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NANCY CORDES: Is the administration starting to put plans in place in case Americans in
Ukraine need to be evacuated quickly?

JEN PSAKI: I know there was some reporting about this. Of course, the military does
contingency planning for a range of potential scenarios in order to keep the U.S. — U.S.
personnel safe and when a security situation warrants it, the State Department issues travel
notices and security warnings to U.S. citizens. That’s how the process broadly works, but it’s not
the standard process for the United States government to evacuate U.S. citizens. Typically, when
— if a security situation deteriorates, the State Department issues a travel warning or a travel
advisory. Obviously, our embassy would provide consular service. We’re not even at that point
right now.

CORDES: Are there any lessons that were learned during the mass evacuation in Afghanistan
that are already being — being heeded this time around as you begin contingency planning?

PSAKI: I think it’s really important for people not to compare the two. I mean, of course, you can
ask any question you want, but Afghanistan was a war zone. We were at war for 20 years. What
we’re talking about here is a situation we are trying to work to deescalate and move towards a
diplomatic path, but it is not a comparable situation in our view. And also, I would say that it is
not standard, as you all know from our discussions about Ethiopia, for the U.S. government to
plan for — I mean, we plan for everything, but to evacuate on military planes, American citizens.
There is a lengthy process that we undergo typically around the world. Go ahead.

JACQUI HEINRICH: Thanks, Jen. Jake talked a little bit about conversations with Germany
regarding Nord Stream II. Can you at all characterize the process of arriving at some sort of an
agreement about what might and involving Nord Stream II if Russia is to move forward? And
does the administration have any regrets at this point about not — about waving sanctions against
Nord Stream II back this spring?

PSAKI: Well, I would first note that, and Jake broadly referenced this, but back in July, there was
a joint statement of the United States and Germany on support for Ukraine energy security and
our climate goals. And what it conveyed in there is quote — that it made in the joint statement,
we would — there would be action taken if “Russia’s attempts to use energy as a weapon or
commit further aggressive acts against Ukraine.” Obviously invading Ukraine would be an
aggressive act and part of these discussions are what the contingency planning would look like if
they were to take that step. That is one of the lessons and I think Mara asked this very good
question yesterday and today about what are the lessons you learned from 2014? What you can
look at for people who covered this back then is that there’s an enormous amount of preparation,
contingency planning, tracking of social media, and the use of disinformation tools. A lot of that
is done because we did learn some lessons post — in 2014 leading up to it. I think what’s



important to also note is that I know there’s a lot members on the Hill, not a lot, some who are
vocal, who are conveying that Nord Stream II is the answer here and what — the point Jake was
making, or additional steps on Nord Stream II is that that would actually not be an effective
deterrent, that that is not effectively going to change the behavior of President Putin. So, yes,
Germany, in our joint statement, made these commitments. There are a range of economic tools
and options we have, our European partners have should they decide to invade. Obviously, our
preference is that we not get to that point.

HEINRICH: And then referencing because you brought up the members on The Hill who often
talk about Nord Stream II and Jake’s July statement, these members say that Russia has taken
action that — you know — using gas as a geopolitical weapon. They point to, you know,
coercing and manipulating countries in Europe over the course of the summer, you know, taking
advantage of the energy crisis, for instance, just a couple months ago and Biden and Merkel
promised sanctions if those events were to transpire. Does the White House believe that what
we’ve seen up until now is not Russia using gas as a geopolitical weapon?

PSAKI: I think what we’re talking about here and we’re trying to achieve here is a deterrence of
actions that would be detrimental and of course hurt the territorial sovereignty and integrity of
Ukraine and what I was referencing is the fact that there are some who are suggesting that this
would deter and our assessment is that it would not. Now, again, we’ve been having
conversations with a range of partners, including our important partners in Germany. And yes,
there is a reference — as I referenced in July to this joint statement. But again, you know, I — I
would really — I don’t have anything new on Nord Stream II at this point in time. I just think it’s
important to understand what would be a deterrent and what would not be.

