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JONATHAN LEMIRE: A few minutes ago in the Oval Office, the President spoke about the trial
of Derek Chauvin and he says: “I pray the verdict is the right verdict.” He says: “I think it's
overwhelming in my view.” So a couple questions on this, precisely in the President mean, what
is overwhelming and does this mean the President thinks the police officer should be convicted
on all counts?

JEN PSAKI: The President has clearly been watching the trial closely, as many Americans have
been. He's also moved by — he was moved by his conversations with the family yesterday. He
knows the family and as somebody who's been impacted by grief himself, that was a large part of
their conversation, the conversation he had just yesterday. As he also noted, the jury is
sequestered, which is why he spoke with us but I will expect that he will weigh in more further
once there is a verdict and I'm not going to provide additional analysis on what he meant . 

LEMIRE: You're not able to clarify what is overwhelming? The evidence? The case presented by
the prosecution? 

PSAKI: We’re not going to get ahead of the outcome. I expect when there is a verdict he will to
say. 

LEMIRE: As you say, the President made note that he only spoke out because the jury was
sequestered. But of course everyone else in Minneapolis and around the country could hear what
he said, they may be in a position to hear what he said today. We know there are worries about
unrest. Is there now concern that the President’s words could add to that if “the right verdict” is
not reach? 

PSAKI: Well, first, I would say that regardless of the outcome, the President has consistently
called for peace and our focus as we are working with state and local authorities is on providing
the space for peaceful protest and that will be consistent regardless of what the outcome of this
verdict is. 

LEMIRE: Okay and then one more on this. The judge overseeing this case was pretty — pretty
harsh language yesterday, sort of asked politicians to not weigh in on the matter. Is there
concerns now that this, the President's comments, could be grounds for an appeal or even causing
a mistrial? 

PSAKI: I think those were comments the judge made yesterday. The jury is sequestered which
the President also noted in his comment. He certainly is not looking to influence but he has been
touched by the impact on the family and he called the family yesterday. I'm happy to discuss and
expect he will wait in further once there's a verdict . 



KRISTEN WELKER: Thank you, Jen. Just to follow up, the President’s talked about the
importance of the independent judiciary. Why is it appropriate for him to weigh in on the verdict
even though the jury is secluded? 

PSAKI: I don't think he would see it as weighing in on the verdict. He was conveying many
people are feeling across the country which is compassion for the family, what a difficult time
this is, what a difficult time this is many Americans across the country who have been watching
this trial very closely. The jury is sequestered. That is different from where things stood just
yesterday and he noted that in his comments as well. 

WELKER: He did call for the “right verdict,” though. How is it ever appropriate at any kind of
characterization before the jury has a say, especially for the President of the United States? 

PSAKI: We're going to wait for the jury to come to their conclusion and this is when you will
have more extensive remarks about the outcome. 

WELKER: This administration, this President has very clear in condemning rhetoric that he did
see as adding to a climate of discord. Is it a double standard to not condemn or speak out against
the comments by Maxine Waters, even if she didn't mean to imply violence?

PSAKI: Well, first, I would say that the congresswoman has provided further clarification of her
own remarks and I would certainly point you tot that and if we're looking in the scenario, we’re
looking at a family who has lost someone, they just lost a child. They seen the video play over
and over again. Families across the country have watched the trial, watched the video, play it
over and over again. Clearly, the impact of trauma and exhaustion is on a piece of color around
the country more than it is on others and the President recognizes this is an extremely painful
issue and, of course, you know, sympathizes with everyone who feels the grief of George Floyd's
passing as well as the killings of so many other people of color at the hands of law enforcement
and, you know, I think having a conversation with his family yesterday, you know, as someone
who has been through trauma himself, that was a big part of their conversation as I believe
George Floyd's brother also convey. You feel it deeply in your heart and I think his comments
were a reflection of that. 

WELKER: And every quickly, I know there was focus on trying to get George Floyd's legislation
passed through the Senate. It's passed through the House but where does that stand and the
President moved that effort in terms of his list of priorities particularly as approaches his 100th
day in office ? 

PSAKI: Well, first, I would say addressing policing across the country, addressing what he feels
racial injustice, what he feels is one of the four major crises we’re facing as a country continues
to be a top priority for the President and certainly moving the George Floyd Bill forward through
the Senate, the President would be eager to have that happen and eager to sign the bill into law.
And he is not only kept abreast of it, he remains engaged in it with the team here and also
directly.



(....)

1:19:50 p.m.
1 minute and 19 seconds

KRISTIN FISHER: One more question about the comments from Congressman Waters. 

PSAKI: Sure.

