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Wcﬂ“ﬁublﬁﬂhtumm]mm:ﬂﬂnl]&ii As has boen made clear on
television and in writing, we are willing to testify publicly before the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee and answer directly questions regarding the Benghazi
Accountability Review Board's procedures, findings and recommendations. In assuming the
uhafmhnﬁhhhﬁﬁmﬂmhduhdﬂhufﬁuﬁmﬁm:ﬁmmm
commitied to béing tough and trensparent. Our obligation to the families — and 1o the American
people — has been w ensure that our findings 2nd recommendations are used effectively 10
prevent this from happening again. The public deserves 1o hear your questions and our answers,

I
We propose thal we be permitted to testify at a public hearing on May 28 or June 3. I either of
those dates is not convenient for the Commutiee we are certainly willing to find an akemative

Recently, vou seem to have changed your position on the terms of our appestance, apparently
asking for a trascribed interview behind closed doors. Ln our view, requiring such a closed-doar
proceeding we testify publicly is an inappropriate precondition. Moreover,

notwithstanding what your understanding may be, Ambessador Pickering did nod agree to such a
closed-door proceeding; hus sole focus has been on testifying in an open hearing. If you and be
mﬂﬁmwmhﬂhmuinmfm,

In the past weells members of your Commisiee have poblicly criticized - in both an opea hearing
and in the media - the work of the Accountability Review Board. Having taken liberal license to
<all into question the Board's work. it is surprising that vou now maintain that members of the
Committes noed o closed-door proceeding before being able 1o ask “informed questions™ at a
public hearing, The Benghazi Accountsbility Review Board is perhaps the most transparent
accountability review board ever. It is only the second to have its full report provided 1o the
Congress by the Secretary of State, The Commitice has had five months o review the Board's
mﬂmmpmuhmllnlhchmmdunﬁdmnhhhﬂwﬂlﬂmmmm
mhﬂmhrdmmmhudtlmnfﬂmm Moreover, we briefed Senate and House
mnmummllnﬂurduq:mﬂnrﬂ}rlhium

At the hearing on May 8, you referenced the February 22, 2013 letter from Representative
Chafletz inviting us to appear for a public hearing before a subcommittee. There was po
mention in this original request or at the May 8 hearing of a closed-door proceeding. The focus
was on public testimony. As we have advised, we are willing 1o do just what Representative
Chaffetr requested, except before the full Commitiee, which is a more appropriste forum. And,

5 you Ambassador Pickering was propared Inst week" lic bearing,
Bqlﬁwﬂljﬁﬁm:dnhh:nﬂtﬁh:u s "

We are nof fact witnesses to the events that took place in Benghari. Rather, we were asked by

with the law 1o review thase While we undereeed and respoct that your
has the suthority &nd to review the Benghari agacks, we ask that vou
sieilarky and respect that the Accountability Review Board bore its own authority

and ility 10 review Benghazi. Wit the Commitiee is now proposing is Righly unesual
in the ﬂmmmnuumumnmuuﬁm

review,
Very truly yours,
Thomas R. Pickering Michael G. Maullen




