
Background Briefing by Senior Administration Officials

Q Well, can I just follow up? On the benchmarks, then, I can't see what's new with the benchmarks. As 
you said, we all know what those benchmarks are. And those were part of the original Baghdad 
security plan. It was a plan that said, we want you to do this, that, and the other. And they didn't do it. 
The plan was clear, hold and build. It didn't happen. So -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right, well -- 

Q -- is this just a more hopeful plan? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what I described in some detail is how the Baghdad 
security plan is different, and why we think this plan has a better prospect of success. That, of course, 
requires Iraqis to do some things. We will have to see whether they do those. 

I'm not saying -- I did not claim that everything under the sun here is new. My premise is, as everyone 
says, there's no silver bullet, there's no magic plan out there. We've all known that in order to solve the 
problem in Iraq, you've got to do something about security, you've got to do something about the 
politics, you've got to do something about economics. Sure, benchmarks have been around. What I 
think is different is a new seriousness by the Iraqis and the United States that they need to be met. 

David. 

Q Following up on Martha's thought, there seems to be a tension between the implicit statement the 
President has that our commitment is not open-ended, which is to say if they don't perform, at some 
point in the future American commitment to this may begin to pull back, and the President's oft-
repeated statement that he can settle for nothing short of victory, which would seem to suggest we're 
there until we win. So can you reconcile those two? And can you tell us whether the President is going 
to use the phrase "victory" the way he did in his "victory in Iraq" speeches in the end of 2005, and 
whether he defines it the same way that he did then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you'll see it in the speech. I think we're in -- you'll see 
what he says in the speech tonight. I think you'll see some words like "success" and "victory," but we're 
in a very different context, we have a very different strategy. And I think you'll find that that will affect 
how he uses those terms. But I think on that piece, I think we ought to wait until the speech tonight. 

Secondly, there is broad consensus that we cannot fail in Iraq. The President has gotten the strategy 
that he believes will succeed and is the best prospect of success. Now, everybody is going to want to 
say, well, what if it doesn't work, what is plan B, and all the rest. And I think, for obvious reasons, for 
the President and for senior administration officials, we're going to focus on what we need to do to 
make this plan work. 

This would be a three-for for The New York Times; let's go to The Washington Post. 

Q Didn't Prime Minister Maliki make a pledge that he would crack down against Moqtada al Sadr, 
specifically? Did he pledge that he would move into Sadr City? And do you envision, under this 
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