HEINRICH: Real quick on crime and another topic. Chicago Mayor Lori Lightfoot appeared to
pass some blame on to retailers for these smash and grabs, saying that she’s disappointed that
these stores are not put in [sic] security officers in place, having working cameras, and chaining
up high-end bags. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez — Congresswoman said earlier this week also that
she doubted allegations of organized retail thefts. She believed it was a Walgreens in California
that cited it, but the data didn’t back it up. Does the President believe that organized retail theft is
really happening and should it be on the stores themselves to take action to prevent it?

PSAKI: Well, we — we don’t agree and I think our actions and the work that we have had in
working with the Justice Department, the FBI, and federal law enforcement show that we take —
we have seen some of these extremely videos — extremely disturbing videos, showing retail
thefts in both major retailers, as well as state and local leaders like Gavin — Governor Newsom
have identified this is a serious concern. We agree. That’s the reason why we have sent additional
support from the FBI providing additional assistance. It’s one of the reasons why we have also
been — the President and members of our administration have been long time advocates for
supporting and funding the COPS program, something where the President almost 300 million in
additional assistance through his budget from what it was last year and why we have also
provided money to get — provided financial assistance to get money to hire 50 more police
officers through the COPS program that the President has championed in places like San
Francisco and additional 20 officers in Los Angeles. So, I think his record speaks for itself on



this. We are going to continue to advocate for — supporting programs like the COPS program,
ensuring that our law enforcement are good partners as we’re working to address these retail
thefts across the country. Go ahead, Kristen.

KRISTEN WELKER: Jen, thank you. I have a foreign policy and a domestic.

PSAKI: Great. Okay.

WELKER: I’ll start with the foreign policy. It’s a big picture question.

PSAKI: Okay.

WELKER: The withdrawal from Afghanistan over the summer was widely criticized. There are
increasing tensions with China and Taiwan, and now you have Russian troops amassing on the
border with Ukraine. Candidate Biden campaigned on a pledge to restore America’s credibility
on the world stage on his foreign policy experience. Is he living up to that pledge?

PSAKI: Well, Kristen, he also campaigned on a promise to bring an end to a 20-year war that
should have ended 10 years ago and to bring our troops home and not to send another son,
grandson, granddaughter, or daughter into a war that the Afghans aren’t willing to fight
themselves. He also pledged to stand up for democracy and pledged to stand up for countries like
Ukraine and their territorial integrity and that’s something that he is standing up for and vocally
doing now and raising concerns he has about the bellicose rhetoric and the military buildup and
he also pledged to stand up for human rights. And you saw this decision we made yesterday. Not
made yesterday, but the announcement, I should say, made yesterday about the decision to not
send a diplomatic presence to the Olympics because he believes it needs to be more than words.
It needs to be actions. And I think he is certainly delivering on his values and how he proposed
he would be leading in the world.

(....)

3:49:40 p.m.
33 seconds

STEVEN PORTNOY: Given the stakes with regard to Ukraine, are there any plans here for the
President to address the American people on the issue?

PSAKI: We — we — the President does speak to the American people nearly every day, but we
will certainly keep you updated if there’s something more formal to announce.

PORTNOY: But specifically on Ukraine, I mean, you’re talking about a possibility of serious
consequences, I mean, economic and otherwise. Is this something the President intends to talk to
the public about?

PSAKI: I understand, Steve. I’m sure the President will certainly be communicating with all of



you and the public about this and many other issues in the days to come. I don’t have anything to
preview for you at this point in time.

(....)

3:53:37 p.m.
30 seconds

ZOLAN KANNO-YOUNGS: Following up on the announcement of not sending an American
delegation to Beijing —

PSAKI: Yeah.

KANNO-YOUNGS: — for the Winter Games. You were just saying this is an example of action
that the President would take. Would the President support the IOC moving the games from
Beijing altogether?

PSAKI: I don’t — I have not heard that’s an option under consideration. I can just speak to what
the decisions are we’re making here from the U.S. government, which we spoke to yesterday.

KANNO-YOUNGS: He still believes, though, that the Olympic Games should be played in
Beijing?

PSAKI: I’m not aware of a consideration of them being moved.