FISHER: The House Minority Leader, Kevin McCarthy, is accusing her of inciting violence and
then you had the judge yesterday calling her words abhorrent and saying that she was being
disrespectful of the rule of law. I just want to be very clear here. Does the White House condone
the congresswoman's action? 

PSAKI: Well, first, I would say again congresswoman clarified her own comments and what I
can do is speak for the President's view which is that it's important to provide space and an
opportunity for peaceful protest but protesting should be peaceful. That's something he has
consistently advocated for and he will regardless of the outcome of the trial. 

FISHER: But she was calling on the protesters to get into more conversational. 

PSAKI: And she’s had additional comments since then, right? 

FISHER: Yes

PSAKI: Okay, which provide additional clarification.

FISHER: But I guess my question is does the White House believe that those kinds of comments
are helpful in the middle of this trial that everybody knows could lead to more violence and
unrest? 

PSAKI: Well, I can what the President's point of view is, which is that it’s important to provide
an opportunity for peaceful protest. That's what he has continued advocated for — what he has
consistently advocated for. But I would also say that, when somebody provides a clarification for
their comments, that's a important context to include in anybody's reporting.

(....)

1:25:38 p.m.
2 minute and 13 seconds

KAITLAN COLLINS: Yesterday you said the White House did not want to get ahead of the jury
deliberations but, of course, the jury is still deliberating, so what changed?

PSAKI: Well, the jury is now sequestered which is a significant change and certainly we want to



allow them space and time to consider and make a decision about what they believe the verdict
should be. 

COLLINS: Does the President feel he can come out after the verdict and regardless of what it is,
tell people to accept it given he's weighed in on what he thinks the verdict should be? 

PSAKI: Well, again, I think anybody was been wanting the President and you guys are probably
tired of me saying that his position is that he believes there should be space for peaceful protest.
He's been consistent in that. That will be his point of view regardless of the outcome. That is
what we’ve been communicating publicly but also locally to mayors, to governors, to local law
enforcement as we are communicating in preparation so that's consistently been his view and
he’ll continue to advocate that regardless of the outcome . 

COLLINS: And so, what made him want to wait in today on this before the verdict has come
down? 

PSAKI: I think he was asked a question if I — if I — if I followed it closely.

COLLINS: Well, it was my question, but I asked him what his message was for the Floyd family,
not what he felt the verdict should be. 

PSAKI: Well, I think, Kaitlan, he obviously has bee following this trial quite closely as many
Americans have been . He has been — was obviously impacted by his conversation with the
Floyd family yesterday as somebody who's lived through loss and trauma himself and he
certainly had his mind and his heart on — on what is happening around the country as people are
digesting and watching these videos and watching this trial go forward so he knows that the jury
is sequestered as he noted in his comments, which is certainly a different place from where it was
yesterday. 

COLLINS: And who is he consulting with about what his response should be after the verdict
comes down? I know we talked about speaking with state officials and local authorities but who
is — who are his advisers that he’s speaking with about the right way to respond to the verdict,
regardless of what it is. 

PSAKI: You know, I think that's something that will come from the Presidents heart and he will
be prepared to speak to it in some form or another. I don't want to get ahead of what that format
will look like when we know what th verdict looks like . 

(....)

1:28:37 p.m.
1 minutes and 21 seconds

UNIDENTIFIED REPORTER #1: The President spoke with the Floyd family yesterday. He
talked about the trial today. What does he see as his role or responsibility as President during



these deliberations and then perhaps as the verdict comes down? 

PSAKI: Well, I think when the President. as I’ve noted a little bit in response to some earlier
questions, is certainly was touched by and impacted by his conversation with the Floyd family
yesterday, he met with them last year. It’s a family he feels he knows them a little bit and he
somebody who was been through trauma and loss himself. And so, if you put all the politics
aside and everything else, that's something that is an immediate unfortunate bond between people
who have lost family members. He also understands this is an extremely painful moment for
many people in this country who are exhausted, who are tired of seeing one person after another
lose their life at the hands of law enforcement. He's — he’s aware of that and the need for reform
so I would say, you know, I'm not going to get ahead of what the outcome is or what the verdict
is and I would expect you'll hear some comment from the President. I don't know what format
that will look like . We will have to see what the verdict is once that is — that is concluded and
the jury has made the decision and that is concluded.. And we’ll see what his role is moving
forward. 

(....)

1:32:31 p.m.
19 seconds

FRANCESCA CHAMBERS: You just suggested that the format of the President's remarks
would take after the Chauvin trial could depend on the outcome of the trial. The President hasn't
delivered speech yet, though, on race relations or policing, so why not and why wouldn't
immediately, after this trial regardless of what the outcome is, be the time for him to do that ?

(....)

1:33:22 p.m.
14 seconds

CHAMBERS: He also said he been engaged directly on policing reform legislation. Has the
President picked up the phone and called any Senate Republicans such as Republican Senator
Tim Scott about policing reform legislation ?

PSAKI: I don't have any calls to readout for you[.]

(....)

1:34:08 p.m.
30 seconds

CHAMBERS: Well, last summer, policing legislation stalled because they couldn't come to a
consensus on issues like qualified immunity, no-knock warrants, as well as bans on chokehold so
what is the President's position on qualified immunity and does he think that Democrats should



agree to pass legislation that perhaps doesn’t ban no-knock warrants or ban chokeholds but
would restrict their use in some capacity such as limiting federal funding or something like that
in order to get Republican support for that bill and get a bill passed into law?

(....)

1:36:10 p.m.
14 seconds

CHAMBERS: Could you have — and I know you need to move on, but can you share with us
what the President's position’s is on qualified immunity, no-knock warrants, or chokeholds ? 

PSAKI: I don't have anything new to share with you from what’s he’s said on the campaign trail.
I’m happy to provide that after. I’m sure you’re familiar with his views.

(....)

1:44:29 p.m.
3 minutes and 52 seconds

UNIDENTIFIED REPORTER #2: Just a quick point of clarification, when the President said it's
“overwhelming” a few hours ago in the Oval Office, did he mean the evidence against Derek
Chauvin was overwhelming? 

PSAKI: I think I've answered this question a couple of time. 

UNIDENTIFIED REPORTER #2: Okay.

PSAKI: Okay. Go ahead — you have another question? 

UNIDENTIFIED REPORTER #2: I do. Still on the same topic, but as far as a response to the
verdict, is a trip to Minneapolis on the table and would he consider joining a demonstration? 

PSAKI: Well, I don’t — we’re not going to get ahead of what the outcome or the verdict is and
we’ll make an evaultion about what the country needs at that point in time. Go ahead in the back. 

YAMICHE ALCINDOR: Hi, so I know you just, in some ways, answered the question about
why I'm confused about why you don't clarify what the President said about praying the verdict is
right and it being overwhelming the. The President obviously volunteered this information. No
one asked him for his opinion about the verdict. Why not say this is what the President meant ? 

PSAKI: Well, Yamiche, I think our objective is to lead. The President was obviously clearly
impacted by his conversation with the Floyds — the Floyd family just yesterday . He obviously
has spoken to the video, the trial, the events of last year when they happened at the time and he is
impacted by the exhaustion and trauma he's seen across the country over the last several weeks. I



think it was a reflection of that but again, we're not trying to provide greater information about
predictions of a verdict. We want to leave that to the jury to make that determination. They are
sequestered so they can't hear or listen to anything being said, but I’m just — I’m not going to
have more clarification for you. 

ALCINDOR: But put simply, is it wrong for Americans to see this as the President saying he
hopes the officer’s going to be found guilty and the evidence is overwhelming. When people see
that quote is it wrong for them to make an assumption that that's what the President is saying?

PSAKI: I think what people should conclude is that the President, like many Americans, has been
deeply impacted by the trial. He’s been deeply impacted by — he was deeply impacted by his
conversation with Floyd family yesterday, that he understands people are exhausted, that they are
tired, that this type of violence and trauma we seen across the country and continue to see over
the past couple of weeks and hopefully that's what they take away from his comments. 

ALCINDOR: And apart from what the verdict might be, I wonder if you could speak to
Americans who feel on edge, especially African Americans who have seen so many verdicts, so
many trials happen. No matter — whatever the outcome is, I wonder if the White House has a
message for people just feeling anxious fir what comes after this verdict? 

PSAKI: Well, you know, first I would say that the President sees their pain and understands or
tries to understand the trauma that people have been through across the country and he's watching
the trial closely and I think he would want people to know that he is working hard at making
change possible and I walked through some of the steps taken by the Department of Justice. He
would love to sign the George Floyd Bill into law. And that he also is here as a human being and
he sees their pain area, he recognizes their loss and their trauma and he wants to put reforms in
place to address it moving forward.

ALCINDOR: And Speaker Nancy Pelosi came the defense of Representative Waters.
Representative Waters, as you said, clarified — she said my actual words don't matter, I wonder
why the White House isn't also coming to the defense of Representative waters given the fact that
she's now facing an onslaught of attacks, especially by — I would say Republicans. I wonder why
the White House is saying we — we back what she said about being confrontational. She was
obviously not threatening violence. There are civil rights leaders that are saying that’s what
confront — that’s what civil rights is, to be confrontational, to be active. 

PSAKI: Well, she — she also clarified her own remarks, Yamiche, and I think that's most
powerful piece to point to. 


