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WASHINGTON: Hillary Clinton is vowing anew to respond to
foreign hacking the same as any other attack against the
United States. When she openly blamed Russia for recent US
cyber break-ins, Donald Trump wondered whether to blame
overseas governments or overweight hackers working from
home.

“She’s saying Russia, Russia, Russia, but I don’t - maybe it
was. I mean, it could be Russia, but it could also be China,”
Trump said during this week’s presidential debate. “It could
also be lots of other people. It also could be somebody sitting
on their bed that weighs 400 pounds, OK?”

These are the unanswered questions about how the US
government should defend itself after an attack in the inter-
net age: Whether to fire back, how to fire back, and at whom?
The Obama administration is still writing its rulebook.

A lingering challenge involves identifying whose hands
were on the keyboard: Foreign hacker spies, cybercriminals,
disgruntled insiders or bored teenagers? Skilled hackers can
cover their tracks, use software tools traceable to others and
feign their location across borders or continents.

Is Russia behind it?
On Wednesday, Rep. John Conyers, D-Mich., said during a

congressional hearing that it was “now the clear consensus of
the intelligence community that the Russian government
was behind the hack of the Democratic National Committee
and not, as some suggested, somebody sitting on their bed
that weighs 400 pounds.”

The White House has not officially declared Russia respon-
sible and it’s unclear whether or when it might, since blaming
Russia - with whom the US is locked in a bitter dispute over
fighting in Syria - would probably require plans for a
response.

Clinton has raised eyebrows among some cybersecurity
experts with her hawkish language on the campaign trail
about retaliating with political, economic or even military
means. Her aggressive policy proposal is especially notable
since the State Department, which she led during President
Barack Obama’s first term, traditionally has a vested interest
in avoiding overt conflict since it might complicate diplomat-
ic efforts.

“We’re going to have to make it clear that we don’t want
to use the kinds of tools that we have. We don’t want to
engage in a different kind of warfare. But we will defend the
citizens of this country,” Clinton said during the presidential
debate, when asked how she would respond to cyberattacks.

For the first time, cybersecurity led the national security
portion of the presidential debate, demonstrating its political
stakes and the fact that the next president will shape 21st
century cyberwarfare policies, setting rules about how the US
responds to foreign hackers.

Trump has not released an official position on cybersecuri-
ty. Clinton tackles the issue in one-and-a-half pages of her
288-page campaign book. At the debate Trump mentioned
“the cyber” without detailing specifics.

“We should be better than anybody else, and perhaps
we’re not,” Trump said. “The security aspect of cyber is very,
very tough. And maybe it’s hardly doable.”—AP

WASHINGTON: The White House saw it
coming, but still it stung.

When President Barack Obama was
hit with the first veto override of his
presidency on Wednesday, it landed as a
clear reminder of his dwindling political
influence, years of confounding relation-
ships with Congress and shaky
prospects for the few legislative priori-
ties he has left. The fiercely competitive
president has said he intends to keep
working with Congress until the final
buzzer sounds in January, but it’s not
clear how much juice he’ll have left.

Only one of his 44 fellow Democrats
in the Senate - Minority Leader Harry
Reid of Nevada - stood by Obama to
uphold his veto of a piece of Sept. 11
legislation. Every Republican voted to
override. The Republican-led House fol-
lowed suit - eagerly exceeding the two-
thirds threshold necessary to push the
legislation into law over the president’s
objections.

It was, perhaps, an unavoidable turn
of events. No modern president has
made it through two full terms without
Congress overriding at least one of his
vetoes. Obama’s record measures up
well compared to his two predecessors.
George W. Bush suffered four and Bill
Clinton two.

It might also be expected that if an
override was coming it would happen
now, at the tail end of a term, just weeks
ahead of the election, when the political
interests of the soon-to-be retiring presi-
dent and the still-in-the-game lawmak-
ers are at their widest.

Still, the White House was ruffled by
the public rebuke.

Embarrassing
When a reporter noted the 97-1 vote

was the widest margin for an override
vote since 1983, White House
spokesman Josh Earnest retorted: “I
would venture to say that this is the sin-
gle most embarrassing thing that the
United States Senate has done, possibly,
since 1983.”

Obama delivered a more measured,
but still harsh, assessment. “It was basi-
cally a political vote,” Obama told CNN,
not sparing Democrats from his critique.
“Sometimes you have to do what’s hard.
And, frankly, I wish Congress here had
done what’s hard. ... But I didn’t expect
it.” Few would have expected this public
display of party divisions and hot-head-
ed hyperbole over this legislation. The
long-stalled bill, which allows the fami-
lies of Sept. 11 victims to sue the gov-
ernment of Saudi Arabia for the king-
dom’s alleged backing of the attackers,
has long flown under the radar, kept
alive by a committed group of families,
despite firm opposition from the Saudi
government and many in the national
security establishment.

The families found bipartisan backers
in Congress and a moment this fall. The
Senate passed the bill in May and the
House followed on Sept. 9, two days
before the 15th anniversary of the 2001
attacks and a little more than a week
before two new bombing plots in the
New York and New Jersey area.

Lawmakers found themselves faced
with the choice of siding with Saudi
Arabia or the sympathetic and organ-
ized group of Sept. 11 families. They
overwhelmingly sided with the families.

Doing so meant ignoring dire warn-
ings from a president whose popularity
has only inched up as he nears his term.
It also meant rebuffing top national
security officials, who argued that the
legislation will set a dangerous prece-
dent that could endanger military per-
sonnel and diplomats serving overseas.

Democrats said the override votes
weren’t personal. Some did revive an
oft-repeated complaint about Obama’s
approach to dealing with Congress.
Lawmakers and aides described the
White House lobbying effort as insuffi-
cient. Although several Democrats and
Republicans publicly acknowledged
problems with the legislation, the White
House appeared unwilling or unable to
broker changes.

“This whole thing just kind of contin-
ued on with no real involvement as if
somehow through osmosis this thing
was going to die of its own weight,” said
Sen. Bob Corker, a Republican from
Tennessee, who outlined his “tremen-
dous reservations” with the legislation,
but voted to override Obama’s veto any-
way. The White House dismissed criti-

cism from Corker as posturing. Officials
said they saw the politics clearly early
and had little hope for persuading law-
makers to take a tough vote in an elec-
tion year.

Obama has much higher hopes for
persuading them to take a tough vote
after the election. His top priority of the
lame-duck session is his Trans-Pacific
Partnership free trade deal, a legacy-
making agreement that has taken a
beating amid campaign-year complaints
about globalization. The deal needs sup-
port from both Democrats and
Republicans to pass.

The White House has cast the trade
deal as a national-security imperative
and promised a full-court press. But offi-
cials said the override had little impact
on that effort and was not a grim sign
for its chances.

“Despite the rhetoric on the cam-
paign trail, the American people support
expanding trade and agree with the
president that high-standards trade
agreements l ike the Trans-Pacific
Partnership are good for our country,”
said White House spokesman Eric
Schultz, noting that last year the White
House successfully pushed a related
trade measure through. Members “have
long records of supporting expanding
trade,” he said.—AP
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HEMPSTEAD, NEW YORK: In this Sept. 26, 2016, photo,
Democratic presidential candidate Hillary Clinton answers
a question during the presidential debate with Republican
presidential candidate Donald Trump at Hofstra
University.—AP

Chart shows total presidential vetoes and overrides.—AP
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