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The director of the C.1.A. has resigned over an extra-marital affair two days after a Presidential
election in wmch the Agency's role in Libva was of burning concern—what is reaily going on here?

Thers seem to be seme potentially fascinating political aspects ot
expiored. WHV for: %me(,, did this news e:{plode pi.!biici"v*han it did? Both the !
oot report that the F.B.I. had found, after months of im/ebtma’t

and the "~ 1!

retired Gener "11 Davfi Pe

was evidentiy involved, |

1

this story that have v 01 to be

ion, that neither

etraeus, now the immm director of the C.L.A., nor the woman with whom he

yis biographer Panla Broadwell, had broken any laws. Co

ngressio nal

sy L

mtemg, nece officials reportedly want to know why they were not informed earlier that the F.B.1. was

investigating Petrasus. But what T am wondering is why, if the F.B.1. had indead co

had o uumm.ﬂ case, this matter was brought tc anvone’s attention at all.

Thei m\/ebu ation app SAren 1\ oo;m when anotnel woman Peiraeus knew—the AP, .;
man with connections to the military—complained about hara
It’s

=, a Florida wo

h}f‘h turned out to have been from Broauwnh

.I

not vet clear how directly the

ncluded that they

ing e-mails,
e-maiis involved
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Petracus. As an official told the Wall Sireet Journal, Th1¢ investigation waso’t about the C.1A.
director, it was about what locked like a cyber crime.” In this case, like any other, the cofficial went on,

“There are strict rules, t
According to the Times, 3pwo;\1"miu\ two weeks ago, F.B.L

}’OQT‘

FERVS S

e is a wall, about marin@ informaticn on ongoing rr;ﬂﬂna} investigations.”
investigators conironted Petraeus

pr,reonahv about the matter. After taihmg to him, they were satisfied that there were no breaches of
national sect 11t‘v v other erimes m\'o ved. Tt was then, the Tirmes reports, that Petracus certainly
became aware of the investigation, it he had not known of it before. Inte:‘e@tlng v, he did not offer his
reqlgm*‘on at once, raising the rmpstoﬂ of whether he would hme resigined at all if he hadn’t been
was about to become public. With the election two weeks away, and the

asked to when the issue
C.I.As potential intelli
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campaign issue, Petraeus surely recognized that if he resigned, the scandal would shake the Obama
Administration, perhaps giving more fodder to its Republican critics in what appeared to be an
extremely close election.
The Times uses the word “murky” to describe what happened next, and there are many puzzling
aspects. But according to the Times, at the end of October, a week or so after the F.B.I. investigators
confronted Petraeus, an unidentified F.B.I. employee took the matter into his own hands. Evidently
without authorization, he went to the Republicans in Congress. First he informed a Republican
congressman, Dave Relchbrt of Washington state. Ac cordmg to the Times, Reichert advised this F.B.L
emplﬂs ee to go to the Republican ‘eade15h1p in the House. The F.B.1. elnployee then told what he
knew about the investigation to Eric Cantor, the House Majority Leader. Cantor released a statement
to the Times confirming that he had spoken to the F.B.1. informant, whom his staff described as a
“whistleblower.” Cantor said, “I was contacted by an F.B.I. employee who was cencerned that
sensitive, classified information might have been compromised.” But what, exactly, was this F.B.1.
employee trying to expose? Was he blowing the whistle on his bosses? If so, why? Was he dissatisfied
With their apparent exoneration of Petraeus? Given that this drama was playing out in the final days
f a very heated Presidential campaign, and he was taking a potentially scandalous story to the

l\epubhcan leadership in Congress, was there a Dolitical motive?
According to the Times, Cantor ajd he took the information, apd ‘made certain that director
Mueller”—that is Robert viaelm 111, the dlrocmr of the F.B.1.—"was aware of these serious
allegations, and the potential risk to our national securi tv ”? This is a strange way *u p;q‘laxn his contact
with the F.R.I. on this matter, because it is aimost inconceivable that director '\/TL er was not already
aware that the bureau he runs had examined the e-mail account of the director of e C.LA, and,
furi'her confronted him in person. Such a meeting between the bureau and head of the C.LA. uuuld

have been extraordinary, and it is fairly unthinkable that Mueller wouldn’t have Lccu consulted. So
what information was Cantor conveying when hie got in touch with Mueller?
Orne obvious point of the call would have Lef—,n o inform the F.B.1. diractor that Re
Hill knew about Petracus's vulnerability, and also about the investigation. if the ‘rﬁ] had e

utertained hopes of keeping it secret, the Odﬁs of doing so were fast diminishing. The same message
woudd have become clear to Petrasus, who was due to testify in front of a House ua:ne' it v
If Cantor spoke with Mueller on Halloween, as the Timnes ch 1011010 v suggests, what ha
hetween then and November 6th, which is when the T.B.1. reportec JV m‘m med James .
Director of National Inteliigence, about Peiraeus’s extra-marital affair? The inter nal pressure must
have been enormeus on Petraeus during this period. Pev’nap\ he tried to uuﬂa‘w the el N:tion in order
to shelter Obama from the fallout of his ovm personal foibles. Perhaps the F.5 dueao Mueller,
who has a i’eputation for intagrity, tried to keep the scandal from :}'C"f{iCm exploﬂ%mn by keeping it
under wraps until Election _Dd}‘ Cantor, too, appears to have kep quiet, despite the p{)i;tzc;
advarntage his party might have gained from going public. Why? It is possible that, because "“ne
investigation had nationai-seciirity 111!‘1&&110"15 those in the l«nm s needed to tread carvefully
reasons.
A final question, at least from my s,ux(i point, is whether Petraeus had to re q;;r1 at all. It appears that
U'lprm, who like Petrasus is a military man, saw it as a no-brainer. W 1‘f‘nm he , 2 are

rules about adultery. But within civilian life, should there be? The line of the day ; the morning tatk
shows in Washi ‘ngton seemed to be that Petracus did the “honorable” thing, or “’1 nad to resign.” The
oid saw that, it he wasn’t squeaky c‘lean he could be subject to biackmail by his ﬂraemxes, thus
endangering national security, was menticned again aﬁd again. To me, the whole Victorian shame
game seerns seriously outda ted. bumttvung like haﬁ the marriages in the country now end in divorce
and you can bet a great many of those involved extra-marital 1ff'1 rs. s it desirable to bar such a ruﬁe
number of public servants from top jobs? It certainly seems fair to question Petraeus’s Nugem DL,
ethics, and moral fibre in this matter. But if inﬁde‘iity wasn't treated as career—tm"ﬁatenmg, its value to
black-mailers would be much reduced (the fear of a spouse is another matter). In this instance,
evidently, there were no crimes. So why again did this blow up as it has? Fans of thrillers, like me, are
waiting for more answers.
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Photograph by AP Photo/ISAF.

Read more: http://www.newvorker.com/online/blogs/newsdesk/2012/11/david-petraeus-paula-
broadwell-were-politics-invoived.htmli?printable=true&currentPage=all #ixzz2Cird EAvt
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