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Thursday before the hearing, the Department proposed a witness from the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation.  That same day, the Department retracted its offer to produce 
that witness.  On February 27, the Department instead recommended FBI Associate 
Deputy Director Kevin Perkins, whom the Committee then invited and who 
subsequently appeared at the hearing on March 4.  

Any insinuation that the Department was unaware of the Committee’s plans to 
hold a hearing, the precise subject matter of the hearing, or the Committee’s willingness 
to consider the Department’s proposed witnesses in a timely fashion is simply 
uninformed or disingenuous.    

Second, I appreciate the work necessary to prepare and deliver testimony, which 
is why my staff communicated with the Office of Legislative Affairs on this matter long 
before the public notice of the hearing.  Your staff expressed their appreciation for that 
early notice at the time.  However, your staff did not raise the Department’s 
“requirement,” as you described it, to receive a written invitation two weeks in advance 
of a congressional hearing. Moreover, no such requirement is binding on this 
Committee.  The subject, title, witnesses, location, time, and all other details regarding 
hearings of the Committee are determined by the Chairman and announced pursuant to 
Committee rules.  Our rules are internal, Legislative Branch matters that are not subject 
to Executive Branch policies or preferences.    

Third, there is no required protocol for the order and composition of witness 
panels as described in your letter.  Panels are designed as the Chairman deems 
necessary to serve the needs and purposes of the committee.  Moreover, the 
Department’s preference for having its witnesses testify before other witnesses is merely 
that: a preference.   I would note that the only Senate-confirmed official to testify at the 
March 4 hearing was Inspector General Michael Horowitz.  He had no objection to the 
order of the panels and was happy to listen to the testimony of the whistleblowers and 
advocates on the first panel.   

The Inspector General’s position is in sharp contrast to that of the Department.  
When the Department learned of the order and composition of the panels, officials 
indicated to my staff that having the government witnesses testify second would 
allegedly force them to listen to the whistleblowers’ testimony on the first panel and 
would be “a waste of the government’s time.”  They suggested it was inappropriate for 
the FBI witness to “cool his heels” while the first panel testified.  And you indicated in a 
conversation to my staff that DOJ’s concern about the order of the panels was motivated 
by a desire to make sure the government witnesses could leave the hearing and “get back 
to doing the people’s business.” 

In my view, these hearings are the people’s business. 
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