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STAFF INTERVIEW OF JONATHAN MOFFA

September 9, 2020

United States Senate
Judiciary Committee
Washington, D.C.
The interview commenced at 9:39 a.m. in Room SVC-212-
10, Senate Visitors Center.
Present: Arthur Radford Baker, Alex T. Haskell, Lee
Holmes, Heather Sawyer, Zachary N. Somers, and Sara Zdeb,

Committee Professional Staff; Christopher R. Landrigan, on

behalf of the witness; NN -~ EE
U.S. Department of Justice; and (NG EE

B D -~ B Federal Bureau

of Investigation.
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PROCEEDI NGS

M. Sonmers. This is the transcribed interview of
Jonat han Mdffa. Chairman Grahamrequested this interview as
part of an investigation by the Senate Judiciary Conmttee
into matters related to the Justice Departnent’s and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation’ s handling of the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation, including the applications for and
the renewal s of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act
warrant on Carter Page.

Wul d the witness please state his nanme and current
position at the FBI for the record?

M. Mffa. MW nane is Jonathan Mdffa. |’ ma Deputy
Assistant Director at the FBI

M. Soners. On behalf of Chairman Graham | want to
t hank you for appearing today and we appreciate your
wi |l lingness to appear voluntarily.

My nane’s Zachary Sonmers. |'mthe Chief Investigative
Counsel for the majority staff on the Senate Judiciary
Committee. |1'd nowlike to ask everyone el se other than
your personal attorney, who I'll get to in a few nonments, to
i ntroduce thenselves for the record.

M. Ventura. Christopher Ventura, Senate Judiciary,
Maj ority.

M. Baker. Arthur Baker, Senate Judiciary Majority,

Seni or Investigative Counsel, Chairman Li ndsey G aham

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

M. Haskell. Alex Haskell, Counsel for Ranki ng Menber
Fei nstein on the Judiciary Commtt ee.

Ms. Zdeb. Sarah Zdeb, Senior Counsel for Ranking
Menber Feinstein on the Judiciary Conmttee.

BN BN Dopartrent of Justice

Ofice of Legislative Affairs.

B B Ocpartnent of Justice, Office

of Legislative Affairs, Department of Justice.

I . O fice of

Congressional Affairs, FBI.

B B O fice of Legislative

Affairs.

I B Ofice of General Counsel,
FBI .

BN BN 5 O

BN B 5 O

M. Soners. The Federal Rules of G vil Procedure do
not apply in this setting, but there are sone guidelines
that we followthat 1'd like to go over. Qur questioning
will proceed in rounds. The majority will ask questions
first for an hour and then the mnority will have the
opportunity to ask questions for an equal period of tine.
W will go back and forth in this manner until there are no
nore questions and the interviewis over.

Typically, we take a short break at the end of each

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

hour of questioning, but please let us know if you need a
break apart fromthat.

As | noted earlier, you are appearing today
voluntarily. Accordingly, we anticipate that our questions
will receive conplete responses. To the extent that you
decline to answer our questions or counsel instructs you not
to answer, we will consider whether a subpoena is necessary.

As you can see, there is an official reporter taking
down everything that is said to make a witten record. So
we ask that you give verbal responses to all questions. Do
you understand that?

M. Mffa. | do.

M. Somers. So that the reporter can take down a clear
record, it is inportant that we don't tal k over one anot her
or interrupt each other if we can help it.

The conm ttee encourages W tnesses who appear for
transcribed interviews to freely consult with counsel if
t hey so choose, and you are appearing today wth counsel.
Coul d counsel please state his nane for the record?

M. Landrigan. Yes. Christopher Landri gan.

M. Somers. W want you to answer our questions in the
nost conpl ete and truthful manner possible, so we wll take
our tinme. |If you have any questions or if you do not
under stand one of our questions, please |let us know. |[|f you

honestly don’t know the answer to a question or do not

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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remenber it, it is best not to guess. Please give us your
best recollection. It is okay to tell us if you |earned the
i nformati on from soneone el se.

If there are things you don’'t know or can’t renenber,
just say so and please informus who, to the best of your
knowl edge, m ght be able to provide a nore conpl ete answer
to the question.

You shoul d al so understand that, although this
interview is not under oath, you are required by law to
answer questions from Congress truthfully. Do you
under stand t hat ?

M. Mffa. | do.

M. Somers. This also applies to questions posed by
Congressional staff in an interview. Do you understand
this?

M. Mffa. | do.

M. Somers. Wtnesses who know ngly provide fal se
testi mony coul d be subject crimnal prosecution for perjury
or for making false statenents. Do you understand this?

M. Mffa. | do.

M. Somers. |s there any reason you' re unable to
provi de truthful answers to today’s questions?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Sonmers. Finally, we ask that you not speak about

what we discuss in this interview wth anyone outside of who

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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is here in the roomtoday, in order to preserve the
integrity of our investigation.

That is the end of ny preanble. Do you have any
guestions before we begin?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Somers. It’s now 9:45 and we’ll begin our first
round of questi oni ng.

M. Mffa, have you had a chance to read or review the
| GG s Decenber 20, ‘19, report on the Crossfire Hurricane
i nvestigation and the Carter Page FI SA applications?

M. Mffa. | haven't read it since Decenber 20, ’'19,
but when it cane out | read it.

M. Somers. For the record, do you know if you're the
person identified as either the section chief of CD s
Counterintelligence and Analysis Section 1 and-or the intel
section chief in the 1G5 s FISA report?

M. Mffa. |If you say that’s the exact | anguage used,
then yes. | don’t renmenber the exact |anguage.

M. Somers. Oher than your personal attorney and the
attorneys here for FBI and DQJ, did you speak with anybody
in preparation for today’'s interview?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Soners. The FBlI's Crossfire Hurricane

st
investigation officially began on July 31 , 2016, with the
st

opening EC. Wat was your position at the FBI on July 31

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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of 20167?

M. Mffa. | was section chief of the
Counterintelligence Analysis Section 1.

M. Soners. During the tine you were assigned to
Crossfire Hurricane, did that position change or was it
constant throughout ?

M. Mffa. During the time | was assigned to Crossfire
Hurri cane that position was constant.

M. Sonmers. Wat’s your current position at the FBI?

M. Mffa. Currently I’mthe Deputy Assistant Director
of our Ofice of the Chief Information Oficer.

M. Somers. When did you assune that rol e?

M. Mffa. | assunmed that role -- | don't know the
exact nonth, in 2018.

M. Soners. So you were Intel Section Chief up until
you took that role, or was there another?

M. Mffa. No, there was a job in between that.

M. Soners. What was that?

M. Mffa. The Deputy Assistant D rector over our
Digital Transformation Ofice, in between.

M. Sormers. And about what tinme period did you hold
t hat position?

M. Mffa. Again, don’'t know the exact nonth, but it
was the spring of 2017 until roughly the sumrer of 2018,

when | assuned ny current position

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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M. Baker. So up until 2017 when you transitioned to
that Digital --

M. Mffa. Transformation Ofice.

M. Baker. -- your entire career up to that point had
been doi ng what ?

M. Mffa. It was as a counterintelligence anal yst or
manage of anal ysts.

M. Baker. So it had been counterintelligence worKk.
And if | recall correctly, is it correct that your entire
wor k history was predom nantly at the FBI?

M. Mffa. Correct, absolutely.

M. Baker. You canme to the Bureau initially how?

M. Mffa. | began in 1997 under a schol arship program
as a student trainee. So | essentially went straight from
hi gh school into the FBI.

M. Baker. So the bulk of your work with the Bureau
has been in the counterintelligence world --

M. Mffa. That’s right.

M. Baker. -- and the predom nant part of that has
been in sone sort of analysis?

M. Mffa. Yes, absolutely. M entire career was as
an intelligence analyst and ny subject nmatter expertise is
in counterintelligence throughout that whole period.

M. Baker. How or why the transition to Chief

| nformati on O ficer?

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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M. Mffa. The transition was to the Digital

Transformation Ofice. | became aware of a pronotional
opportunity. | applied for and interviewed for it and was
sel ect ed.

M. Baker. So it was for pronotion, career devel opnent
pur poses?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. | understand fromreading the GG s
report you were pretty nmuch on Crossfire Hurricane fromits
inception and then -- so | assune when you took the job at
the Digital Transformation O fice, that’'s when your
i nvol verent in Crossfire Hurricane ended; is that correct?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Soners. Did you have any invol venent in Crossfire
Hurricane after that transition?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Sormers. Did you have any invol venent with Speci al
Counsel Mueller’s teanf?

M. Mffa. | didn't, other than an initial briefing to
the team because Mieller’s teamwas starting right as | was
transitioning off. | was never on the team or otherw se a
part of their team

M. Soners. So there wasn’t nuch of a gap, if any,

bet ween when you rotated off Crossfire Hurricane and when

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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Speci al Counsel Mieller basically took over the
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. Again, | couldn’'t speculate as to the exact
dates, but | conducted an initial briefing for the Mieller
team and that was one of the final involvenents |I had in
anything to do with Crossfire Hurricane. So whatever that
timng is, that’s when that occurred.

M. Sormers. Do you know why you were assigned to the
Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. Yes. It falls directly within the
responsibilities of the position that | was in, the Section
Chief of the Counterintelligence Analysis Section. That
executive anal yst | eader would | ead a teamthat woul d work
an investigation like that froman anal yti c perspective.

M. Soners. What were those responsibilities?

M. Mffa. O that position?

M. Soners. Yes.

M. Mffa. Essentially --

M. Soners. As they relate to why you woul d have been
on Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. That section chief position is responsible
for a series of analytical units that cover a variety of
country threats froma counterintelligence perspective, to
i ncl ude Russi a.

M. Baker. You said sonething to the effect that you

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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wer e supervising or working from | think, an analysis
perspective. Wat other perspective would other team
menbers be working fronf

M. Mffa. The other half of the Crossfire Hurricane
t eam was wor ki ng froman operational and investigative
perspective, so maeking operational and investigative
deci si ons and conducting those operations, versus the
anal ytic team supporting those operations.

M. Baker. In rank, | think you were a section chief.
| s your counterpart doing these operations and investigation
things, are they took a section chief?

M. Mffa. Up the chain of command, yes, there was an
operational section chief who was assigned as well as a
counterpart, and then there were | ower-ranki ng managers on
both of our teans who were on a nore day-to-day worKking
| evel basis on the team

M. Baker. So the intelligence operational section
chi efs or nanagers woul d have, |’ m guessing, special agents
or supervisory special agents beneath them and then you
fromthe anal ytical side would have anal ysts or supervisory
anal ysts or both bel ow you?

M. Mffa. |In a general sense, that’s right. |
woul dn’t call it intelligence operations. The operationa
si de had agent nmanagers of those operational investigative

personnel. And | had a supervisory intelligence anal yst
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underneath nme as part of the analytic half of this.

M. Baker. As far as rank and, for |lack of a better
word, power, you're equals, the section chief over the
operations and you as section chief over analysts? You're
equals in contributing to the m ssion, the goal, whatever
that is or was, and you're equal in the eyes of whoever’s
above you?

M. Mffa. Correct. In terns of rank we're the sane.
Qur responsibilities are different.

M. Baker. Ckay, but you' re com ng together for a
common goal ?

M. Mffa. Correct.

M. Baker. You' re providing expertise and information
fromone part and the agents are doi ng anot her part, and
it’s being funneled to the people that |ook at that and nake
ot her deci sions?

M. Mffa. W had very distinct functions, but those
functions worked together to facilitate the investigation.

M. Baker. And you're both reporting to whon?

M. Mffa. For purposes of Crossfire Hurricane | was
reporting directly to AD Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. Who woul d you usually report to?

M. Mffa. A Deputy Assistant Director over the

Intelligence Branch within Counterintelligence Division.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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M. Sormers. Then you said -- | just want to nake sure
| have this correctly or at |east a correct understandi ng of
it -- that it’s because this investigation involved Russia
and Russia was in your section’s analytical responsibility,
that’s why essentially you were assigned to Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. Correct. M section on a normal day-to-day

basis had | fu! !y dedicated to NG
I ond | vas the

executive manager of them before Crossfire Hurricane and
after.

M. Baker. So you would be in that particul ar
specialty a subject natter expert for that country?

M. Mffa. | wouldn’t consider nyself that. As an
executive manager, nmy job is to nmanage teans of anal yst
subject matter experts. So | would not expect anyone
sitting in that chair then or now to have full-bl own subject
matter expertise in every one of those country prograns.
W're talking the entirety of the world other than China was
the responsibility of that section froma
counterintelligence anal ysis perspective.

M. Baker. But the entity that you’ re supervising
woul d have subject matter experts --

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Baker. -- that you could draw upon --

13
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M. Mffa. Absolutely.

M. Baker. - and report or produce whatever their
product is to your chain of command --

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Baker. -- or the intelligence cormmunity at | arge
if it’s sonething that’s a bigger, broader issue?

M. Mffa. That’s exactly right. There's teans of
subj ect natter expert analysts within the units and |I'm
managi ng them at an executive | evel.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. On the operational side of things, so
there was a section -- was there an equi val ent operationa
section that supplied the agents for the investigation?

M. Mffa. |In Counterintelligence at the tine, there
was the counterintelligence operational threat program so
it’s the Russian operational program and then there’s the
count er- espi onage program There were two different
operational groups with those focuses, both of which would
wor k el enents of Russia.

M. Soners. To your know edge, were the agents on the
i nvestigation drawn fromthe Russia counterintelligence
operati ons side?

M. Mffa. To ny know edge the agents at the working
| evel canme fromfield offices and did have that background

in Russian counterintelligence. | believe ny executive

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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counterpart came fromthe counter-espionage side as the
manager .

M. Sormers. Did you help select the anal ysts or any
ot her team nenbers for the Crossfire Hurricane
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. | don’t have a specific recollection of
pi cking the names out, but | was involved in the selection
process for the analysts. | was not involved in the
sel ection of the operational personnel.

M. Somers. Did the anal ysts that were on the
investigation, did they cone fromthe section you headed or
did they conme from el sewhere, or was it a conbination?

M. Mffa. They cane from-- no, they canme fromny
Russia unit.

M. Baker. Wen you say you were involved in the
sel ection process for the anal ysts, what exactly was the
process? Was there just a huddl e between managers -- this
guy’s good, that gal’s good? O was there a fornal posting?
Did you query dat abases for expertise?

M. Mffa. There was no formal posting. | don't
recall the specific details of the conversations | had with
whom It was a discussion anongst the managenent, my nor nal
managenent team of Russia analysis. W were also
si mul t aneously having to support the broader Russian

el ection threat investigations and threats. So we had this

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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i ke a subset of ny Russian analytic teamto support
Crossfire Hurricane while the other Russian anal ysts
supported the broader counterintelligence and Russia
pr ogr am

So the conversations surrounded who had the right

expertise and availability to do that.

M. Sormers. Do you recall how many anal ysts you
assi gned?
M. Mffa. | couldn’t give you exact nunber. | just

don’t renenber.

M. Soners. Li ke a handful or nore than that? Are we
tal king four or five, ten? Any ballpark you can give us?

M. Mffa. Less than ten, but |I don’t renmenber the
exact nunber.

M. Soners. When they were assigned, was that
basically their task? They may have done some m nor things,
but I nmean was that their job, was to do Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. Yes, for at least that initial period pre-
el ection, those analysts were fully dedicated to that team

M. Baker. This selection was, | think |I heard you
say, based on an expertise that these people had. So is it
fair to say that the people that were selected for this were
viewed as top perforners, top people in their subject

matter? | think [’'mfamliar in sone Bureau sel ections
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where there are sone special projects, sone special case,
where a supervisor gets a call. Hey, you ve got to give us
a body for this special that we’'re doing or whatever, and
you ki nd of get whatever cones out of the gunball nachine.
You don’t have, as the person standing up this special

t hing, you don’t have much input as to who you get. You get
sonething. Was that the case in this? O you got who you
want ed, nore or |ess?

M. Mffa. no, | wouldn't describe it as that at all
| think it was a deliberate conversation anongst the
managenent team about who had certainly the skills and
ability and talent to do the job, but al so understandi ng
that we couldn’t take every subject matter expert off of the
br oader Russian program at the sane tinme and dedicate it to
this.

So it was striking that bal ance and picking the right
team who we felt had those skills and abilities. So | would
absolutely say it was us deliberately picking people we
t hought were successful. The supervisory intelligence
analyst | picked is a true absolute subject matter expert in
Russia, the best qualified person | could think of who
wor ked for nme, who could |ead that team

M. Baker. Wen it’s all said and done and the
selections are nade, | guess really | nean on both the agent

side and the anal yst side, but you' re going to be nore

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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knowl edgeabl e about the anal yst side, were you able to kind
of sit back, |look at the teamyou' ve assenbl ed, and have
confidence that when the anal ytical work, when the
investigation really kicked into high gear, you had a team
of perforners?

M. Mffa. | do. | can’t speak to the operational
si de because they didn't work for me, but |I felt good about
the anal ytic teamwe had dedicated to it, yes.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Somers. This is pretty well laid out inthe IG
report, but | want to nake sure you have the sane
under standi ng as what the I1Greport lays out. So as |
understand it, there were anal ysts, there was a supervisory
intel analyst, and then there was you sort of on the anal yst
side of the chain; is that roughly correct?

M. Mffa. That’s roughly correct, yes.

M. Sormers. On the operational side, there was an SSA
that was basically at the equivalent |evel of the
supervisory intel analysts, and then he woul d have had
agents under him is that your general understanding?

M. Mffa. That’'s correct.

M. Sormers. And that SSA then reported to Pete
Strzok, is that your understandi ng?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Soners. And a supervisory intel analyst obviously

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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reported to you. So were you and Pete Strzok on the sane
l evel in this investigation?

M. Mffa. W were initially. | believe Pete was
pronoted sonetine in the fall. | don't know the exact date.
And at that point he outranked ne as a Deputy Assi stant
Director. In the initial period, | believe he was a section
chief, so we would have been of equal rank.

M. Soners. But when he took over, | think it was
Septenber 4th of 2016 when he took over as a DAD. |’ mjust
wondering, chain of command-w se, does that put himabove
you? O was there a different DAD that was above you?

M. Mffa. He would not be above nme from a manageri al
control aspect. | reported directly to Bill Priestap and ny
normal Deputy Assistant Director. | didn't report to Pete.
He did outrank nme in terns of just executive rank in the
FBI .

M. Baker. Wo was your nornmal Deputy Assi stant
Director?

M. Mffa. Dna Corsi.

M. Soners. What was Dina Corsi’s involvenment in
Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. She had m nimal involvenent in Crossfire
Hurricane, but she was -- | essentially reported to her
directly for that broader analytic support to the Russia

program and to the Russian election issue that was under way
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at the tine.

M. Sormers. But for Crossfire Hurricane you reported
to Bill Priestap?

M. Mffa. That's the nbst accurate way of describing
it. | reported directly to Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. You ve indicated you were around working in
the FBI's counterintelligence apparatus for a good part of
your Bureau career. Did you know M. Strzok before this
particul ar case?

M. Mffa. | did, especially working counter-espionage
cases. He had been a counter-espi onage agent, a nmanager of
count er- espi onage cases at WWO So we had definitely
interacted before.

M. Baker. So you knew him from Washi ngton Field
Ofice?

M. Mffa. | knew himfrom Washington Field Ofice and
we worked together in a counter-espionage unit at
headquarters at one point as well.

M. Baker. WAs the relationship nore professional or -

M. Mffa. Yes, | think it was certainly professional.
|"d consider us work friends. W would talk outside of work
occasionally. But the classic kind of work friend
rel ati onshi p.

M. Baker. And how about M. Priestap? You knew him

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

21

before this case?

M. Mffa. | knew himvery little before he becane the
AD of Counterintelligence Division. | knew of himand | had
met hima fewtines, but really ny relationship with AD
Priestap was once he began as the AD of the division.

M. Baker. And once he was the AD of the division, is
he soneone you had frequent contact with?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Baker. Mdire so than M. Strzok during the case?

M. Mffa. No, | would say it’s about equal. | nean,
every day, just about every day, we were talking -- | was
talking to both of them about sonme aspect of whether it was
Crossfire Hurricane or the broader Russian issue during this
peri od.

M. Soners. In terms of -- I"mtrying to understand
the reporting chain. Another individual we’ ve interviewed,
his name is Steven Laycock. He was also a section chief, is
t hat correct?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Soners. And he handl ed -- his section had Russia
specifically init, correct?

M. Mffa. Correct. That’s ny section chief
counterpart for Russia operations, the broader Russia

oper ati ons.

] Before we go too nuch further, | just
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want to clarify. W are in an unclassified setting?

M. Somers. That’ s correct.

Generally, I'"'mjust trying to understand. Apart from
Crossfire Hurricane, the section that Steven Laycock headed
had Russia the country specifically init. The section that
Pete Strzok handl ed, what did that cover?

M. Mffa. They managed counter-espi onage cases
specifically.

M. Soners. So how nmuch invol venent did Steven
Laycock’s section have in Crossfire Hurricane specifically?

M. Mffa. Again, very little involvenent in Crossfire
Hurricane. But they were the main operational section for
t he broader Russian el ection counterintelligence issue.

M. Soners. Just generally, what was -- | don’t want
to get into anything classified, but if you could just give
a general characterization of what the broader Russia
i nvestigation you referred to a few tines was?

M. Mffa. Sure. Really, in an election the
Counterintelligence Division takes a | ook at what our
foreign adversaries froma counterintelligence perspective
are going to do to target the election. In this particular
el ection, followi ng the DNC hack and all that was com ng out
publicly, obviously there was sonme hei ght ened awar eness of
the Russian election threat. So it was | ooking at the

activities of Russian intelligence actors and the broader
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threat as it pertained to their targeting of the election.
M. Somers. Just to switch tracks briefly here, how

many Fl SA applicati ons have you worked on in your career?

M. Mffa. | couldn’t give you the nunber
M. Soners. Because it’s high or --
M. Mffa. |’ve worked on a nunber of them | have

absol utely no idea what that nunmber would be. To be clear,
| worked on them as an anal yst, not as an anal yst manager.

M. Soners. What does that consist of, that working
on? Wat has generally been your involvenent in FISA
applications?

M. Mffa. On FISA applications it would be, if I'm
provi ding anal ytic support to a case, neaning |’ m conducting
research in support of the investigators who are | ooking at
a subject, | would generally be aware they were seeking a
FISA. Intel products that | authored or facts that | would
anal yze could potentially go to those investigators for
their evaluation and their work with OGC and the | awyers at
DAJ for inclusion.

So that would really be my involvenent. It would be if
there’s analytic information or research that could help the
investigators apply for a package in consultation with the
| egal si de.

M. Soners. Did you in that capacity review the

actual application, the actual words that were in the
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appl i cation?

M. Mffa. |In that capacity, it would be nmuch nore
likely I would read at |east parts of them | can’t say |
woul d read every single page, all the | egal ese especially.
But there were tines where, sure, you would potentially read
t hose sections that related to a threat actor that you are a
subj ect matter expert on, for exanple, and render an
opi ni on.

M. Baker. You or your analysts, your involvenent in
the FI SA process, does it cone after the FISA application or
t he package starts its novenent through headquarters, or can
an agent in the field reach out to an anal ytical conponent

and nail down sone facts that early on?

M. Mffa. It can really happen at any one of those
stages. It could be before the decision to formally go for
a FI SA has been made. It could be conversati ons happening

bet ween anal ysts and i nvestigators about the nature of the
threat that we’'re seeing in the investigation. And then
|ater on, it could be that back and forth as they try to
nail down certain facts or information that’s included,
sure.

As a working-1evel analyst, that would be the kind of
range of their invol venent.

M. Baker. So the fact nailing down | guess is what

|’mreally interested in. That could happen at either

24
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stage, too?

M. Mffa. Sure, | think so.

M. Baker. Okay. Thank you.

M. Soners. You served as an anal yst?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Sormers. You served as a supervisory intel
anal yst ?

M. Mffa. | served as -- it’s supervisory intel

anal yst unit chief. That’'s the official position.

M. Soners. Unit chief. And then as a section chief
during Crossfire Hurricane. Wat was your role in FISAs
generally as the section chief, as that section chief?

M. Mffa. No role whatsoever. | wasn’t involved in
the drafting. | wasn't involved in the approval. | was
generally aware if FI SAs were being sought, and for ne
that’s nore for ny situational awareness in the sense of, if
a FI SA goes live there’s intel coming in and | have to be
able to resource review of that kind of intelligence from an
anal ytic perspective and understand to sone degree the

intelligence gaps the FISA's answeri ng.

But in terns of the process of generating it, |’ m not
i nvol ved.
M. Sormers. Just backing up to your previous life as

an analyst, if you were an anal yst, as you descri bed the

wor k you had on a FI SA, would you al so be | ooking at the
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data or whatever that’s comng in as a result of the FI SA?
O do you kind of shift off once the FI SAs been applied for?

M. Mffa. No, it’s entirely possible that the
proceeds of the FISA any kind of captured comrunications
for exanple, the anal ysts could absolutely be going through
t hose, in fact npst often would be.

M. Soners. Are you famliar with the Waods
procedures?

M. Mffa. |I'mgenerally famliar with them but again
|’ m not responsible for production of FISAs, so | can't tell
you I'mintimtely famliar with all of the policies and
actions of it.

M. Soners. What was your role as an analyst -- |I'm
just trying to understand FBI analyst’s roles nore
generally. Wat’'s the role of an analyst in the Wods
procedur e?

M. Mffa. There’'s really no role, other than if an
anal yst’s product is going to be included a copy of it needs
to be in the Wods file.

M. Baker. So an analyst’s product could be the basis
for an assertion in a FISA and therefore that product
created by the anal ytical conponent should be in the Wods
file?

M. Mffa. Wth factual research contained within an

anal ytic product. Maybe not their judgnent as nuch as a
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salient fact that’'s used. |If they're citing an analytic
product as a source of that, that should be in the Wods
file, correct.

M. Baker. And would anal ysts be available for, for
| ack of a better word, a consultation with an agent trying
to put sonething together? The agent’s trying to nail down
a fact. Can they cone to an analytical part of the FBI and
say, Hey, | nyself amnot aware of this; there’' s sone vague
reporting on whatever it is; do you, with your anal yti cal
skills and a nore broader perspective -- can you help ne
nail down this fact? |Is that sonething you d do or your
peopl e do?

M. Mffa. | wouldn't do that as an executive or
manager of analysts. But certainly a working-Ievel analyst
woul d be able to answer sone of those questions for the
i nvestigators, sure.

M. Baker. Wuld you say that that ability to answer

t hose types of questions, it’s not just a nicety that exists

in the FBI if sonebody wants to use that? In the nodern
FBI, ny understanding is post-9-11 Director Mieller really
raised the profile of the analytical conponent of the FBI
career enhancenent things for career tracking.

Wuld it be fair to say that it’s not just a nicety
that there is this anal ytical conponent; people are using

that for the things we’ve discussed here, to nail down

27
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facts, to docunent things that they' re asserting in FISA or
just regular Title 3 affidavits, that your expertise and the
peopl e that have that expertise in the Bureau, they're truly
a part of the sophisticated techniques and it’s a vital
resource, not just something that sits sonewhere in a room
somewhere and is sonmewhere on a directory?

M. Mffa. Yes. Not having been at that working | evel
for a while, | couldn’t tell you exactly to the degree that
happened. But generally, it’s a nmerged operational
intelligence team working together. Operators, agents who
are applying for FISA, absolutely know who their analytic
counterparts are. They could go to themat any tine if they
have questions about facts or research or an analytic
product they' re looking at. | think they re absolutely
available for that and it would certainly be sonething that
woul dn’t be out of the ordinary if they were to reach out to
do that as they prepared a FI SA

M. Baker. It’s ny understanding, ny belief, that
there’s such an inportance put on the anal ytical conponent
that the integration, for lack of a better word, between or
with the agents and the anal ysts starts very early in both
of their careers, like at Quantico, the basic training for
bot h, begi ns together at the FBI Acadeny; is that correct?

M. Mffa. That is correct.

M. Baker. And in your opinion, does that inportance

28
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of working together, sharing information, and again back to
putting an enphasis on what you do, does that in your

opi nion exist after training and throughout the

i nvestigative process as an agent, a new anal yst, progresses
t hrough their career?

M. Mffa. Again, | can’t speak to the entire Bureau,
but what | saw in Counterintelligence, the analytic
personnel are very nuch enbedded directly with our
operational counterparts, for that reason, whether it’'s on a
squad in a field office or even at headquarters. M teans
were physically seated with their operational counterparts,
so that interaction could happen on a day to day basis.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. Was that true for Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. It was.

M. Sormers. Just on the -- obviously they had
different reporting chains, but just to |l ook at Crossfire
Hurricane, could a case agent, for instance, go just task an
analyst with, Hey, | need sone nore on X, and that’s how it
woul d work? O would the agent have to go to the
supervisory intel analyst and have himtask?

Do you know how that day to day basis worked?

M. Mffa. | wasn't sitting with that teamon a day to
day basis, so |l can't tell you how that happened. But in a

general sense, it depends on the ask. |If it’s a reasonable
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wor ki ng-1 evel ask, that’s the reason we’'re enbeddi ng t hem
t oget her, so that those teans could work together seanl essly
in exactly the way you descri bed.

If the ask is for substantial portions of that
analyst’s tinme, like in terns of expenditure of the resource
of that analyst, we would expect himto cone through the
anal yst’s nmanager. So that applies to every team and |
woul d say to include Crossfire Hurricane, although |I wasn't
sitting wwth them so | couldn't tell you precisely.

M. Somers. This is sonmething that hasn’t occurred to
me that nmuch prior to this. Maybe you don’'t know the
answer, but you tal ked about sitting with. [If you could
give me kind of a picture, |ike a physical picture? You had
agents, obviously, cone fromthe field to headquarters, is
nmy understanding. So they were all sitting in Hoover.

But your anal ysts were application headquarters
anal ysts, is that correct?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Soners. So did they -- where were they all
physically sitting in Hoover?

M. Mffa. W -- and |I’musing the royal “we” here.
The division acquired a space, a single space, and ny
anal ysts noved fromtheir normal desks into that space and
the agents fromthe field sat in that sane space. They were

physically in one room

30
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M. Sormers. I ncl udi ng the supervisors?

M. Mffa. Including the supervisors.

M. Soners. So the SSA --

M. Mffa. And the SIA

M. Soners. -- and the SI A both noved to that

physi cal space?

M. Mffa. Wth the teans, yes.

M. Soners. But you and M. Strzok did not? You
stayed el sewhere.

M. Mffa. Again just to describe ny job, | have over
a hundred personnel assigned to ne, working really a gl obal
set of threat actors. My full-tine job was not to manage
Crossfire Hurricane.

M. Soners. l"mjust trying to get a picture.

M. Mffa. So | sat separately fromthe team

M. Baker. | just want to be clear, because we’ve
tal ked nostly about agents com ng to anal ysts or agents
bei ng hel ped by anal ysts, supporting facts or assertions. |
think you alluded to in terns of products that anal ysts can
produce. The anal ysts can generate information that maybe
t he Bureau wasn't focused on before and that could in turn
initiate an investigation to be opened totally based on the
anal yti cal product that highlighted sonething that nmaybe
wasn’t known to the Bureau?

M. Mffa. Correct. That happened.
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M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. As | understand it fromreading the 1GG s
report, you were involved in Crossfire Hurricane fromthe
i nception; is that correct?

M. Mffa. |It’s hard to define what that exactly
means, but | was aware of it and | was staffing it with ny

anal ytic teans from the begi nni ng.

M. Soners. From the beginning. The |G report
indicates that fromJuly -- this is on page 52, for
instance; I'msure this appears nore than once in the 1GG s

report. FromJuly 28th to July 31st of 2016, officials of
t he FBI headquarters discussed the friendly foreign
governnent information and whether it warranted opening a
counterintelligence investigation.

My understanding fromthe IGreport is you were

i nvolved in those discussions in that tinme period; is that

correct?
M. Mffa. | was present for the discussions.
M. Soners. How di d you becone aware of this friendly

foreign governnent information?

M. Mffa. | received it via email along with a few
others fromthe division. It literally cane to nme in ny
emai | .

M. Soners. The information that you got, is that
like -- | don't know how famliar -- you were certainly
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famliar with it at sonme point in tinme. But there s the
opening EC in the Crossfire Hurricane investigation that’s
been declassified. And it largely seens to be to ne -- you
can recharacterize what |’ msaying, but fromny read of it -
- it largely is an email enbedded within an opening
conmuni cati on.

I s that what you received, an email basically with the
factual scenario fromthe friendly foreign governnment?

M. Mffa. That's right. | received an enuail that
contai ned essentially that reporting, which then served as
the basis for the opening of the case, that's right.

M. Sormers. Do you recall who sent you that enmil ?

M. Mffa. | received it from--

] If you have to give nanes --

M. Mffa. No, this was a section chief nane. Charles
McGoni gal, who was in the division at the tine.

M. Sormers. l"msorry. He was where?

M. Mffa. He was a section chief within
Counterintelligence Division, on the operational side.

M. Soners. Do you know where he got it fronf

M. Mffa. | believe -- | don't know. | couldn’t
specul ate wi thout |ooking at the chain of enmmils.

M. Sormers. Did his responsibilities include Russia?

M. Mffa. | also couldn’'t speculate to that. |

bel i eve he ran our cyber coordination section, and | don't

33
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know i f they had Russian responsibilities or not.

M. Sormers. Do you recall sort of the |ead-in? Like,
Hey, we got this information? Wy were you being -- do you
recall why you were being alerted to this information?

M. Mffa. It would nake sense to cone to ne, again,
because I’min charge of the Russian counterintelligence
anal ysis programand it dealt with the Russian threat. He
sent it to essentially the ops and intel halves of that
equation, the operational counterpart, Steve Laycock, and
me. That’s ny recollection.

M. Sormers. Do you recall if Pete Strzok was on that

initial email ?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that.

M. Soners. You don’t recall whether he was?

M. Mffa. | don't recall

M. Soners. How did it then broaden out, to the best

of your recollection, fromconmng to you and Steve Laycock,
and then it obviously broadened out? Fromthe |G report,
t here were nunerous people involved in those discussions
over that three or four-day w ndow there.

Do you recall how --

M. Mffa. | don't recall specifically. 1 know
forwarded it up ny chain of command. | don’t renenber who
sent it to specifically.

M. Soners. Were there neetings over that four-day
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wi ndow, July 28th to July 31st?

M. Mffa. Again, | couldn’'t tell you specifically how
many or what day. But | recall being part of the
conversations about that enmamil and what it contained over
general ly that period.

M. Sormers. What generally were those conversati ons?

M. Mffa. The conversations, although |I have to
clarify -- they’ re not asking ny opinion as the anal yst
manager necessarily. But | was around conversati ons about
whet her to open a case, how to open a case, and how to
proceed with that information going forward.

M. Sormers. What’'s your -- ultimtely, obviously, a
case is decided to be opened. It’s opened on July 31st. |
think the 1Greport indicates that you had sone input on the
-- or if not, we have emails that indicate you had sone

i nput on the opening of the EC. Do you recall what your

i nput was?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that.

M. Soners. Do you recall having input on the actual
docunent ?

M. Mffa. No, | don't recall that.

M. Baker. Wo picked the codenane of the case?

M. Mffa. W picked the codename? | don't recall
t hat either.
M. Baker. |Is there a system for codenanes?
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M. Mffa. There is a systemor there was a system |
should say. In the earlier days of ny career, | renenber
there was a way you could actually query a system and you'd
get back a set of codenanes that were generated, that case
agents, the operational side, could choose from

| don't know how this one was generated, other than
what |’ ve read.

M. Baker. So the process you described, it was
randomy generated. Maybe you got a few choices and then
t he case agent could select fromthose choi ces?

M. Mffa. Correct. | couldn’'t tell you at what era
of the Bureau that may have stopped. But earlier in ny
career that’s exactly the way it would work. You d get a
list of three or four codenanes and those were avail able and
you coul d choose fromthem

M. Baker. But you think that process stopped and sone
ot her process cane to be?

M. Mffa. | couldn’'t even tell you that. It could
still be in place. | wouldn’t know. | just haven't worked
at that level or on cases like that for a long tine.

M. Baker. Do you recall, with the process you're
descri bing, the randomy generated choices, could a case
agent cone up with a codenane on their own that they wanted
and do sone adm nistrative thing to override the sel ections

that the conputer nade?
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M. Mffa. M nenory, again going back nore than a
decade, generally was you could, but you had to determ ne
first positively if there was another case with that exact
sanme codenane. That makes sense. You wouldn’'t want to have
two cases codenaned the exact sane thing because it could
create lack of clarity.

M. Baker. So if someone picks their own codenane,
assumng it’s with whatever the Bureau protocol for doing
that is, do you know if it’s habit or nore often than not
that there’s sonme neaning to the codenane relative to the
case, or not necessarily?

M. Mffa. | couldn’t tell you how preval ent that is.
|’ msure it happens.

M. Baker. I'mtold or I’'ve read sonewhere that this
particul ar codenane was chosen by one of the Crossfire teans
and it conmes froma Rolling Stones song. Have you heard
t hat ?

M. Mffa. | read the sanme thing. | don't recall
there being conversations that | was a party to about that
at the tine, though.

M. Baker. So there wasn't a big discussion that you
are aware of of what to name the case?

M. Mffa. | don’t renenber being a part of any
di scussi on about what the codenane is.

M. Baker. \What’'s the purpose of a codenane?
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M. Mffa. The purpose of the codenane | think in a
rough sense is to be able to refer to an investigation or
series of investigations in a way that doesn’t directly
identify the subject or purpose of that investigation.

M. Mffa. So if you were to pass sonebody in the
hal lway in a non-SCIF setting and they were involved in sone
of the cases you' re involved in, but you needed to see them
about a particular matter, you could reference the codenane
and then they would know what it is you' re tal ki ng about, as
opposed to five other cases that you both m ght be working
on?

M. Mffa. That’s correct. |It’s essentially an
operational security measure. It adds obfuscation to those
who are not read into the case for what the purpose of the
case is.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. What was your understanding at the
begi nni ng of what the predication was for opening Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. M understanding of what the predication
was?

M. Soners. Yes.

M. Mffa. | believe the predication was based | argely
on that information received fromthe friendly foreign

governnment about the fact that a nenber of the Trunmp
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organi zation -- and that termwas used -- that may not be
t he exact wording used, but it wasn’t a specific naned

i ndi vidual -- may have received information from Russi a
hel pful to the canpaign and harnful to the opponent.

M. Soners. How di d your previous -- you had been
wor ki ng on Russian election interference generally in the
2016 election prior to receiving this friendly foreign
governnent information; is that correct?

M. Mffa. Sure. 1In the run-up to the election, we
began earlier in the year starting to | ook at that sort of
i ssue, yes.

M. Sormers. How did that play into opening Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. | think the context of that nonment in July
was a really inportant one. This was after the events
i nvolving the DNC and separate intelligence we were starting
to reviewrelated to what the Russians were doing to target
the election. So this to nme fits into the background of all
of that at the tine.

So ny inpression of the predicating material is
i nfornmed by what’s happening in the broader Russian el ection
threat context at the tine.

M. Sormers. What do you recall -- what were you
| ooking for generally as you opened Crossfire Hurricane?

What were you going to investigate?
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M. Mffa. Again, | have to clarify. |1’ mnot involved
in the opening. Part of why I'mclarifying that is there
may be a set of operational considerations ny counterparts
had that I'mnot privy to.

To me, fromny personal perspective at the nonent,
under standi ng the context of the broader threat happening
around it and the nature of that information, in ny personal
opinion it nmade sense to open a case. But to clarify again,
| m not being asked for ny formal opinion. 1It’s not within
nmy responsibility, authority, expertise to really nake a
j udgnment on that.

M. Sormers. What was your understandi ng of what the
team was going to -- you |aunched this investigation,
Crossfire Hurricane. You' re starting to put together,
assune, in these early days a teamfor Crossfire Hurricane.
What were they to investigate?

M. Mffa. It was to identify the potential unknown
actor, and |'’musing that word deliberately, “potenti al
unknown actor,” who nay have received this information from
t he Russian governnent. Because that person was unknown,

t he team was opening a series of cases on individuals what
could fit the description, essentially, sonmeone who coul d
have received that information fromthe Russians.

M. Soners. | think in the IGreport it indicates

that, on page 59, it says. “Strzok, the intel section

40
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chief” -- that’s you -- “the supervisory intel analyst, and
case agent 2 told the Ofice of Inspector General that,
based on this information” -- “this information” being the
friendly foreign governnent information -- “the initial

i nvestigative objective of Crossfire Hurricane was to
determ ne which individuals associated with the Trunp
canpai gn may have been in a position to have received the
al | eged offer of assistance from Russia.”

So that’s what you were | ooking at, to see who was in
position?

M. Mffa. That’s right, sonebody that woul d have had
t he access or opportunity to receive that sort of suggestion
for Russia.

M. Soners. Wiy | ook specifically at that, versus
just sonmeone who had the access to the canpaign to carry
out? D d you need -- | guess what |'’masking is, did you
need a preexisting relationship with Russia in order to get
this information to the canpai gn?

M. Mffa. Again, you d have to ask -- in terns of the
actual |egal sufficiency of opening cases, you d have to ask

sonebody else. To ne --

M. Somers. I’ mjust asking what you were | ooking
for.

M. Mffa. To nme, froma personal reasonabl eness
perspective, | think it nade sense to first look to see if
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there were individuals who had preexisting ties to Russia or
t he kind of opportunity that woul d make that sort of
suggestion being made possible. So | think that’s where the
team focused initially, on identifying people who fit into

t hat category.

M. Soners. You settled on -- not you. The team the
FBI, settled on four individuals that seened to fit that?
| s that what they were? They were in the position to have
received information; is that a fair characterization?

M. Mffa. | think it’'s a fair characterization, based
on their background and their connections, preexisting ties
to Russia, and their association with the canpaign. That's
ny under st andi ng of the reason our operational team chose to
open the cases on them

M. Soners. Qobvi ously, Ceorge Papadopoul os is naned
in the opening EC. So he obviously would be -- would seem
to be an obvious target. How did you arrive at the others?
What type of -- in ternms of investigative nethods, not in
terns of the specific individuals? Like what did you do
between -- | think the other cases were opened -- three
ot hers were opened on August 10th of 2016 and then the case
agai nst General Flynn was opened on August 16t h.

|"mtrying to understand between, let’s say, July 31st
and August 16th what went on investigatively to identify

t hose four individuals.

42
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M. Mffa. Because |I'mnot sitting there at the
working level with the team | couldn't tell you exactly
what was done. | can speak a little bit to the fact that ny
anal ysts are doing research on who are the sort of naned,
known nmenbers of the Trunp canpaign at the tinme and then
| ooking in our indices, for exanple, for preexisting cases
or information that m ght suggest the sort of Russia ties
that |’ ve been tal king about, the context that m ght nake
one person a nore |likely candidate for this investigation
t han soneone el se.

So fromour half of it in terns of the analytic side,
we were starting to just pull together that kind of
i nformati on and research

M. Baker. Wiere is that information and research
goi ng once your teamis pulling it?

M. Mffa. MW tine was witing a series of docunents
to capture that, and those were being provided to the
operational team

M. Baker. That's the agent --

M. Mffa. The agent side, right. And that inforns
t heir choi ces about which cases they chose to open.

M. Baker. 1t’s ny understanding that with the choice
t hat they coul d nake about which cases to open and | think
by extension which techni ques or investigative nethods to

apply, that was pretty nmuch in their domain to decide at the
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SSA level, | think. [Is that your understandi ng?

M. Mffa. It is. That’s nmy understanding, too. 1In
conjunction with conversation and review by our Ofice of
General Counsel .

M. Baker. That’'s a good point, the Ofice of General
Counsel . You indicated a mnute ago, to a question M.
Sonmers asked, that it wouldn’'t be your role to say the |egal
sufficiency of it.

M. Mffa. That's right.

M. Baker. So whose job is it to determne if there’'s
| egal sufficiency to do whatever is being considered?

M. Mffa. There are essentially support units within
our O fice of General Counsel who have | awyers focused on
nati onal security threats and cases, and they work really
closely, hand in hand really, with our operational teans to
gi ve that exact sort of judgnent about do we have that | egal
sufficiency for a case and, if so, what kind of case should
be opened and what other adm nistrative stipulations need to
be inplenented related to it based on those facts.

That’ s sonething that our OGC works directly with the
operational side. And in the field, the chief division
counsel, essentially the O equivalent in the field, would
do the sane.

M. Baker. These OGC people that woul d be providing

gui dance on openi ng techni ques or whatever, would this be
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where the operational people that woul d be the ones nost

i kely needing that service -- would they just call over to
t he general counsel’s office and sonebody picks up the phone
and they say, hey, | need sone |egal advice? O is there
sonebody specifically assigned to this Crossfire Hurricane
teamas the legal |iaison?

M. Mffa. There was an Ofice of General Counsel unit
chief who was essentially assigned fromthe beginning, in
the sane kind of way |’ d descri be other managers. |It’s not
that they re necessarily doing just that all day, but
associated really fromthe beginning. It was the sane
general counsel unit chief who really supported at | east
hal f of the counterintelligence prograns on a normal basis.
It wasn’t a new or different general counsel attorney. It
was essentially the attorney -- one of the attorneys that
regul arly supported Counterintelligence D vision.

M. Baker. | would think -- correct me if I"’mwong --
that you woul d need continuity just because of the nature of
assenbling. Just in a FISA alone, you ve got infornmation
comng in, | understand, froma lot of different places.

You couldn’t get legal advice randomy fromten different
| awyers every tinme you needed sonething. You would have to
have sonebody assigned to it.

M. Mffa. Well, yes, |I think having continuity is

hel pful. But there are a ot of attorneys, so it isn't just
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one attorney for all cases in the division. Cbviously,
there’s a nunber of attorneys supporting the division.

But the general counsel is a foreground part of opening
cases and then pursuing advanced techni ques. They're very
much i nvol ved and engaged directly wth our operational
t eans.

M. Baker. Wo primarily liaised with the operational
team fromthe general counsel’s office for this case?

M. Mffa. The person is at the GS-15 level. M
understanding is |I’mnot supposed to discuss their nanes.

M. Sormers. Are you referring to the OGC unit chief?

M. Mffa. | wouldn't be able to -- that’s one of the
har dest parts of peopl e asking questions about the IG
report, is the whole nonenclature of their nunbering. But |
know t hat person is referenced in the |G report, yes.

M. Somers. It is aunit chief?

M. Mffa. Unit chief, correct.

M. Sormers. And is that unit chief soneone you worked
with, would you characterize it as regularly?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Sormers. Apart from Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. Again, in a different capacity. As an
analyst, I"'mwrking with themin a different way than the
operational counterparts are. But certainly sonebody |I'm

very famliar with who is very nuch a fixture really in the
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di vi si on and supporting the division’s investigation.

M. Baker. You say “very nuch a fixture.” 1Is that
person a fixture or their prevalence in counterintelligence
matters in your opinion, is it based on their expertise in
that particul ar area?

M. Mffa. Absolutely, years and years of expertise in
national security investigations, but specifically
counterintelligence investigations. A really valued adviser
in that regard.

M. Baker. Your verbal response underscored
“absolutely.” It’s your opinion that this person’s top of
t hei r game?

M. Mffa. Yes. | continue to think really highly of
t hat person.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. And that unit chief had a, for |ack of a
better term a line attorney below her that primarily, at
| east fromthe |G report, worked on the case. Do you know
that -- I’mnot asking for the nanme, but do you know who |’ m
referring to?

M. Mffa. | believe | do, yes.

M. Sormers. Was t hat soneone you' d worked with
previ ously?

M. Mffa. Mich |ess so. Mybe a few investigations,

a handful that | was aware of. But again, that person |
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woul d have becone aware of when | was an anal yst manager;
and as an anal yst manager |’ m nuch |less involved in the day
to day workings of these cases. But | was certainly
famliar wth that person, but nmuch |l ess so than the unit
chi ef.

M. Sormers. Getting back to what | was asking you
about a nonent ago, |’'Il just read you this fromthe I1G
report. “The Department was first notified about the
openi ng of Crossfire Hurricane on August 2nd” -- “the
Departnent” being the Departnment of Justice -- “on August
2nd, 2016, when Priestap and the intel section chief”
that’s you -- “briefed several representatives from NSD.”

Do you recall that briefing?

M. Mffa. | recall --
M. Soners. O a very early briefing?
M. Mffa. | recall an early briefing and it was a

regul ar set of briefings of DOJ executive managenent that
i nvol ved conversations about Crossfire Hurricane and the
broader Russia el ection context.

M. Soners. Do you recall that David Loffman was in
that briefing?

M. Mffa. | recall that, yes.

M. Soners. According to Loffrman and his
cont enpor aneous notes of the briefing, FBI officials

described FFG informati on and the four individuals the FBI
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had identified through its initial investigative work who
were nmenbers of the canpaign and had ties to Russia.

| guess -- and | don't know if you d know this because
you weren’t a hands-on analyst in this, but you did do the
briefing. So you opened the case on July 31st and on August
2nd you’' ve already identified four individuals. To ne that
seens kind of quick. But could you --

M. Mffa. | wouldn't necessarily agree with that
characterization. The purpose of the investigation is to
determine if there is a threat. So | think what the team
did there was identify sone initial candi dates for
i nvestigation and, again, having been evaluated for | egal
sufficiency and all that goes into the adm nistrative side
of opening a case, it was | think the Bureau in an i mredi ate
way getting into that phase of determ ning whether you coul d
rule in or out any of those candi dates.

So to me waiting doesn’t necessarily help you answer
t hat question any faster. So | wouldn't find it strange or
odd or a problemthat cases were opened quickly. So that’s
nmy opi nion of the opening of those four.

As far as the briefing to DQJ, | can't tell you who
actually spoke during the briefing to provide it. | just
don't recall that.

M. Soners. O course, not asking you for any nanes

or anything like that. These four individuals are
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identified on August 2nd, which | would characterize as
qui ck, you would disagree with. That's fine. At any tine
were other -- and |I’m not asking you for nanmes or anything.
These four were identified on August 2nd. They're also the
four that seenmed to carry through the entire investigation
Were cases considered to be opened or other people
i nvestigated other than these four? Again, |I’mnot asking
to say “John Smith.”

M. Mffa. | can say generally yes. | wouldn’t want
to get into the specifics.

M. Soners. That’ s fine.

M. Baker. Wre any cases opened that were cl osed
qui ckly, that didn't survive like the ones that are nore
comonly --

M. Mffa. | just don't recall that. |'msorry,
just don’t renenber.

M. Baker. M. Somers asked about the qui ckness of
cases being opened. It could be closed quickly --

M. Mffa. Absolutely.

M. Baker. -- if resources were put to themand it
turned out to be a dead end?

M. Mffa. O if you quickly determ ned that the
predi cation for that case, the allegation essentially you're
| ooking into, you could substantiate that it’s not true and

t hat person’s not a good candi date for investigation, you
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can close it quickly, absolutely.

M. Baker. But you don't recall in this case if there
were any opened and then quickly cl osed?

M. Mffa. Yes, | just don't recall it. It doesn't
mean that there weren't.

M. Soners. Then of the four individuals, | think
General Flynn and Paul Manafort had pretty cl ear connections
to the Trunp canpai gn. What was your understandi ng, though,
at the tinme of who George Papadopoul os was, for instance?

M. Mffa. Al | can tell you is what | personally
remenber in those early days was sone initial information
that he was in sonme way associated with the Trunp foreign
policy team | don't know nore really than that.
Subsequently | |earned a few biographical details about him
But | believe there was open source reporting where he was
openly being identified by the canpaign as a nenber of that
t eam

M. Sormers. The sane question for Carter Page. What
was your early understandi ng of who Carter Page was?

M. Mffa. Carter Page, again | |earned about himonce
this case began. sane kind of identification publicly as a
menber of the Trunp canpaign teamin that tinme franme. But
then | subsequently becane aware of additional information
within the Bureau’s own hol di ngs about Carter Page.

M. Baker. \Wat do you nean when you say “within the
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Bureau’ s own hol di ngs”?

M. Mffa. | just don’t know what the classification
part of that is.

M. Baker. 1In general terns, it sounds |ike --

M. Mffa. Qher investigative information.

M. Baker. That’'s housed sonewhere in the FBI?

M. Mffa. Correct.

M. Baker. Maybe previous contacts, previous dealings,
previ ous cases?

M. Mffa. Sure, that type of thing, yes.

M. Sormers. What was your early understandi ng of how
either -- well, let’s take themindividually -- how CGeorge
Papadopoul os coul d possibly influence the canpaign? You
said you were investigating -- you had friendly foreign
governnent information that Russia may try to influence or
hel p the Trunp canpai gn. Wat was your understandi ng of how
CGeor ge Papadopoul os could facilitate that?

M. Mffa. Especially early on, it was very uncl ear
who played what role in the canpaign and what connection
they m ght have. So at that tinme -- | think it’s inportant
to contextualize in the tinme period -- just again nmy own
personal recollection, there was just a | ot of unknown about
it.

So back then | couldn’t have told you anythi ng about

the | evel of threat or involvenent | thought any one of
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t hose subjects posed. W just hadn’t coll ected enough
information yet for me to be able to say.

M. Sormers. So what did you do to collect information
on Ceorge Papadopoul os or Carter Page?

M. Mffa. Again, | can only speak to what ny anal ysts
did. They did the kind of research that |’ ve been tal king
about, whether it’s research in U S. intelligence comunity
information, FBI information, or open source infornation,
trying to collect as many known facts as we have, and then
to help define intelligence gaps that the operational team
coul d use to shape their operations and investigations to
try to answer.

M. Baker. Sone of that research would be done from
these FBI holdings that we' ve briefly tal ked about ?

M. Mffa. Correct. So wthin our own case file
system doing research, or |ooking at reporting com ng from
U S intelligence community sources. |'mnot saying here
definitively one way or the other about any of these
subj ects whether there was or wasn’t anything there, but
that’s the sort of research ny team was doi ng.

M. Baker. I’mjust curious. In the in-house
research, for lack of a better term these FBI holdings, in
your experience -- and it doesn’'t have to be related to this
case -- in your long tinme doing analytical work, is there an

i ssue, has there ever been an issue, wth there being
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holdings in the FBI that are hard to fine? One part of the
FBI has information that the other part needs, but it’s not
really known to that part. |1’d just be curious, your
comment on that?

M. Mffa. Certainly that’s happened before. And as
t he vol une of data increases, the challenges of that have
increased for the Bureau. But sonetinmes it's deliberate in
the sense of there’s exceptionally sensitive information
that’s not populated in a searchable system for exanple,
that’s required by the U.S. intelligence comunity to be
hel d separately or in hard copy. That information by
default of its nature is harder to identify and then
connect.

That’s why to the greatest extent possible the Bureau
has really put an enphasis on trying to increase information
sharing across, so that those exceptions are mnimzed to
t he greatest degree possible.

M. Baker. Just at a very high, high, high I evel, what
iIs put in place to assure -- | understand what you’'re saying
about information that by its nature has to be
conpartnmented. But aside fromthat, what has the Bureau
done to nake sure that the guy sitting on the left that
needs information that the guy on the right has doesn’t mss
that he’s got it because it’s not recorded sonewhere in

bet ween?
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M. Mffa. Again, it wouldn’t be within ny |ane of
responsibility to do this, but there has been enphasis, just
in my opinion and what |’ve seen, on unrestricting cases,
for exanple. So instead of opening a case that’'s restricted
to a very small subset of people, the Bureau has tried to
m nimze the nunber of tinmes that happens, so that that case
information is available in our case systemfor analysts to
see across.

So it can still happen, but it needs sone |evel of
addi ti onal approval for that to happen.

M. Sormers. Sticking on Page and Papadopoul os, the IG
report indicates that, obviously, we did get the FISA
coverage on Carter Page. It also indicates, though, that
FI SA coverage was consi dered for George Papadopoul os; is
t hat correct?

M. Mffa. M recollectionis it was discussed, yes.

M. Sormers. It was discussed. And | think on page
128 of the IGreport it indicates that. “The intel section
chief and Strzok” -- you being the “intel section chief” --

agreed that there was not sufficient basis for FISA
surveillance targeting Page” -- I'’msorry -- “targeting
Papadopoul os.”

| s that your recollection?

M. Mffa. | don’t renmenber that. | renenber reading

that in the 1G report.
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M. Sormers. It says -- this is the sanme page, 128.

“I nstant Messages al so show that the intel section chief and
Strzok were much nore interested in pursuing the request for
FI SA coverage targeting Page.” Do you recall that?

M. Mffa. Again, | remenber reading that in the IG
report.

M. Sormers. So your recollection -- you don’t have a
recol l ection of thinking that there wasn’'t a sufficient
basis for seeking FISA coverage on Papadopoul 0s?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that specifically, no.

M. Sormers. What was your |evel of interest in
getting FI SA coverage on Carter Page?

M. Mffa. Again -- and | had sort of a |uxury here
again as an anal yst nanager.

M. Mffa. Let me clarify the question. On Carter
Page?

M. Soners. Yes.

M. Mffa. On Carter Page, got it. As an anal yst
manager, really our job is to define intel gaps for an
investigation or a threat question and then to seek those
answers. It is not to define, again, |egal sufficiency or
operati onal w sdom of pursuing any certain technique.

So when | say that | have greater interest in Carter
Page, | believe there is a greater chance that intelligence

flowng froma FI SA on Carter Page could answer our key
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intelligence questions than a FI SA on, for the exanple given
in the 1Greport, Papadopoul os.

M. Sormers. Wiy is that?

M. Mffa. Gven, again, sone of the preexisting ties
and other information | was aware of at the tinme related to
his history.

M. Sormers. So it wasn’t just that it would be that
probabl e cause was clearer on Carter Page. You actually
t hought there was a better intelligence-gathering
opportunity?

M. Mffa. |'mnot qualified, nor was | ever or ever
have been asked, to rule on probable cause. M interest and
i nvol venent and that of ny teamis to say. Were are the
nost beneficial avenues to collect information that answered
those intelligence gaps. And if the key question here was
i's soneone receiving information fromthe Russians about the
canpai gn, what are those avenues where that question could
be answered, where that intelligence flow ng across could
answer that question?

I f you're doing a conparative between a Papadopoul os
and a Page, for exanple, Page is a nore fruitful potenti al
source for that information than Papadopoul os.

M. Sonmers. Wy ?

M. Mffa. Gven the background and history of both

peopl e.

57
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M. Baker. You' re |ooking at a holistic approach to
person A and person B cause and you’'re maki ng an i nforned
decision nore likely than not, based on things you ve | ooked
at -- maybe this person’s traveling nore, or this person has
known contacts with people as opposed to this person --
you' re maki ng an educated and i nforned guess that probably
the resources are better spent on person A?

M. Mffa. Yes, to the extent |’m naking that judgnent
in that nonent, it is exactly that. It is understanding
whi ch of these people potentially -- which of these people,

i f an advanced technique is used, could potentially generate
intelligence that would better answer the intelligence
guestions that ny teamis interested in having answered.

It is not the legal sufficiency, appropriateness,
operational benefit. That's the call of others. Analysts,
like | said, have this privileged opinion -- privileged
position in a way of saying. 1In a perfect world, if we
could get this, this, and this, that would be great, because
we think there is potential intelligence of value there. It
doesn’t nean that we can, and that’s the judgnent of the
operational side and the |egal side.

M. Sormers. | understand what you’re sayi ng about
Papadopoul os. |I'mjust trying to reconcile that with the
fact that, the opening EC, the information was given -- |'m

sorry. | understand what you were sayi ng about Page in
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terms of why you wanted to get the FISA on Page. |’ mjust
not under standi ng why, when the opening EC, for instance,
i nvol ves comuni cations w th Papadopoul os, why he’s not of
equal interest for FISA coverage, when it seens |ike the
investigation' s predicated on information given to him
M. Mffa. It doesn’'t say that, though. If you read
the words in that predication, he' s relaying that sonebody
received information from Russia. He doesn’t say that he
did. So to ne you're still then back to who are these
peopl e, what are their connections, what’'s their history.
Agai n, ny personal opinion fromthe nonent and the

t hi nki ng, Papadopoul os doesn’t say “l received it.” He says

“W received it,” royal “we. So to ne, that’s a judgnent
that you have to factor in when you | ook at sonebody’s
background. |Is this person nore likely to have received it
personally or is this person, and why?

| think there are facts you can | ook at that m ght
suggest one is nore likely than the other.

M. Soners. Do you recall if you investigated Joseph

Mfsud in terns of that? That’'s the person that allegedly

gave the information to Papadopoul os.

M. Mffa. Well, | don't investigate anything.

M. Soners. |’ msorry.

M. Mffa. | want to be really clear about ny role in
it. | defer to --
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M. Soners. | nmean the team You will catch ne
several tinmes probably throughout this saying “you” when
what | really nmean to say is the Crossfire Hurricane team

| probably used the wong termby saying “investigate.”
| guess what |I’masking was if they |ooked into who Joseph
M fsud was, exam ned Joseph M fsud, since he was the one
that all egedly gave Papadopoul os the infornation that
| aunched the investigation.

(Wtness confers wth counsel.)

B Could you rephrase that question so that he
does not have to answer who is the subject of an
i nvestigation.

M. Sormers. The opening EC in this case says that
Papadopoul os recei ved sone information regarding efforts to
-- for Russia to influence in sone way or help the Trunp
canpai gn. He obviously received that information from
somewhere. There’'s been an allegation that it was froma
particular individual, and I'"mjust trying to generally
under stand whether the FBlI, the Crossfire Hurricane team
| ooked into that individual who allegedly provided
Papadopoul os with i nformation.

M. Mffa. Wat I'lIl say is, as individuals who
potentially could have played a role in either the receipt
or use of that kind of information becanme known to us, we

| ooked into them That’'s the best way of saying it. So
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wi t hout confirm ng anybody specifically, as people becane

identified to the teamthe team would | ook into them

M. Soners. | think we're at a tine for our hour, so
we’'l|l take a short break now before we turn it over to the
Mnority.

(Recess from11l:47 a.m to 11:57 a.m)

M. Haskell. M. Mffa, are you ready to begin?

M. Mffa. |’ mready.

M. Haskel l. Thank you for being here and for your
many years of service to the FBI. Again, |I'’m Al ex Haskel

wi th Ranki ng Menber Feinstein’s staff. M coll eagues Sara
Zdeb and Heat her Sawyer are with ne and may ask you sone
guestions as well.

As you know, the Inspector Ceneral issued a 400-plus
page report in Decenber of |ast year titled “Review of Four
FI SA Applications and O her Aspects of the FBI's Crossfire
Hurricane Investigation.” The report detailed the results
of the 1GG s two-year investigation into the same topics
that we’'re addressing here today.

According to the report, the |G exanm ned nore than a
mllion docunments and interviewed nore than a hundred
wi t nesses, including Christopher Steele and numerous current
and former governnent enployees in that process.

Did you cooperate with the I Ginvestigation?

M. Mffa. | did.
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M. Haskell. Were you interviewed as part of that
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. | was

M. Haskell. Once, twce? How nmany tines were you
i ntervi ewed?

M. Mffa. | believe tw ce.

M. Haskell. Twice. During your interviews did you
provi de conplete, truthful answers to the questions that the
| G asked you?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Haskell. Did you or the Justice Departnent, the
FBI, provide the IGw th docunments related to your
i nvol vement with Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. | don’t renmenber if | provided them
directly, but | know the FBI provided docunents to them
yes.

M. Haskell. Did the 1 G ever conplain that it needed
nore i nformation fromyou?

M. Mffa. |’mnot aware of that, no.

M. Haskell. Did the 1 G ever conplaint that it didn't
get docunents pertaining to your involvenment with Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. Did you have the opportunity to review

the IGreport or at |east the portions that you were -- that

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

63

your nane or your noni ker appears in, before it was

finalized and published?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Haskell. Did you provide any comments on that
draft?

M. Mffa. | don't recall providing any coments
specific to -- well, that’s not true. | don't recall, is

t he answer, specifically what comments | provided.

M. Haskel l. Ckay. Recognizing that different
wi tnesses may have different recollections or
interpretations of certain events that are covered in the
report, does the report accurately reflect the testinony
that you provided to the | G&G?

M. Mffa. | would have to re-review each section
where “intel section chief” is nentioned to really be able
to answer that. The word choice sonetines in those reports
doesn’t to nme accurately reflect kind of the nuance, and so
|’d have to review each and conment to be able to say.

M. Haskel l. To be | guess a little bit nore
specific, you interviewed with the G5 you provided your
own words characterizing certain events. Did the report --
do you recall whether the report msrepresented in any way
your words, your testinony?

M. Mffa. | wouldn’t go so far as to say that it

m srepresented any of ny testinony.
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M. Haskel | . Now, your interactions with the 1G were
not your only interactions on this set of issues. Wth
regard to being interviewed, you were also interviewed for
around six hours in August of 2018 as part of an
i nvestigation by the House Judiciary and Oversi ght
Commttees; is that correct?

M. Mffa. | don’t renenber the exact tinme frame, but
t he anount of tine seens right, and I was interviewed by the
House, yes.

M. Haskell. As is true today, did you appear and
answer questions voluntarily at that House interview?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Haskell . Did you provide the House comm ttees
with truthful, conplete answers to the questions asked?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Haskell. Just to put a slightly finer point onit,
House Republicans didn't seek to subpoena or hold you in
contenpt for failing to cooperate with them did they?

M. Mffa. They did not.

M. Haskel | . Have you been interviewed by any ot her
Congressional commttees in connection with the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation?

M. Mffa. | don’t believe so, no.

M. Haskel l. In total between the 1G testinony and

t he House testinony, which | believe was on August 24, 2018,
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approxi mately how many hours, days, have you spent providing
testi nony on these issues?

M. Mffa. | don't knowthat | could tally it all up,
but it’s tens of hours.

M. Haskell. Turning to the Crossfire Hurricane
investigation itself, you told the IGthat after the FBI
|l earned froma friendly foreign governnent, FFG that George
Papadopoul os had told a foreign official about this Russian
offer to help the Trunp canpai gn by rel easi ng hacked enuail s
damaging to Hillary Cinton, in your words in the |1G report
on page 54, quote, “No one disagreed with opening a
counterintelligence investigation.”

You al so said that, quote, “In the context, what was
occurring wth the DNC hacks and the rel ease of the DNC
emails, there was a possibility that the Russians reached
out to a canpaign to offer their assistance, and the FBI
needed to investigate the allegation.”

| know you’ ve discussed this a little bit with ny
col | eagues, but can you el aborate on that? Wy did the FB
have a need or, in legal terns, a predicate to investigate
that allegation?

M. Mffa. WelIl, again, | can’'t speak to predicate.
That’ s not ny expertise. But what | can speak to is ny
personal judgnent of the tine, which is an allegation of

that sort, in the environnental context of what was
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happening after the DNC hack, my personal belief is it would
have been irresponsible not to investigate it as the FBI,

given the credibility of the friendly foreign government

threat it.
Mr. Haskell. Bill Priestap, who was the one who
opened the Crossfire Hurricane investigation -- as you told

my colleagues, you were involved in early discussions, but
you did not open it and it was he who made the decision to
open it -- Priestap told the IG that, quote, "“The combination
of FFG information and the FBI’'s ongoing cyber intrusion
investigation of the DNC hacks created a counterintelligence
concern that the FBI was obligated to investigate.”

Do you have any reason to dispute Priestap’s

explanation for why he chose to open the investigation?

Mr. Moffa. No.

Mr. Haskell. As I said, Priestap said that this situation
created a, quote, “counterintelligence concern that the FBI
was obligated to investigate.” Do you understand what

Priestap meant when he said, quote,

“counterintelligence concern”?

Mr. Moffa. I do.
Mr. Haskell. What'’s your understanding of what he
meant?

Mr. Moffa. I don’t think I can speculate as to what
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Bill Priestap would say. | can tell you what | believe the
counterintelligence concern was.

M. Haskell . Yes.

M. Mffa. | believe it’s raising the specter of a
foreign power interfering in an inportant American
denocratic process, which is a counterintelligence concern.

M. Haskell . To circle back to what you said earlier
you had this greater Russian interference investigation that
was ongoing, and | believe you said that that heightened the
concern when you received this information froman FFG To
tal k about sone specific events that were part of the
greater Russian interference operation in advance of you
receiving, the FBI receiving FFG information, in March and
May 2016 FBI field offices identified a spear phishing
canpai gn by the CGRU targeting enmai|l addresses associ ated
with the DNC and the Cinton canpaign, along with efforts to
pl ace mal ware on DNC and DCCC conput er networks.

Did that create a counterintelligence concern?

M. Mffa. Yes. | don’t renenber the specifics of any
of that here five years later, so | couldn’t tell you that.
But again, a foreign power actively interfering in U S.
political process to nme is a counterintelligence concern

M. Haskell . Are there any further specifics that you
coul d offer about why a foreign power putting malware on an

American political party s technology infrastructure and
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attenpting to hack their emails, why that would create a
counterintelligence concern specifically?

M. Mffa. Cassic counterintelligence concern
i nvol ves a foreign power collecting information, information
they may be able to use to their benefit, to the detrinent
of the United States. |In past tinmes going back decades,
they may collect information one way, from people, spies,

t appi ng tel ephone calls. |In the nodern context, that
i ncl udes cyber intrusion as a vector for collecting
intelligence information

So the type of activity you re describing, conducted by
a foreign power, could provide that vector for intelligence
collection by that foreign power.

M. Haskell. Specifically, that sort of operation as
to the technol ogical infrastructure of an American political
party could provide -- would provide a counterintelligence
concern vis a vis an election of what sort specifically in
t hat circunstance?

M. Mffa. Again, not know ng the specifics of that
ci rcunstance, but in general if a foreign power were to
conduct that sort of collection on a political actor and
then use that information to in any way influence or disrupt
that political process, that’s the counterintelligence
concern in ny view.

M. Haskell. And in fact that is what happened. On
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July 22, 2016, Wki Leaks published 20,000 enuails that had
been stolen fromthe DNC by Russia. This was six days
before the FBI |earned the FFG information that the Trunp
canpai gn may have had advanced know edge of Russia's plan to
rel ease stolen emuils.

Now, when those emails were rel eased, | know you’ ve
tal ked about it generally, but can you provide a little bit
nore detail on why that would present a counterintelligence
concern?

M. Mffa. | don't know a different way to phrase it,
but any sort of collected intelligence information by a
foreign power that's publicly released to have an effect on
an Anerican process to ne is a counterintelligence concern,
and | would put that sort of release in that sane category.

M. Haskell . A few days after that July 22nd rel ease,
on July 27th, then-candidate Trunp said at a press
conference, quote. “Russia, if youre listening, | hope
you're able to find Hillary Cinton's emails.” Speci al
Counsel Mueller later on uncovered that Russia attenpted to
hack Cinton’s server for the first tinme that sane day,
| ater that sanme day, after this call from President Trunp.

Does that statenment, in the context that we’'ve been
di scussing, five days after WKkiLeaks published 20, 000
emai |l s believed to be stolen by Russia, confirnmed to be

stolen by Russia, does that statenent by a candidate in and
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of itself raise counterintelligence concerns?

M. Haskell. |"d be |l ess concerned with the statenent
and nore concerned with the action of a foreign power to do
exactly that. Any foreign power attenpting to coll ect
information fromU. S. entities or political parties for
their benefit and the detrinment of the United States is a
counterintelligence concern.

M. Haskel | . Anot her aspect of the Russian operations
i ncluded attacks on state el ection systens that the FBI
becane aware of in March and August 2016. Now, recogni zing,
as with the other statenents, you mi ght not recall the exact
circunstances of the FBI receiving that information, the
Muel | er report, pages 49 and 50, confirmed that the FB
becane aware of such actions in March and August 2016.

Now, the actions included confirmed access into
el ements of multiple state or |ocal electoral boards using,
guote, “tactics, techniques, and procedures associated with
t he Russi an state-sponsored actors.”

Now, we tal ked about actions targeting an Anerican
political party. How about actions targeting el ection
infrastructure. Can you outline the counterintelligence
concern there?

M. Mffa. Certainly. |It’s very simlar. | don't
think the target has to be federal or a political party to

potentially pose a great threat to the U S. politica
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processes, and certainly state election boards would fit
that category where, if a foreign power were to be targeting
them via cyber or any other neans, it poses a
counterintelligence concern for what they would do with that
information and any inpact it m ght have.

M. Haskell . Thank you.

Turni ng back to the information that the FBI received
about what George Papadopoul os had told a foreign official,
as | said before, that information has been described as
having conme froman FFG a friendly foreign governnent.

What does that termsignify as a general matter, “FFG ?

M. Mffa. A friendly foreign governnent would be a
foreign government that works in partnership with the United
States nore broadly, but in the Bureau s context supports
the FBI in its investigations and is a partner in sone of
themeven. So a friendly foreign governnment would be a
governnent who is sharing information or cooperating with
the FBI in advance of its investigations and operations.

M. Haskel l. Wuld it be fair to describe one quality
of an FFG being an ally, that there’'s sone | evel of trust
bet ween our governnent and their governnent?

M. Mffa. Yes, | would say that.

M. Haskell . Is it fair to say that an FFG and the
officials that are nenbers of an FFG as was the case here

wi th the individuals who provided the information, what
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Papadopoul os had said, is it fair to say that that type of
i ndi vi dual woul d not be suspected of fabricating information

to harmthe U S.?

M. Mffa. | come froma -- as a counterintelligence
prof essi onal and an anal yst, | always cone from a skepti cal
pl ace no matter who's providing information. | think it is

less likely that a friendly foreign governnment woul d be
deli berately providing information to the detrinment of the
United States. | think it can be viewed as |ess
detrimental. | think I would certainly not trust on face
val ue any information com ng froman outside source.

M. Haskell. Understood. But the fact that this
information canme froman FFG froman FFG official, you
woul d regard that the FBI's need to take the information
seriously, that was a factor?

M. Mffa. | think it’s a factor. It lends it
additional credibility, given that it’s comng froma

friendly foreign government, that’s right.

M. Haskel l. Al t hough the FBI didn't |earn of that
information until late July 2016, Papadopoul os had been told
in April 2016 of Russia’'s willingness to release dirt on

Hillary Cinton in the formof thousands of emails,
confirmed by the Mueller investigation. That’s on page 81
of the Mieller report.

Di d Papadopoul os report Russia’ s apparent offer of help
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to the FBI when he received it in April 2016, to your
know edge?

M. Mffa. Not to ny know edge.

M. Haskell. Did he cone forward to the FBI in July
2016 after WKki Leaks began doi ng what Papadopoul os had been
told the Russian governnent woul d do, rel ease thousands of

emai | s damaging to dinton?

M. Mffa. | don’t believe he cane to the FBI in July
2016, no.
M. Haskell. To your know edge, did Papadopoul os ever

come forward proactively to report what he had been told
about Russia’s willingness to help the Trunp canpai gn and
harm H I lary Cinton?

M. Mffa. Not to nmy personal know edge, no.

M. Haskell . Wul d you agree that the fact that
Papadopoul os | earned of Russia s willingness to harm dinton
by rel easi ng thousands of emails, saw that rel ease happen,
and still didn't conme forward, itself raises any sort of
counterintelligence concern that would weigh in on whether
the FIB should investigate?

M. Mffa. | would refer to that context | was
di scussing earlier, where the events that were occurring in
July and then receiving that information that seem ngly
described a simlar potential situation that was received

much earlier in April, to me adds to that context that nade
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i nvestigation and predication inportant.

M. Haskell. So the fact that the information had
been received in April nonths earlier and it was just com ng
to the FBI's attention at this point was a factor?

M. Mffa. To ne, the fact that information suggesting
what then appears to have |ater started to happen in July
had been received in April, that to ne played into ny
personal belief that the context around the predication,
plus the predication itself, predicating information itself,
required us to investigate.

M. Haskel | . In fact, FBI Director Way has testified
before the Judiciary Cormttee that, quote, “Any threat or
effort to interfere with our election fromany nation-state
or any non-state actor is the kind of thing the FBI would
want to know.” | assunme you agree with Director Way that
peopl e should informthe FBI if they learn of information
suggesting that a foreign governnent nay be attenpting to
interfere in our election?

M. Mffa. | agree.

M. Haskel | . | s that because it would -- it helps the
FBI investigate, potentially stop, election interference?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Haskell. According to the 1Greport, the foreign
of ficial who reported what Papadopoul os had told hi mwas not

awar e of who el se Papadopoul os had i nfornmed about Russia’s
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offer to the Trunp canpaign. So we know t hat Papadopoul os
was aware of it, but it wasn’t clear who else in the Trunp
canpai gn had that information as well.

This was one of the primary goals of the initial stages
of Crossfire Hurricane, as you said, to determ ne who el se
on the canpaign, if anyone, knew of Russia s offer to assi st
the Trunp canpaign; is that correct?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Haskel l. After a three-year investigation, the
Senate Intelligence Conmttee recently issued a bipartisan
report, and one of the findings in that bipartisan report,
al t hough they weren’t able to confirmexactly who
Papadopoul os spoke with, the conm ttee concl uded, quote.

“I't is inplausible that Papadopoul os did not share the offer
wi th other nmenbers of the Trunp canpaign.”

Do you have any evidence to dispute that finding?

M. Mffa. | don't know of any information and | can’t
speculate. | have no idea if he shared it with others.
M. Haskel l. Despite everything that we’ ve just

di scussed in ternms of the ongoing Russian interference
operation and then receiving information fromthe FFG and
everything around that, some have continued to express the
view that there was no there there, neaning no basis to

i nvestigate the Trunp canpaign’s ties to Russia. They nake

that argunent relying in part on the fact that Speci al

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

76

Counsel Mueller did not ultimtely charge anyone affiliated
with the Trunp canpaign with conspiring with Russia.

As a general matter, does the FBI require agents to
have an expectation that they wll find and be able to prove
wrongdoing in order to open a counterintelligence
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. Again, I'mnot a |awer or an operator, and
so I'’mnot qualified to in detail describe the expectation
for that kind of |egal sufficiency of the case. You
certainly do not have to have the answer to the case before
you open it. That’'s the point of the investigation.

M. Haskell . Understood. Let ne try to phrase it a
little bit differently, with conpl ete understandi ng that you
can’'t opine on the legal sufficiency question. |[If there was
a requirenent that before the FBI and you as an anal yst and
a supervisor of analysts could | ook into sonething, to open
and conduct an investigation, if there was a requirenent
that there be sone degree of certainty or, even |less so, a
hi gh expectation that a crinme would be charged at the end,
if that was a requirenent, would that inhibit the FBI’'s
ability to look into and potentially stop w ongdoi ng?

M. Mffa. Just to clarify, you re asking specifically
if certain know edge of prosecution was a requirenment before
even opening the case?

M . Haskel |l . Yes.
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M. Mffa. That’s what you re asking?

M. Haskell . Yes, or an extrenely high degree of
expectation that the result would be a crimnal charge.

M. Mffa. | can just say in general, the FBI opens
many cases in which crimnal prosecution is not necessarily
the end goal fromthe beginning.

M. Haskell . You told the 1G5 and | believe ny
col | eague quoted fromthis section of the report earlier,
that the initial investigative objective of Crossfire
Hurricane was to determ ne which individuals associated with
the Trunp canpai gn may have been in a position to have
received the alleged offer of assistance from Russi a.

And in August 2016, as was di scussed, the Crossfire
Hurri cane team opened i ndivi dual cases on Papadopoul os, on
Carter Page, on Paul Manafort, and on M chael Flynn. The
openi ng EC forei gn the Papadopoul os investigation noted that
the Trunp canpai gn may have advance know edge that Russi a
had stolen enails and planned to release themto harm
Hllary dinton, and said that Papadopoul os, quote, “nmade
statenents indicating that he is know edgeabl e that the
Russi ans nade a suggestion to the Trunp teamthat they could
assi st the Trunp canpaign with an anonynous rel ease of
i nformation during the canpaign that woul d be damagi ng to
the dinton canpaign.”

Coul d you explain why the statenents that Papadopoul os
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had made to the FFG made hi m specifically anpong the
i ndi vidual s that was concerning to the FBI?

M. