will address aspects of racially motivated terrorism during their annual Global Research conference in October 2019.  
· In addition, the Strong Cities Network, a global network of cities dedicated to CVE, recently supported the creation of the Mayor’s Council Against Extremism and Hate, under the rubric of the U.S. Council of Mayors. 
· This fall, we are sponsoring a series of workshops, speaker tours, and city exchanges focused specifically on combatting racially and ethnically motivated terrorism.  

· We also engage technology companies to encourage them to enforce their terms of service and community standards o forbid the use of their platforms for terrorist purposes at home or abroad.

[bookmark: HumanRightsandTerrorism]Relationship Between Human Rights and Terrorism

Q:  How does the State Department balance human rights with terrorism concerns?

· Counterterrorism and respect for human rights and the rule of law are closely aligned and mutually reinforcing.  Research has shown that human rights violations can fuel terrorism, conflict, and instability.  According to the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights in 2018, “Compromising on human rights has proven corrosive to the rule of law and conducive to a climate of impunity, and may undermine the effectiveness of any counter-terrorism measure, and thereby contribute to greater radicalization.”  Those who are able to exercise their human rights and fundamental freedoms are less likely to resort to terrorism. 

· We balance human rights with terrorism concerns by focusing on a comprehensive counterterrorism approach that builds trust and cooperation between governing authorities and the public.  It is in governments’ best interest to empower NGOs and its citizens – youth, women, educators, faith leaders, marginalized communities, and victims – to prevent terrorism.  Allowing people to live in dignity and with the ability to have a voice in decisions that affect their lives is one of the most effective ways to reduce the ability of terrorists to radicalize, recruit, mobilize, and inspire new followers.
· We have strongly and publicly objected to China’s detainment of Uighurs in Xinjiang, and we continue to discourage governments from using “counterterrorism” as an excuse to stifle freedom of expression and other fundamental freedoms.  We also urge governments not to suppress political discourse, the practicing of religion, or civil society in the name of counterterrorism, and we strongly urge partner nations not to use mass surveillance or re-education directed at individuals or groups based on their ethnicity, religion or belief, or because of their exercise of their human rights and fundamental freedoms as counterterrorism tools and tactics.  We have seen that this type of repression makes countries less stable and less secure while fueling terrorism.

Q: How does the State Department ensure that the people and units benefiting from U.S. foreign assistance are not systematic human rights abusers?

· We strictly comply with the Leahy Law, which restricts the furnishing of assistance “to any unit of the security forces of a foreign country if the Secretary of State has credible information that such unit has committed a gross violation of human rights.”  When the Department of State has credible information that an individual or unit has committed a gross violation of human rights, we do not provide assistance to that individual or unit.

· As a matter of course, we ensure that respect for human rights features prominently in the training we provide to our foreign partners, and we regularly emphasize that counterterrorism efforts must be carried out with respect for human rights and the rule of law.

Q:  Why is the Department of State sharing watchlist information pursuant to Homeland Security Presidential Directive 6 (HSPD-6) with countries with questionable human rights records?

· There are potential costs and benefits to all our information sharing partnerships.  The U.S. Government works to identify and weigh these factors before deciding whether or not to enter into an HSPD-6 terrorist information sharing arrangement with a foreign country.   

· The interagency assesses all potential HSPD-6 partners prior to concluding a potential arrangement.  As part of this process, we consider, among other factors, the likelihood that the potential partner would include non-terrorist identities under this information sharing arrangement and evaluate whether it would use the information we might provide for purposes that we do not condone, such as to commit human rights violations or abuses.  

· Should the U.S. Government decide to enter into an HSPD-6 arrangement with a country, that country should provide the U.S. Government with identity information on known or suspected terrorists (KSTs).  The U.S. Terrorist Screening Center (TSC) receives the identity information from the foreign partner, and provides it to the Department and other U.S. agencies for vetting.  This process is another check in the system against politically motivated misuse and is aimed at preventing non-KST identities – such as human rights defenders and dissidents, non-violent political or economic rivals, non-violent members of ethnic or religious groups, journalists, etc. – from being erroneously added to the U.S. Terrorist Screening Database (TSDB), (the U.S. government’s consolidated terrorism watchlist). 

· As an additional safeguard, the United States specially tags information provided by HSPD-6 partners in our watchlist so that screeners know that the information came solely from a foreign partner and that extra scrutiny may be required before any action is taken. 

· Furthermore, if the Department or the TSC becomes concerned that the foreign partner is misusing or abusing HSPD-6 information, the interagency can end the HSPD-6 arrangement.

· The identities the U.S. Government provides to foreign partners correspond to the most dangerous and operationally capable individuals on the U.S. watchlist.  This information has been carefully reviewed in compliance with U.S. guidance and law and has complete identifying information to help confirm accurate matches.

· HSPD-6 arrangements are sensitive and we do not discuss them publically. 






MIDDLE EAST AND NORTH AFRICA

[bookmark: DISISStrategy]Defeat ISIS Strategy

Q:  Is it realistic to think we can destroy a group like ISIS?

· We have achieved success in recent years, highlighted by the liberation of territory from ISIS in Iraq and northeastern Syria by, with, and through our local partners with the support of the Global Coalition.  To date, ISIS has not regained any of the territory that it lost to Coalition-backed forces and we will work to ensure that continues. 

· As the Easter Sunday attacks in Sri Lanka and the subsequent video statement by Abu Baqr al-Baghdadi showed, ISIS is clearly focused on increasing activity by its branches and networks to maintain capability and relevance – it is adapting to survive, and our approach must evolve, too.  

· We must continue pursuing ISIS as it splinters and goes underground in Iraq and Syria and across the globe until it is destroyed. 

· We are committed to sustaining efforts to disrupt terrorist plots, eliminate terrorist safe havens, sever terrorist groups’ access to financing, materiel, and recruits, and combat terrorist radicalization in communities so that these groups cannot further mobilize or inspire others to commit acts of violence. 

· As the physical caliphate in Iraq and Syria has crumbled, it is increasingly important to supplement our military efforts with civilian-sector efforts, both to stabilize Iraq and Syria against ISIS reconstitution as an insurgency and to mitigate the threat posed by the growing number of ISIS branches and networks outside of Iraq and Syria. 

· These non-kinetic tools include diplomacy, focused assistance, targeted sanctions to isolate terrorist groups, improved border and aviation security, support to strengthen counterterrorism laws, countering terrorist radicalization and recruitment, and leveraging multilateral initiatives and partnerships with frontline states, especially in locations where terrorist networks seek a foothold.  

· In line with this strategy, we use CTPF resources to provide training and capacity building to partner nations’ CT capabilities.  As the National Strategy for Counterterrorism makes clear, we aim to support our foreign partners so that they can assume a greater degree of responsibility in the fight against terrorism.   

[bookmark: FTFs]Foreign Terrorist Fighters

Q:  What role does State play in dealing with women and children in SDF custody?
· The United States continues to call on countries around the world to follow our example and repatriate, prosecute when appropriate, rehabilitate when possible, and reintegrate their FTF nationals and associated family members currently in northeast Syria.

· Family members associated with FTFs are primarily located in three internally displaced persons (IDP) camps.  Al Hol is the largest of these camps, currently housing over 70,000 people.  Ninety-four percent of al Hol camp residents are women and children.  Eighty-five percent of the al Hol residents are displaced persons from Syria and Iraq. 

· About 11,000 of the al Hol residents are ISIS-affiliated foreign women and children from countries other than Syria and Iraq.  These ISIS-affiliated family members are housed in an annex and remain separated from the rest of the al Hol population.  Many of the women remain ardently committed to the ISIS ideology and some have committed acts of violence and intimidation against women and children in the camps who have violated ISIS’s draconian interpretation of shari’a.  

· Further radicalization of the camp population remains a serious threat to regional and global security.  The best way to counter this threat is for countries to repatriate their citizens, which the United States government, and the CT Bureau in particular, helps facilitate.  International cooperation on repatriation will be critical to ensure that ISIS does not reemerge.

· Those who have broken the laws of their country of origin through their support for ISIS or its affiliates should be subject to criminal prosecution or other judicial processes in their home country.   
· The State Department facilitates the deployment of technical expertise to assist with developing effective rehabilitation and reintegration programs for countries that repatriate FTFs and family members. 

· The CT Bureau is helping to identify best practices in rehabilitation and reintegration and share them widely in multilateral fora such as the Global Counterterrorism Forum (GCTF), the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the Global Community Engagement and Resilience Fund (GCERF), and Hedayah.  For example, the United States supported the creation of GCTF non-binding good practices to address the challenge of returning FTF families, including how to create tailored responses for women and how families and communities can participate in reintegration and rehabilitation. 

Q:  What role is the State Department playing in repatriating FTFs from Iraq and Syria?  Are there any programs supported to help get them to their countries of origin?

· The State Department is urging countries to take responsibility for their FTF citizens in Syria by repatriating and prosecuting them for their crimes.  The Department is engaging bilaterally and multilaterally on this issue, and FTF repatriation has been a core focus of D-ISIS Global Coalition meetings and CT’s diplomatic engagement.  The Secretary called for action at the Global Coalition Ministerial in February and has regularly reached out to countries to act on repatriation. 

· The repatriation and prosecution of FTFs remains an urgent undertaking as the SDF, has custody of more than 2,000 FTFs.  The Government of Iraq also holds FTFs in detention and is working with countries of origin to repatriate them or try them in Iraqi courts.

· The Iraqi government has committed to repatriating Iraqi ISIS fighters from Syria and that process is ongoing.  The Government of Iraq has been consistent that all those who fought for ISIS, including FTFs, and brought damage and harm to the Iraqi people, need to be held responsible.

· CT seeks to enhance the capacity of our partners to manage threats posed by FTFs through technical assistance to law enforcement, corrections, and justice sector agencies and, by doing so, to incentivize those partners to repatriate and, where possible and appropriate, prosecute their FTF citizens.

· CT is also working through several multilateral organizations to develop a series of good practices to ensure FTFs and their families eventually can be rehabilitated and reintegrated into their communities.

If Raised: 
· The Government of Iraq continues to hold members of ISIS accountable through trials pursuant to its antiterrorism statute.  We continue to encourage all countries to bring ISIS terrorists to justice, including through repatriating them from Iraq and from Syria to face justice at home.  

[bookmark: AQ]Al-Qa’ida

Key Points:

· Al-Qa’ida (AQ) remains a serious threat to the United States and our interests around the world.  While we have degraded AQ leadership responsible for the September 11 attacks, we must ensure the group’s leadership cannot reconstitute itself in any region. 

· AQ-affiliates also pose a significant threat.  Al-Shabaab is an AQ-aligned affiliate in Somalia and continues to destabilize Somalia and its neighbors in East Africa, orchestrating attacks that have killed or injured civilians and targeting Western interests.  Al-Shabaab claimed responsibility for the January 2019 attack on the DusitD2 Hotel in Nairobi, Kenya that claimed the life of one U.S. citizen and dozens of others.   

· We continue to pursue AQ and associated forces globally through a comprehensive counterterrorism strategy including counterterrorism partnerships, multilateral initiatives, and other means.  These include military action in appropriate circumstances, consistent with U.S. and international law, to defeat the organization and its associated forces throughout the world.  

· These operations are complemented by a wide variety of capacity building initiatives we pursue with partner nations.  Through these partnerships and efforts, we have:

· improved the ability of military and civilian security services to operate regionally and collaboratively on counterterrorism efforts;
· enhanced individual nations’ border security capacities;
· strengthened the rule of law and law enforcement’s ability to detect, disrupt, respond to, investigate, and prosecute terrorist activity; and 
· worked to reduce sympathy and support among communities for terrorism.

[bookmark: AQinSyria]Al-Qa’ida in Syria

Key Points:

· Al-Qa’ida continues to seek to oust Assad, expand its regional reach, and plot against U.S. and partner interests.  Al-Nusrah Front (ANF), later re-branded as Hayyat Tahrir al-Sham (HTS), claimed separation from al-Qa’ida in the past, which has served its tactical ends.  However the group’s longstanding objectives remain consistent with core al-Qa’ida’s goals and longstanding approach.  

· In January 2017, al-Nusrah Front spearheaded the creation of HTS.  The core of HTS is al-Nusrah Front, and the Department amended the FTO designation of Nusrah Front to include HTS and additional aliases in June 2018.  Whether the group calls itself al-Nusrah Front or another name, it remains an al-Qa’ida affiliate in Syria.

· Despite public denials, al-Qaida leaders in Syria maintain the intent to conduct eventual attacks in and against the West.  There is increasing concern about the al-Qa’ida’s growing capacity in Syria for external operations.

Q:  What about Jaysh al-Islam, Ahrar al-Sham?  Are you going to designate those groups?

· We don’t discuss deliberations or the potential deliberations of our designations process. 



If Raised:  Do you assess that HTS remains an AQ affiliate?

· We continue to assess that Hayyat Tahrir al-Sham is an al-Qa’ida’s affiliate in Syria.  

Desired End-State in Syria

Toplines

· Fundamentally, we want a Syria which is a neither a threat to its neighbors nor its citizens. That means:

· The enduring defeat of ISIS;
· The departure of all Iranian-commanded forces; and,
· A political solution as provided by UNSCR 2254.

· To fully rejoin the international community, we would need to see a political resolution to the conflict in line with UNSCR 2254, including a Syria that is neither a state sponsor of terrorism nor a safe-haven for terrorists.

[bookmark: Iraq]Iraq

Q: Does the Administration believe the 2001 or 2002 AUMF covers military action against the government of Iran, Iranian proxy groups, and other nation-states?

· We are not looking for conflict with Iran.  We are keeping our policy within the guardrails of economic pressure and diplomatic isolation.  The Administration is not seeking an AUMF against Iran, or any other nation or non-state actor, at this time.

· The Administration has not interpreted either AUMF as authorizing military force against Iran, except as may be necessary to defend U.S. or partner forces engaged in counterterrorism operations or operations to establish a stable, democratic Iraq.

If Raised:  Every action that we take will be fully lawful.  We will comply with the law.

Q: How are we addressing Iranian ties to the Popular Mobilization Forces?

· Secretary Pompeo has made it clear to Iraqi President Barham Salih and Prime Minister Adel Abd al-Mahdi that the Government of Iraq is responsible for ensuring the safety of U.S. government personnel in Iraq.   They have responded well to threats posed by Iranian-sponsored terrorist groups and proxies in Iraq.

· The Administration has also made it clear to Iran that we will hold it accountable for the actions of its proxies, including those operating in Iraq. 

· The Government of Iraq has taken some actions to rein in the undisciplined militias that are likely responsible for the threats against our personnel, but many of these groups still operate outside government control.

If Raised: 

· We are actively working with the Government of Iraq to support its efforts to bring all armed groups under centralized control.  I would prefer not to get into the details of our ongoing, high-level diplomacy.

[bookmark: IranSST]Iran: State Sponsor of Terrorism

Key Points:

· Iran is the world’s leading state sponsor of terrorism and is responsible for intensifying multiple conflicts and undermining U.S. interests in Syria, Yemen, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, Afghanistan, and Lebanon, and continuing to support attacks against Israel.

· Iran was first designated as a State Sponsor of Terrorism in 1984, and continues its terrorist activities, including support for Hizballah, Palestinian terrorist groups in Gaza, and various groups in Iraq, Bahrain, Syria, and Yemen.  It has also pursued a series of assassinations and attack plots in recent years in European countries.  

· Iran also directly engages in terrorist activity, primarily through its IRGC-Qods Force (IRGC-QF) and Ministry of Intelligence and Security (MOIS).  In July 2018, German authorities arrested an Iranian operative for his role in a terrorist plot to bomb a political rally in Paris, France on June 30.  Authorities in Belgium and France also made arrests in connection with this Iranian terrorist plot.  In October 2018, authorities in Denmark disrupted an Iranian assassination plot directed by the MOIS.  Authorities in the Netherlands also reported that the Iranians assassinated opposition figures living in the country in 2015 and 2017. 

· In April 2019, State designated the IRGC as a Foreign Terrorist Organization (FTO). 

· In March 2019, State designated Harakat al-Nujaba (HAN), an Iran-backed terrorist group in Iraq, and its leader, Akram ‘Abbas al-Kabi, as Specially Designated Global Terrorists (SDGTs).  Established in 2013 by al-Kabi, HAN has openly pledged its loyalties to Iran and Iranian Supreme Leader Ayatollah Khamenei.

· In November 2018, State designated the Al-Mujahidin Brigades (AMB), a military organization that has operated in the Palestinian Territories since 2005 and whose members have plotted a number of attacks against Israeli targets, as a SDGT.  AMB has ties to Hizballah, and Hizballah has provided funding and military training to AMB members.  

· Additionally in November 2018, State designated Jawad Nasrallah, the son of Hizballah’s leader Hassan Nasrallah, as a SDGT.  Jawad Nasrallah has previously recruited individuals to carry out terrorist attacks against Israel in the West Bank.  In January 2016, he tried to activate a suicide bombing and shooting cell based in the West Bank, but the Israeli government arrested the five Palestinians he recruited to the cell.

· In January 2018, State designated Harakat al-Sabireen, an Iranian-backed terrorist group established in 2014 that operates primarily in Gaza and the West Bank, as a SDGT.  

· In July 2018, State designated the al-Ashtar Brigades, an Iran-backed terrorist group in Bahrain, as a Foreign Terrorist Organization and Specially SDGT, and in August 2018, State designated the group’s Iran-based leader, Qassim al-Muamen as a SDGT.  

· We will continue to hold the Iranian government accountable for its actions.
[bookmark: Hizballah]Hizballah

· Hizballah is a designated Foreign Terrorist Organization whose global terrorist activity, criminal enterprises, and military operations in Syria and elsewhere threaten global security and contribute to regional instability.  

· Disrupting Hizballah’s far-reaching terrorist and military capabilities is a top priority for the U.S. government.

· The State Department is actively engaged in a range of efforts to counter Hizballah’s far reaching terrorist and illicit activities.  We have designated as Specially Designated Global Terrorists (SDGTs) a number of key Hizballah figures including senior leaders Mustafa Mughniyeh, Ali Damush, Hashem Safieddine, and the key suspects in the 2012 Burgas attacks in Bulgaria.  The State Department has expanded the number of multi-million dollar incentives offered for Hizballah members under its Rewards for Justice program.

· We continue to urge other countries to designate Hizballah as a terrorist organization in its entirety.  Most recently, Argentina, Kosovo, Paraguay and the United Kingdom designated Hizballah, in addition to Australia, Canada, the EU, the GCC, and the Arab League. 

· We are also working closely with the Department of Justice and other U.S. government agencies on a series of capacity-building efforts for countries in regions where Hizballah is active, including the Middle East, Eastern Europe, Southeast Asia, South America, and West Africa.   

Q:  What is the U.S. position on Hizballah’s activities in Syria?

· Hizballah’s forces have helped enable the regime to perpetuate its brutality against the Syrian people and to incite instability in Lebanon.  Hizballah should immediately end its presence and activities in Syria.  

Q:  Does the United States distinguish between Hizballah’s political and military activities?

· No.  The United States does not distinguish between Hizballah’s different wings, which are mutually supportive and reinforcing of Hizballah’s violent activity.  Hizballah’s senior leadership oversees all of Hizballah’s activities, whether terrorist activities, militia involvement in conflicts outside of Lebanon, weapons trafficking, or domestic political activities.  Our FTO and SDGT designations apply to the entire organization. 

Q:  Is Hizballah gaining a foothold in Latin America?  

· We remain concerned about Hizballah’s involvement in a range of destabilizing activities all around the world.  We’ve seen Hizballah engage in terrorist plotting, military and dual use procurement, and efforts to develop its terrorist infrastructure all around the world in recent years, and countering these activities remains a priority for the United States.

· Hizballah also receives funding from supporters around the world who engage in a host of licit and illicit activities, including drug trafficking and money laundering, some of which takes place in the Western Hemisphere.

· We are concerned about Hizballah-linked activity in Latin America, including caching of weapons and fund-raising that benefits the group through licit and illicit activities and solicitation of donations.

· The State Department has elevated U.S. counterterrorism efforts in Latin America focusing on the threat that transnational terrorist groups, especially Hizballah and their Iranian patrons, pose in the region.  In December 2018, State hosted a Western Hemisphere Counterterrorism Ministerial with eleven key hemispheric partners to identify gaps and areas of cooperation to counter terrorist threats, particularly Hizballah.  

· Argentina hosted a follow on Ministerial July 18-19 in Buenos Aires to commemorate the 1994 AMIA bombing, which the Secretary attended.  Argentina’s commemoration of the anniversary culminated in the announcement of Argentina’s own designation of Hizabllah as a terrorist organization.

· The State Department also boosted capacity-building efforts in the Western Hemisphere to enable governments to counter Hizballah’s terrorist and illicit activities.  In June, State and DOJ hosted a Western Hemisphere counter-Hizballah workshop with a number of key regional partners, which included law enforcement officials, prosecutors, judges, financial investigators, sanctions experts, and intelligence officials.       

· Our efforts in the region have yielded results. For example:

· Argentina and Paraguay each designated Hizballah as a foreign terrorist organization. 
· At our September 2018 transnational crime workshop, law enforcement officers from Paraguay and Brazil exchanged information on Hizballah financier, Assad Barakat, who had outstanding arrest warrants in Paraguay.  The day after the workshop, Brazilian law enforcement arrested Barakat, and he remains in custody pending extradition to Paraguay.

· Last July, Argentina’s FIU froze the assets of 14 members of the “Barakat clan,” a network of illicit financiers led by Assad Ahmad Barakat, that moved money on behalf of Hizballah.

· Paraguay and Argentina have also joined other nations in designating Hizballah as terrorist organizations, including most recently Argentina, Kosovo, and the United Kingdom, in addition to Australia, Canada, the Gulf Cooperation Council, and the Arab League.  

· In June, Paraguay extradited Hizballah supporter and money launderer, Nader Mohamad Farhat to the United States to face charges.

· Peru is currently re-trying Hizballah operative Muhammad Hamdar on terrorism charges following his 2014 arrest.

[bookmark: Libya]Libya

Key Points:
 
· A political solution is the only path to long-term stability and security in Libya.

· The U.S. government calls for all parties to achieve an immediate ceasefire in Tripoli and return to UN political mediation, which is crucial to restore stability and provide a more secure and prosperous future for all Libyans.
 
Q: What is our overall strategy in Libya?
 
· Our counterterrorism efforts in Libya are focused on helping the Libyans to defeat ISIS and al-Qa’ida by eliminating their safe havens and reducing the threat they pose to the United States.  

· We remain concerned about the fighting in Tripoli.  The instability is diverting the attention of the GNA and LNA from important CT efforts, allowing ISIS and al-Qa’ida to regroup.

· The United States remains committed to political reconciliation in Libya, and to supporting the efforts of the UN Special Representative of the Secretary-General (SRSG). 

Q: What is the ISIS presence in Libya? 
 
· Our campaign in support of Libyan authorities in 2016 and pressure from Libyan armed groups have diminished the size and strength of ISIS in Libya.  However, the political and security vacuum in Libya presents conditions for ISIS and similar groups to re-group and operate.  ISIS retains the capability to carry out terrorist attacks against local targets, as seen in recent attacks.  

Q: What is the role of U.S. forces in Libya?
 
· I refer questions about the disposition of U.S. forces to our colleagues at the Department of Defense.

[bookmark: SaudiArabia]Saudi Arabia

Key Points:

· We remain united in our fight to destroy ISIS, a threat to all of us.  

· Together we remain steadfast in our commitment to combat all terrorism.  

· Saudi Arabia remains a strong, active, and capable counterterrorism partner and actively contributes to regional counterterrorism efforts through its participation in the Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS, the Global Counterterrorism Forum, and the Terrorist Financing Targeting Center.

· We work with Saudi Arabia to identify ideologues that proselytize terrorist narratives in third countries and regions.

Q:  To what extent are CVE efforts addressing Saudi Arabia’s longtime “export of Wahhabism”? 

· We continue our longstanding engagement with a variety of Saudi government officials and civil society organizations to advocate for religious freedom and greater religious tolerance, including in its education system.  Saudi Arabia has taken steps to further regulate its religious sector and reform its domestic education system.  Yet, we remain concerned about ongoing support for overseas proselytization.

· The Saudi Ministry of Islamic Affairs continued to oversee and engage with imams and religious institutions regarding inciting violence.  The King Abdulaziz Center for National Dialogue promoted tolerance and respect for diversity through its dialogue and awareness-raising programs.  The Ministry of Interior continued to support its terrorist de-radicalization program (the Sakina Campaign) to combat internet radicalization.  

· Saudi Arabia enhanced oversight of proselytization and Islamic charitable activities, especially during hajj.  The Saudi government has recently appointed new leadership in various Islamic organizations to help ensure that messages and activities they support do not propagate extremist views, and that their charitable activities comply with CT finance regulations.  

· The Ministry of Islamic Affairs announced that Saudi-based clerics must obtain government permission before traveling to ensure that they are properly credentialed religious scholars, will not propagate extremist messages and will not engage in proselytization or charitable activities that would reflect poorly on Saudi Arabia. 

· TEXTBOOKS:  During 2018, the Saudi government continued its ongoing program to modernize the educational curriculum in Saudi public schools, including the removal of intolerant or antagonizing language in textbooks.  Saudi Arabia has been collaborative in supporting the continued removal of discriminatory content from public school textbooks and enhancing the capacity of public school teachers to integrate CVE considerations in their instruction.  However, some textbooks containing derogatory and intolerant references to Shia and non-Muslims remained in use.  Under the rubric of Vision 2030, the Ministry of Education is working to reduce religious content in core curricula, increase the focus on modern educational needs, and improve teacher training.  We welcome additional work by Saudi Arabia to address the foreign propagation of Saudi-sponsored textbooks not subject to Saudi Arabia’s domestic curriculum modernization efforts.

· Additionally, during President Trump’s 2017 visit to Riyadh, the United States and Gulf Cooperative Council member states signed a historic Memorandum of Understanding announcing the establishment of a Terrorist Financing Targeting Center (TFTC), headquartered in Riyadh, which buttresses efforts to counter terrorist financing in the Gulf region.

[bookmark: Khashoggi]Jamal Khashoggi Toplines

· As the Secretary has said, we are determined to promote accountability for every for person who was involved with Mr. Khashoggi’s killing.  The State and Treasury Departments have done that, and we’ll continue to take action, such as through sanctions, if and when new information becomes available.

· It is crucial that the Saudi government continue to ascertain all of the facts, conduct a credible judicial process, and hold accountable those responsible for Mr. Khashoggi’s murder.  

· The Saudi prosecutor in Riyadh has taken important judicial steps toward full accountability, but more needs to be done.

· We will continue to monitor the trial closely, and will always push for a fair, credible, and prompt judicial process.

· The United States sanctioned 17 Saudi officials implicated in the killing under our Global Magnitsky Act.

[bookmark: Yemen]
Yemen

Key Points:

· The current conflict has enabled AQAP – which remains one of al-Qa’ida’s most capable affiliates – to expand its territorial hold in Yemen and has allowed an ISIS faction to continue operations there.

· AQAP remains a significant threat to the region and to the United States.  We are actively monitoring threats emanating from Yemen and have resources and capabilities in the region to address them.

· We have repeatedly said that ending the conflict in Yemen will also allow Yemenis and their regional and international partners to more effectively combat AQAP.

Q:  Are the Houthis terrorists?

· The United States has not designated the Houthis a terrorist organization.

· However, the Houthis continue to engage in actions that undermine Yemen’s security and stability, destabilize the region, and threaten Saudi Arabia and the UAE.

· The Houthis receive significant support from Iran, including weapons transfers, strategic advice, and other logistical support.  This Iranian support has enabled the Houthis to attack shipping vessels in the Bab al-Mandab Strait, launch long-range missiles into Saudi Arabia, and use unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) to threaten civilian targets inside Saudi Arabia and the UAE.

· To this end, we support efforts to bring an end to the fighting in Yemen and to work toward a comprehensive political agreement that brings peace and security. 
[bookmark: Egypt]




Egypt

Key Points:

· The United States supports the building of a stable, democratic, prosperous Egypt that champions the rights and freedoms of all in Egypt.

· The United States and Egypt have a deep relationship rooted in cultural, economic, and military ties and security interests.  The success of Egypt is critical for the region and is in America’s best interest. 

· The United States is committed to strengthening its long-term strategic and economic partnership with Egypt.  We continue to expand business, economic, strategic, and cultural connections between our countries.  For over 40 years, U.S. assistance to Egypt has helped promote educational reform, healthcare, cultural preservation, and security in Egypt and the region as part of our strategic partnership.

Counterterrorism:

· Egypt is confronting a serious threat from ISIS, al-Qa’ida, and other terrorist organizations, and the United States supports Egypt in its fight against those threats.  ISIS, al-Qa’ida, and other terrorist groups have attacked and killed civilians and government personnel, including Egyptian security forces.  Attacks on Coptic Christian churches, ambushes of government officials, and the November 2017 attack on a mosque in the Sinai that killed 311 civilians demonstrate that Egypt faces a lethal and determined enemy.  In February 2018, the Egyptian government launched the “Sinai 2018” military campaign against terrorists in the Sinai.  

· We stand with Egypt in its fight against ISIS and al-Qa’ida, and continue to stress that defeating terrorism requires a long-term, comprehensive strategy that protects individuals from violence and terrorism while respecting human rights and fundamental freedoms.  The U.S.-Egypt counterterrorism cooperation and the continuing strong military-to-military partnership help to counter this threat.  However, the Department remains concerned by reports of heavy-handed counterterrorism tactics in the Sinai campaign.

· Consistent with our continued commitment to Egypt and its fight against terrorism, the Department of State designated ISIS-Egypt, Liwa al-Thawra, and Harakat Sawa’d Misr as Specially Designated Global Terrorists under E.O. 13224 last year. 
[bookmark: MuslimBrotherhood]
Will you designate the Muslim Brotherhood?

· We don’t discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding our designations process. 

Key Points:

· The Secretary of State has the authority to designate Foreign Terrorist Organizations (FTO) in accordance with section 219 of the Immigration and Nationality Act.  The legal criteria for designating a group as a Foreign Terrorist Organization are:

· The organization is a foreign organization;
· The organization engages in terrorist activity or terrorism or retains the capability and intent to engage in terrorist activity or terrorism; 
· The terrorist activity or terrorism of the organization threatens the security of U.S. nationals or the national security of the United States.

· The Department of State also has designation authority under Executive Order (E.O.) 13224.  Under E.O. 13224, the Secretary of State may designate foreign individuals or entities that she or he determines – in consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney General – is a leader of a designated terrorist organization or have committed or have attempted to commit, to pose a significant risk of committing, or to have participated in training to commit acts of terrorism that threaten the security of U.S. nationals or the national security, foreign policy, or economy of the United States.  These individuals or entities are designated as Specially Designated Global Terrorists (SDGTs).

· To designate a group, we use credible, sourced evidence to demonstrate that the organization meets the statutory criteria.  

· We are fully committed to taking appropriate action against foreign groups engaging in terrorist activity to prevent such groups from obtaining the resources and support needed to undertake such terrorist activity. 

· In January 2018, the Department designated Harakat Sawa’d Misr and Liwa al-Thawra, some of whose members were previously associated with the Muslim Brotherhood, as SDGTs under E.O. 13224.
[bookmark: Qatar]
Qatar

Key Points:

· Our relationship with Qatar is strong and we continue to cooperate with Qatar and other countries in the region in the fight against terrorism. 

· The U.S. and Qatar signed a far-reaching Counterterrorism Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) in July 2017.  Building on that, we reviewed progress to date at the U.S.-Qatar Counterterrorism Dialogue in September 2018, and committed to a set of shared 2019 priorities to advance further our mutual interests.  

· We recognize the steps taken by Qatar to cooperate with the international community in the fight against terrorism and to prevent the financing of terrorism in Qatar and the region.  

· The Government of Qatar has begun to undertake additional measures necessary to improve Qatar’s counterterrorism efforts, including by prosecuting terrorism financiers and imposing restrictions on UN-designated supporters of terrorist entities.

· All of our regional partners must live up to the commitments they made at the May 21, 2017 Arab-Islamic-American Summit in Riyadh to do everything they can to prevent terrorist financiers from using the Gulf as a source of funds and a base of operations.   





AFRICA

[bookmark: Nigeria]Why are the DRC and Mozambique included in this year’s report? 

· We are continuing to monitor attacks from terrorist groups in East and Central Africa, including threats posed by the Allied Democratic Forces (ADF) and offshoots thereof and other terrorist groups, which are becoming increasingly active, including in the Democratic Republic of Congo and Mozambique.    

Nigeria: Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa

Key Points:

· Although Lake Chad Region countries must lead this fight, the United States supports Nigeria and its neighbors in their efforts to defeat Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa.  

· Our support focuses on military and civilian security capacity and targeted assistance to address stabilization and humanitarian crises in the Lake Chad region.  

Q: What is the relationship between Boko Haram and ISIS?

· The West Africa Province of ISIS (ISIS-West Africa) and Boko Haram split as a result of infighting after Boko Haram leader Abubakar Shekau pledged the allegiance of the original Boko Haram group to ISIS in 2015.  Divisions in the original group led to a split with ISIS recognizing the faction under Abu Musab al-Barnawi, as ISIS- West Africa (that group today retains official ISIS recognition albeit under new leadership).  Shekau continued to lead the original group that returned to the name Boko Haram; it is considered an independent terrorist organization with no clear affiliation to any global terrorist groups.

Q: How can Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa be defeated?

· The United States supports Lake Chad Region partner efforts to combat Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa, protect civilians, and restore governance in the affected areas.
· Military successes must be followed with law enforcement and civilian governance to restore stability, establish rule of law, and ensure accountability for human rights abuses and violations. 

· We also help our Lake Chad Region partners develop and implement policies that encourage defections by Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa fighters.  Specifically, we help these governments craft legal frameworks, develop processes for screening defectors for either prosecution or rehabilitation as appropriate, provide de-radicalization and rehabilitation for those who are to be reintegrated into society, and sensitize communities on how best to reintegrate these individuals. 

If Raised:  Defeating Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa requires fighting them on all levels.  As outlined in the U.S. National Counter-Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa Strategy, we must: 

· Support the efforts of Lake Chad Region partners to weaken these factions’ capacity, cohesion, and financing; 

· Counter and prevent the factors that can lead to the spread of terrorism; 

· Promote more inclusive and capable local governance to address the underlying drivers of insecurity; 

· Promote respect for human rights and accountability for security force abuses; and 

· Respond to the humanitarian needs of civilians affected by Boko Haram and ISIS-West Africa.

[bookmark: Somalia]Somalia: Al Shabaab and ISIS-Somalia

Key Points:

· The United States is committed to a comprehensive counterterrorism strategy in Somalia. 

· This strategy includes maintaining pressure against al-Shabaab and ISIS-Somalia through our unilateral and partnered counterterrorism operations. This involves ongoing support to the African Union Mission in Somalia (AMISOM) and providing assistance to develop capable Somali security forces and governing institutions that can eventually secure and bring stability to the population.  It also includes working with local partners to combat terrorist radicalization and recruitment. 

Q: There are reports that members of al-Shabaab have pledged allegiance to ISIS.  What is the United States doing to counter the al-Shabaab and ISIS-Somalia threats?

· Al-Shabaab remains the most significant terrorist threat to peace and security in Somalia and East Africa, and continues to launch attacks in Somalia and Kenya.  

· Affiliates of the ISIS core, some of whom are former members of al-Shabaab, have established a presence in northern Somalia. 

· The United States supports Somalia’s efforts to counter terrorism, including through unilateral airstrikes against both groups and partnered operations with African Union in Somalia (AMISOM) and Somali forces. 

· Our efforts to defeat terrorism in the region are also premised on building partner capacities in border and aviation security, crisis response, and investigations to detect and deter terrorist activity.  

· We have expanded assistance to counter the financing of terrorism and money laundering in the region, with the aim of helping partners identify illicit transactions conducted by or for the benefit of terrorists. 

· We continue to emphasize the importance of regional and international cooperation with partners to counter radicalization.

[bookmark: Mali]Mali: Top CT Lines

Key Points:

· The Government of Mali remains a willing U.S. counterterrorism partner, despite serious challenges that include:

· continued terrorist activity that has spread beyond the persistently lawless north to central and southern Mali with evolving tactics and techniques such as improvised explosive devices and coordinated complex attacks;
· lackluster implementation of the peace accord, hampering the return of government services and security to the north; and
· insufficient efforts to prevent and ensure accountability for credible allegations of human rights violations by security forces, and
incapable military forces.   

· To address terrorists’ asymmetric campaign focused on “so-called” soft targets, we have devoted significant resources toward building crisis response teams within the National Gendarmerie.  The goal is to enable the Malians to secure Bamako and neutralize terrorist threats, and to deploy teams to central Mali to provide basic security and proactively pursue terrorists.

· Over the next year, we will work with the Malians to build three more teams and permanently place them in key locations across the country.  In the meantime, on a rotational basis, the teams are planning additional deployments to central Mali to begin taking the fight to terrorists and to support and reinforce law enforcement activities in the region.
· These same teams led the Malian response during the Hotel Kangaba terrorist attack on June 18, 2017, killing two terrorists, freeing trapped civilians, and rendering tactical medical aid to those wounded.  

· With the Counterterrorism Partnerships Fund, we will also support programs to build capacity of the justice sector to investigate and prosecute terrorists prior to or following an attack.  Our efforts are and will continue to be closely coordinated with those of the EU, France, and other key partners. 

· France has stationed over 4,000 troops in West Africa to counter terrorism there.  France conducts direct action under Operation- BARKHANE and –SABRE.  The United States supports these French operations with $32M in 2019 to provide intelligence, surveillance, target acquisition, and reconnaissance (ISR), aerial refueling, and airlift support.

· The U.S. government contributes to the Global Community Engagement Resilience Fund (GCERF), which supports grassroots CVE programming in Mali.  GCERF’s investment in Mali over the next three years is to: (1) scale up its programs to build community resilience to terrorism; and (2) explore the need to expand its preventing and countering terrorism efforts to new geographic regions. 

Q:  Describe our counterterrorism efforts against al-Qa’ida affiliates in Mali and the wider Sahel region.  What else could we do to address the threat?

· The United States has provided $32 million in airlift and aerial refueling support to the French for their operations in Mali and the Sahel.  This support enables the French to maintain Operation BARKHANE, involving approximately 4,000 French military personnel in Mali, Niger, Chad, and Burkina Faso.

· The United States continues to support the UN Multidimensional Integrated Stabilization Mission in Mali (MINUSMA) as a key element for restoring stability and peace in Mali.  The United States has provided $1.15 billion in assessed contributions to MINUSMA and $173 million in bilateral logistical support, training, and equipment to several countries providing troop contingents to MINUSMA.

· Through the Trans-Sahara Counterterrorism Partnership (TSCTP), we have provided Mali’s neighbors with capacity-building support for Counter-Improvised Explosive (CIED) training and equipping, vehicle maintenance and repair, and military intelligence to counter terrorism.  TSCTP contributes to counterterrorism goals across the Sahel region with military and civilian security assistance and CVE programming for partner nations combatting al-Qa’ida and ISIS, as well as the counter Boko Haram effort in the Lake Chad Region. 

· We are working with key interagency partners, allies and partners to support the development of the G-5 Sahel Joint Force as an African-owned mechanism to promote regional and cross-border stability and counterterrorism.  The Department has pledged $111 million in bilateral assistance to the countries comprising the G-5, while DOD has pledged an initial $15 million.  We are urging that support for the G-5 Sahel Joint Force be accompanied by development assistance focused on local drivers of terrorism in the region.

· The Security Governance Initiative (SGI) offers a comprehensive approach to improving security sector governance capacity to address both the threat of terrorism and internal instability.

[bookmark: Sudan]Sudan

Q: Why is Sudan still a State Sponsor of Terrorism?

· Sudan was designated as a State Sponsor of Terrorism (SST) in 1993 and remains so designated until the designation is rescinded in accordance with applicable law.  

· While Sudan remains designated as a State Sponsor of Terrorism, we look forward to engaging with the civilian-led transitional government on our bilateral relationship and the steps needed to make progress.

· If pressed: We don’t discuss deliberations or the potential deliberations of our designations process. 

EUROPE

[bookmark: EURTerminology]Q: Why does this year’s report refer to “ethnically or racially motivated” rather than “right wing” terrorism? 

· We believe that the new terminology more accurately describes the threats posed by these groups and actors.  

· The 2018 National Strategy for Counterterrorism was the first national strategy to specifically discuss the threat posed by racially and ethnically motivated groups. The Administration recognizes the domestic and international dangers posed by these groups and is committed to defeating them at home and abroad.  The Strategy noted, “The United States has long faced a persistent security threat from domestic terrorists who are not motivated by a radical Islamist ideology but are instead motivated by other forms of violent extremism, such as racially motivated extremism, animal rights extremism, environmental extremism, sovereign citizen extremism, and militia extremism.”  

· If pressed: However, the report notes the French government characterized individuals arrested for allegedly plotting to attack President Macron as “ultra-right extremists.” 
[bookmark: Turkey]
Turkey: General CT Cooperation

Q:  Has our deteriorating relationship with Turkey had a negative effect on the United States’ efforts to combat terrorist threats emanating from Iraq and Syria?

· Turkey is a longstanding NATO Ally and a critical partner in the Defeat-ISIS Coalition.  Its efforts to eliminate foreign terrorist fighter (FTF) transit through its borders--both through physical barriers and increased screening of travelers at ports of entry and in domestic transit hubs--has had a demonstrable effect on curbing the flow of FTFs transiting from Iraq and Syria.  

· Turkey has detained and prosecuted ISIS members present within its territory, disrupting ISIS activities regionally and worldwide.  

· We appreciate Turkey’s continued counterterrorism efforts in multilateral fora, including the Global Counterterrorism Forum (GCTF), in which we have co-led initiatives such as the Protection of Soft Targets in a Counterterrorism Context.  

· However, like many countries, Turkey could still do more to counter the facilitation networks of ISIS and al-Qa’ida.  Turkey should start by meeting the requirements in, and otherwise implementing, UNSCR 2396 to develop and maintain watch lists, routinely share information internally and with other countries on known or suspected terrorists, and continue to improve border security through the widespread use of biometric screening, Advance Passenger Information, and Passenger Name Record data.  

· Turkey must also do more to disrupt terrorist financiers operating in and through its territory.  We stand ready to partner with Turkey to advance shared national security objectives.  




If Raised: Links between YPG, PKK, and terrorist attacks in Turkey  

· The United States position on the PKK is well-known and has not changed: the PKK was designated as a Foreign Terrorist Organization (FTO) by the Department of State in 1997.  

· We are aware of the traditional and political links between the People’s Protection Units (YPG) and the PKK, and the long and very tragic history of the PKK and its efforts to try to overthrow the Turkish government.
.
[bookmark: Russia]Russia-U.S. CT Cooperation

Key Points: 

· The United States remains open to working with Russia on areas of practical cooperation that will benefit the American people.

· Where we do not see eye to eye with Russia, the United States will continue to stand up for American interests and values of and those of our partners and allies. 

· U.S. sanctions against Russia will continue until it fulfills all of its commitments under the Minsk agreements and returns control of Crimea to Ukraine.


Is Russia a State Sponsor of Terrorism? 

Q: Last year, Senator Graham introduced a massive Russia sanctions bill that includes a requirement for the Secretary of State to determine if Russia meets the requirements to be designated an SST.  Should Russia be listed as an SST?

· We are aware of the legislation that Senator Graham has introduced.

· We don’t comment on pending Congressional legislation, nor do we discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding our designations process.

If Raised: As a matter of law, for the United States to designate a state sponsor of terrorism, the Secretary of State must determine that the government of that country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international terrorism.  These designations are made after careful review of all available evidence to determine if a country meets the statutory criteria for designation.

· The Department of State consistently reviews available information and intelligence, from many sources, on possible state-level support for acts of international terrorism.  It is an ongoing process, in which we evaluate, verify, and corroborate all information in its entirety for credibility.

· The U.S. government has already taken a number of significant and effective steps to indicate our concern about Russian behavior.

SOUTH ASIA

[bookmark: Pakistan]Pakistan

Key Points: 

· Prime Minister Khan’s July 22 visit was an opportunity to underscore the importance of Pakistan using its full leverage and influence with the Taliban to advance the peace process in Afghanistan and address terrorist and militant organizations more broadly.

· Pakistan has suffered at the hands of terrorists and has taken action against some groups it considers a threat to its own interests, and we recognize the steps it has taken in support of Afghan peace.  However, the Haqqani Network, the most lethal arm of the Taliban, still operates from Pakistan, as do UN-designated groups like Lashkar e-Tayyiba and Jaish-e-Mohammad, which are responsible for cross-border attacks against India that have brought the region to the brink of war.   

· We consistently engage with Pakistani officials at the highest levels to push for greater Pakistani cooperation to defeat all terrorist groups that threaten regional stability; and to advance a peaceful, stable and prosperous South Asia.  

· We are aware that Pakistani authorities filed terrorist financing charges in early July against Hafiz Saeed, the co-founder of Lashkar-e-Tayyiba (LeT), and others affiliated with LeT and its front organizations, and subsequently detained him.  We continue to call on the Pakistani government to prosecute him for his crimes.

· We are pleased that Pakistan has made a high-level political commitment to work with the Financial Action Task Force (FATF) to address strategic deficiencies in its counterterrorism financing regime, and has taken steps in this regard, including, as FATF highlighted, the recent development of its terrorist financing risk assessment addendum.  However, Pakistan must cement its recent steps into permanent and irreversible actions to achieve the anti-terrorist policy goals its government has undertaken as well as to satisfy fully its international commitments.  

Q:  What about Pakistani support for the Haqqani Network and other terrorist groups?

· We continue to stress at the highest levels that the Government of Pakistan must undertake concrete action against all terrorist groups.  They should take action against any members of the Taliban, including the Haqqani Network on Pakistani soil who do not support peace and reconciliation.

· Pakistan needs to step up as a partner.  They need to confront terrorist organizations that operate from Pakistani territory.   

Q:  Should Pakistan be designated as a State Sponsor of Terrorism? 

· We do not discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding designations.

· As a matter of law, in order to designate any country as a state sponsor of terrorism, the Secretary of State must determine that the government of that country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international terrorism.

· The Department of State consistently and on an ongoing basis reviews available information and intelligence, from many sources, on possible state support for acts of international terrorism, evaluating all credible, verified, and corroborated information in its entirety. 

[bookmark: Afghanistan]

Afghanistan

Q: The statistical annex to your report shows that the Taliban is responsible for the majority of terrorism-related deaths in 2018, yet Secretary Pompeo and others in the administration are negotiating for a settlement with this group.  Why are we negotiating with a group that your own report shows is engaging in terrorism on a level far beyond any other group? 

· The United States recognizes that military power alone will not bring peace to Afghanistan.  We have sought to create the conditions for a negotiated political settlement that can produce a lasting peace between the Taliban and the Afghan government, and ensure Afghanistan is not a platform for terrorist attacks.  This continues to be our objective.

· However, recent Taliban attacks have not been consistent with nine rounds of serious peace negotiations.  After the Taliban overreached and killed an American and innocent Afghans to gain leverage at the negotiating table, President Trump said enough.  Peace remains our priority.  Consultations within the U.S. government are continuing on the best way forward.  

ISIS-Khorasan (ISIS-K)

· The United States is committed to eradicating ISIS-K and ensuring that Afghanistan never again becomes a platform for international terrorism.  Since ISIS-K emerged in 2015, we have worked alongside the Afghan National Defense and Security Forces to relentlessly target ISIS-K fighters and leaders through ongoing kinetic strikes.  

· In addition, the Department of State is working with international partners to deny the group access to financing, disrupt and deter foreign terrorist fighters from reaching Afghanistan and the region, and counter ISIS-K’s extreme and violent ideology.  The United States is a founding member of the Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS, along with 81 partner nations.

· ISIS-K remains a resilient enemy, however, despite taking significant losses from coalition forces.  Although ISIS-K is concentrated in eastern Afghanistan, it has conducted suicide strikes in urban populated areas.  We estimate that ISIS-K has roughly 3,000-5,000 fighters.  We are committed to eliminating this continued threat.  U.S. and Afghan forces have eliminated all four publically named ISIS-K leaders in succession.  Since the August 2018 killing of the last leader, Abu Sayed Orazkai, the group has been reluctant to publically name a successor.

· We are not just attacking ISIS-K fighters in the field, but we are also targeting their finance and facilitation networks:

· In May, the UNSC 1267 ISIL and Al-Qa’ida Sanctions Committee approved a request by the United States, the United Kingdom, and France to designate ISIS-K on the 1267 Sanctions List.  As a result, all UN Member States are obligated to implement an asset freeze and arms embargo on ISIS-K.  In addition, anyone who finances, facilitates, supplies, sells arms to, recruits for, or otherwise supports ISIS-K is now eligible for designation for a UNSC asset freeze, travel ban, and arms embargo under the 1267 regime.

· We are working with international partners to prevent the movement of foreign terrorist fighters (FTFs) into Afghanistan and the region.  For example, DoD coordinates with more than 25 partner nations to vet information from the battlefield and their home countries to prevent the movement of foreign fighters and attacks.

· To prevent ISIS-K and other criminal elements from targeting neighboring Central Asia, and to strengthen regional technical collaboration and cooperation, the United States has also supported that region’s security services to strengthen their borders against terrorist-, criminal-, and drug trafficking-related transit.  We have provided, and continue to provide, border security equipment to our Central Asian allies – from all-terrain vehicles and armored gunboats, to radios, body armor, and night vision systems.

· As we seek to eliminate ISIS-K, we recognize that ongoing fighting between the Taliban and government forces has unfortunately created security vacuums that have allowed ISIS-K to maintain a foothold.  That is why we believe a negotiated settlement between the Afghan government and the Taliban is the best way to ensure international terrorist groups like ISIS-K can be targeted and eliminated.  
Q: What is our policy toward the Taliban?  Is the United States preparing to abandon Afghanistan, which would allow ISIS-K to threaten the region? 

· The United States will always preserve the capability to protect its interests.
  
· In addition to our ongoing efforts to eradicate ISIS-K, the South Asia Strategy also pledges ongoing support to the Afghan security forces. Terrorist organizations must never again be able to use safe haven in Afghanistan to threaten the United States or its allies.

· After the Taliban overreached and killed an American and innocent Afghans to gain leverage at the negotiating table, President Trump said enough.  Peace remains our priority.  Consultations within the U.S. government are continuing on the best way forward.

· President Trump will take the actions necessary to protect the United States.

Q:  Why isn’t the Taliban a designated FTO?

· Current authorities give the United States sufficient power to pursue the Taliban’s finances and activities.  
[bookmark: Bangladesh]Bangladesh: ISIS Threat

Key Points:

· The United States and Bangladesh cooperate closely on counterterrorism.  CT and CVE assistance to Bangladesh is focused on helping the government address terrorism threats from domestic and transnational terrorist organizations.  U.S. assistance builds the government’s capacity to impede these groups’ efforts to plan and conduct attacks, cut off funding and recruitment support, enhance information-sharing partnerships and mechanisms, streamline the prosecution and adjudication of terrorism and terrorism finance cases, and address the drivers of terrorist radicalization and recruitment.   




Q:  Has ISIS established a foothold in Bangladesh? 

· ISIS claimed numerous attacks across the country starting in 2015, including the death of an Italian aid worker in Dhaka in September 2015 and an assault on the Holey Artisan Bakery in Dhaka that killed 22 civilians in July 2016.  Bangladesh security forces have intercepted plots by terrorist groups and crack down on terrorist activity. 

· In 2018, the United States designated ISIS-Bangladesh as a Foreign Terrorist Organization and Specially Designated Global Terrorist.  This designation was a critical step to degrading ISIS’s global network and denying the affiliate in Bangladesh the resources it needs to plan and carry out terrorist attacks.

· We stand ready to work closely with the Government of Bangladesh and with the international community to fully investigate and bring to justice terrorist individuals and groups that threaten the security environment in Bangladesh.  

If Raised: How do we ensure that our assistance does not contribute to security force abuses of human rights?

· Our foreign assistance complies with all applicable legal and policy frameworks, including the Leahy Law, which prohibits the U.S. government from providing security assistance to foreign security forces where there is credible information that those units or individuals committed a gross violation of human rights.  In the event it becomes clear that U.S. funds are benefiting individuals or entities legally barred from receiving U.S. foreign assistance, the U.S. will exercise its authority to terminate that assistance.

If Raised about Government of Bangladesh’s denials that ISIS is present in Bangladesh:

· ISIS has claimed responsibility for a number of attacks in Bangladesh, and we have no reason to doubt those claims.




Q:  Are you working with the Bangladeshis on CVE?

· We support the Global Community Engagement and Resilience Fund (GCERF), of which Bangladesh is a pilot country.  This funding supports grassroots projects to strengthen communities’ resilience to terrorism.  We also work with Bangladeshi police on community policing projects, with madrassa students to increase the economic opportunities for vulnerable youth, with women to identify and respond to indicators of radicalization within their families and communities, and with community leaders on the identification and referral of individuals on the path to radicalization to appropriate services. 

Q: Are the Rohingya – many of whom are in refugee camps in Bangladesh – at risk of radicalization by terrorist groups? (This QA was prepared for the ambassador designate to Bangladesh.)

· Reporting is consistent that the Rohingya remain resistant to radicalization.  Nonetheless, we remain vigilant against the possibility of radicalization to deny opportunities for terrorists and extremists to exploit Rohingya refugees.  Terrorist organizations use the plight of the Rohingya in recruitment and publicity to advance their agendas.  .  

[bookmark: SriLanka]Sri Lanka

Q: Have we provided any assistance to Sri Lanka following the April 21 attacks?
· As the Secretary said in press briefings, we stand with the Sri Lankan government and people as they confront violent extremism, and are offering all possible assistance to Americans and the Sri Lankan Government alike.  The FBI has provided investigative assistance to Sri Lankan law enforcement officials.

· The CT Bureau continues to assess how best to cooperate with the Government of Sri Lanka and will consult with the interagency and intelligence community on any future plans.

· The week of July 8, CT Bureau’s Deputy Coordinator John Godfrey led a delegation to Sri Lanka to discuss the ISIS threat and assess how the CT Bureau might be able to cooperate in the future to combat this threat.  Specifically, we are looking at collaborating on sharing information on our respective border security systems, possible prosecutorial assistance, and identifying civilian CT law enforcement units for capacity building.

Q: What kind of assistance has CT historically provided to the Government of Sri Lanka? 
· From 1997 to 2009, CT funded the Antiterrorism Assistance program (ATA) to provide 28 courses to build the capacity of the Sri Lankan government to deter, detect, and respond to terrorist incidents.  CT-funded training covered topics such as explosive incident countermeasure, senior crisis management, aviation security, and maritime security.  CT does not currently have a bilateral program with Sri Lanka because we assessed – prior to the April 21 attacks – the threat picture did not warrant one.   

EAST ASIA AND PACIFIC

[bookmark: China]China: Chinese Government and Terrorism

Key Points:

· We have serious differences with the Chinese on many aspects of their counterterrorism policies.  Citing purported terrorism concerns, Beijing has subjected Chinese Muslims and ethnic minorities, including Uighurs, Kyrgyz, and ethnic Kazakhs, to an increasingly harsh and systematic campaign of oppression in Xinjiang.  

· Since April 2017, the Chinese government has detained more than one million individuals in Xinjiang and forced them to renounce their ethnic identities, religious beliefs, or cultural and religious practices.  China also employs mass imprisonment in camps for purported “vocational training,” vicious interrogations, comprehensive monitoring, and attempts to wipe out peaceful religious practices.  China’s repressive campaign in Xinjiang is not about terrorism.  Rather, the Chinese Communist Party’s persecution of Muslims in Xinjiang province undermines the global consensus on counterterrorism. 

· We will continue to raise these concerns with senior Chinese officials and urge China to uphold its commitment to promote human rights for all individuals.
Q: Do we think Chinese government policies are causing an increase in terrorist activity?

· We urge China to take measures to reduce tension and reform counterproductive policies in Xinjiang that restrict Uighurs’ ability to express their ethnic and religious identity.  These policies stoke discontent by repressing manifestations of Uighur culture, as well as the exercise of their religious freedom. 

· This is why the United States has encouraged China to take a comprehensive approach to counterterrorism that includes the protection of human rights, including freedom of expression and freedom of religion or belief, promoting access to education, social, and economic development.  We encourage every nation to differentiate between dissent and peaceful opposition on the one hand and terrorism on the other; failing to do so will only make tensions worse.

Q: Does the United States consider violent incidents in Xinjiang and elsewhere in China as terrorism?

· The United States unequivocally condemns acts of terrorism wherever they occur.  When we have sufficient evidence that an act of violence in Xinjiang or elsewhere in China is terrorism (such as the May 22, 2014 attack at a market in Urumqi), we clearly denounce it as such.  We assess each incident on a case-by-case basis.

Q:  Why isn’t ETIM designated as an FTO? 

· In September 2002, the State Department designated the Eastern Turkistan Islamic Movement (ETIM) as a Specially Designated Global Terrorist entity under E.O. 13224, which imposes sanctions on terrorists and those providing support to terrorists or acts of terrorism.  

· As a result of the designation, all property and interests in property of ETIM subject to U.S. jurisdiction would be blocked, and U.S. persons would generally be prohibited from engaging in any transactions with it or to its benefit.  

· However, we assess that ETIM is now a broad label China uses to inaccurately paint a variety of Uighur actors, including non-violent activists and advocates for human rights, as terrorist threats.  China often labels individuals and groups as terrorists on the basis of their political and religious beliefs, even if they do not advocate violence.

· In contrast, the Turkistan Islamic Party (TIP) is a separate organization that has sent fighters to Afghanistan, Syria, and Iraq.  

Q:  What is the extent of U.S.-China cooperation in the fight against ISIS?

· The United States and China both oppose terrorism and share common strategic objectives with regard to ISIS.  China has supported UN Security Council Resolutions on foreign terrorist fighters, contributed to humanitarian assistance and reconstruction activities in Iraq, and is a member of the Global Counterterrorism Forum.  

· We continue to discuss with China ways to strengthen coordination of our efforts against ISIS, and our counterterrorism cooperation more broadly.

[bookmark: SEAsia]Southeast Asia CT

The Threat:

· Countries in the East Asia and Pacific region face the threat of terrorist attacks, flows of foreign terrorist fighters returning from Iraq and Syria, and groups and individuals espousing support for ISIS.

· ISIS is a threat to Southeast Asia, as are other terrorist groups including Jemaah Islamiya, Jemaah Ansharut Daulah (JAD), and Jemaah Ansharut Tauhid (JAT). 

Q: What is the United States doing?

· We work closely with our partners in Southeast Asia to support civilian capacity-building counterterrorism efforts and CVE programs.  We work closely with governments to enhance protection of soft targets, strengthen legal counterterrorism frameworks, build criminal justice sector capacity to investigate and prosecute terrorism cases, increase regional cooperation and information sharing, and address critical border and aviation security gaps.  

· In 2018-2019, we continued to implement a $3.8 million program with ASEAN member states to counter the flow of foreign terrorist fighters through information sharing with INTERPOL, expanding the number of ports of entry with access to INTERPOL databases.  We also work with governments and civil society to prevent terrorism and counter ISIS recruitment through online messaging and community engagement.

· We partner with Southeast Asian countries in regional, international, and multilateral efforts to counter terrorism.  The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) has spoken out forcefully against ISIS’ violent ideology.  Singapore and Malaysia joined the Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS in 2014 and 2015 respectively, and Indonesia and Australia co-chair the Global Counterterrorism Forum’s (GCTF) CVE Working Group.  

· Through APEC, we supported an April 2018 workshop in Tokyo on protecting soft targets in a counterterrorism context and produced a set of APEC-specific recommendations.  We are looking to hold a follow-on workshop on soft target protection in an aviation security context in spring 2020.  Through the GCTF, we convened a “Terrorist Travel Initiative” workshop co-led with Morocco in May 2019 for Southeast Asian nations to address potential weaknesses or gaps in a country’s capacity to develop watchlists and share information for traveler screening purposes.  Through the ASEAN Regional Forum, we are partnering with several ARF member countries to deliver a three-part workshop series on aviation security, the first of which convened July 10-11, 2019 in Malaysia.  The ARF workshop series will complement a 2019 ARF Statement on Aviation Security Partnership. 

If Raised:  Do you have anything specific on our concerns regarding future ISIS-inspired attacks in Indonesia in the wake of the May 2018 terrorist attacks?   

· The May 2018 attacks are a reminder of the potential for ISIS-inspired attacks in Indonesia.  We, along with the Indonesians, were deeply disturbed by the use of families, including children, in the attacks.    

· ISIS claimed responsibility for the attacks through the affiliated Indonesian terrorist group Jemaah Ansharut Daulah (JAD).

· We applaud Indonesia’s May 2018 amendments to its counterterrorism law that are an important step in preventing future attacks. 

· No FTFs were involved in this attack. 

[bookmark: Philippines]ISIS in the Philippines

Q:  How extensive is the ISIS presence in the Philippines?

· We are concerned that foreign terrorist fighters from Southeast Asia (primarily from Indonesia, but also Malaysia and the Philippines), will return home with new skills and battlefield experience gained in Iraq and Syria. 

· Terrorist organizations with a long history in Southeast Asia, including portions of the Abu Sayyaf Group, have pledged support for ISIS, as demonstrated by the 2017 assault on Marawi conducted by ISIS-affiliated groups. 

· The January 27, 2019 Jolo Church bombing and the June 28 complex suicide attack on a military installation in Sulu are reminders of ISIS’s capability and its affiliated groups’ determination to inflict terror. 

· The Government of the Philippines has reported that the two suicide bombers who carried out the January 2019 Jolo attack were FTFs, as was one of the bombers involved in a June 2019 suicide bombing, also in Jolo.
  
Q:  What are we doing to assist Philippine counterterrorism efforts?

· In 2018, the United States designated ISIS-Philippines as a Foreign Terrorist Organization and Specially Designated Global Terrorist.

· We also work closely with our partners in Southeast Asia to support civilian capacity building counterterrorism efforts and CVE programs.  

· We have dedicated over $50 million to support programming in the Philippines to enhance soft targets and critical infrastructure protection, CT investigations, prosecutions, aviation security, watchlisting, border security management, and to counter the flow of terrorist financing.  A portion of this assistance provides $6.7 million in technical assistance and equipment to support Philippines’ efforts to make long-term and sustainable improvements in aviation security, particularly at Ninoy Aquino International Airport.

· We are helping the Philippines meet the border security-related obligations of UNSCR 2396.  In particular, we are expanding access to databases at major ports of entry, strengthening interagency and international information sharing, and ensuring greater awareness of how these border security tools, traveler data, and biometrics can stem terrorist travel.  This includes building the capability to screen for terrorists against INTERPOL databases, domestic watchlists, and U.S.-provided terrorism screening information.   

LATIN AMERICA

[bookmark: Mexico]Mexico: Narco-traffickers and Terrorist Links

Key Points:

· Terrorist have a long history of partnering with criminal organizations when their interests align.  We remain alert to the possibility of partnerships between Mexican drug trafficking organizations and international terrorist groups, and we are in close contact with our Mexican partners.  At this moment in time, we do not see evidence of current ties between Mexican drug trafficking groups and international terrorist groups.  

· During the past few years, the United States government has significantly increased law enforcement units deployed on the U.S. side of the border. The Department of Homeland Security and the Department of Justice can provide a fuller picture of this significantly enhanced law enforcement presence.

· The United States has also strengthened our law enforcement cooperation with Mexican authorities.  This cooperation, combined with the Mexican government’s efforts to address its own internal law enforcement challenges and to more effectively police its borders, north and south, will help to make the region, including our shared border, safer and more secure.    

Q:  Will the United States designate Mexican cartels as Foreign Terrorist Organizations under U.S. law?

· We do not discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding designations.

· The United States already has powerful designation authorities specifically designed to combat narcotics trafficking organizations. These are the Foreign Narcotics Kingpin Designation Act, also known as the “Kingpin Act,” and the Specially Designated Narcotics Trafficker program under Executive Order 12978, administered by the U.S. Department of the Treasury.

· The Kingpin Act blocks all property and interests in property within the United States, or within the possession or control of any U.S. person of designated persons or entities, and prohibits U.S. persons from engaging in transactions with designated persons or entities.  Individual penalties for violations of the Kingpin Act can range up to 30 years in prison.

Q:  Are terrorists able to gain entry to the United States through the southern border?  What steps is the U.S. government taking to ensure our border is secure against terrorist threats?

· We know terrorist groups aspire to exploit security deficiencies in order to send their operatives to the United States.  ISIS has a cell in Trinidad and Tobago, and Hizballah operates in and receives a significant portion of its financing from South America.  Our southern border is not immune to the threat of either group.  

· I understand that the United States government has significantly increased law enforcement and military presence on the U.S. side of the border.  I defer to my counterparts at the Departments of Homeland Security, Defense, and Justice to discuss these efforts in detail.

· Through the decade-old Mérida Initiative, the United States has expanded law enforcement cooperation and assistance with Mexico.  This partnership, which includes support for the Mexican government’s efforts to strengthen its law enforcement institutions and border security, to make Mexico and our southern border by extension, more secure.    

· We have a number of ongoing programs with the Government of Mexico to assist its efforts to identify and document third-country nationals both before and as they enter Mexico.  This is our initial line of defense.  The U.S. government also screens the fingerprints of all visitors entering the United States as pedestrians and by air at the port of entry. 

· About half of the international visitors to the United States arrive from Mexico and Canada.  This volume has led us, over the years, to develop close and customized information sharing relationships with both these countries.  

· More broadly, CT is also working to improve border security abroad by encouraging – and helping – our foreign partners around the world employ effective threat-based security systems, expand information sharing on terrorist threats, and strengthen border screening procedures.

[bookmark: Venezuela]Venezuela – SST

Q:  Are we planning to designate Venezuela as a State Sponsor of Terrorism (SST)?

· We do not discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding designations.

· As a matter of law, in order to designate any country as a state sponsor of terrorism, the Secretary of State must determine that the government of that country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international terrorism.

· The Department of State consistently and on an ongoing basis reviews available information and intelligence, from many sources, on possible state support for acts of international terrorism, evaluating all credible, verified, and corroborated information in its entirety. 



Non-CT Sanctions

· The United States blocked the property of the Venezuelan government that is in the United States or under the control of U.S. persons.  The United States will likewise designate for sanction persons who materially assist the Venezuelan government to circumvent this blocking sanction.

· The United States has put foreign financial institutions on notice that they may face sanctions for facilitating illegitimate transactions that benefit Nicolas Maduro and his corrupt network.

· To date, the United States has sanctioned over 200 individuals and entities associated with the former Maduro government.

· This includes imposing sanctions on the Central Bank of Venezuela, persons operating in Venezuela’s oil and gold sector, security entities, and four governors aligned with the former Maduro regime who prevented desperately needed international humanitarian assistance from entering Venezuela.
 
If Raised: Venezuela/Terrorism

· The United States is concerned about the continued presence of foreign terrorist organizations in Latin America including the National Liberation Army (ELN), in Colombia and Venezuela.

· The United States Government has long considered the ELN a foreign terrorist organization and it will remain a serious concern until it puts down its arms, stops trafficking drugs, stops kidnapping innocents, ends its attacks on Colombian officials, and begins serious peace talks with the Colombian government. 

· We continue to monitor Venezuela, as well as other countries, for activities that would indicate a pattern of support for acts of international terrorism.

· The U.S. government has already taken a number of significant and effective steps to indicate our concerns about Venezuela, including annual certification of Venezuela as “not fully cooperating with U.S. anti-terrorism” efforts each year since 2006.  This certification, renewed in May, extends the resulting prohibition against the sale or licensing for export of defense articles or services to Venezuela.

[bookmark: Colombia]Colombia: Accord Between the Colombian Government and the FARC

Q:  Does the increasing violence in Colombia indicate that the historic peace accord between the Colombian government and the FARC has failed?

· The United States strongly supports Colombia’s efforts to secure a just and lasting peace that the Colombian people deserve.  The United States is committed to working with Colombia to address terrorism, including from the ELN and dissidents from the FARC.

[bookmark: Cuba]Cuba: Reference in this year’s Report

Q:  Why is Cuba referenced in this year’s Country Reports on Terrorism?  Is Cuba now a State Sponsor of Terrorism? 

· We do not discuss deliberations or potential deliberations regarding designations.

· As a matter of law, in order to designate any country as a state sponsor of terrorism, the Secretary of State must determine that the government of that country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international terrorism.

· The Department of State consistently and on an ongoing basis reviews available information and intelligence, from many sources, on possible state support for acts of international terrorism, evaluating all credible, verified, and corroborated information in its entirety. 

· We feel that the language in the report speaks for itself.  The Country Reports on Terrorism reports facts, and does not make conclusions or determinations. 
  
· To designate a country as a State Sponsor of Terrorism, the United States government considers whether a country meets the statutory criteria for the designation.‎ This is just as true for Cuba as it is for any other country discussed in the document.
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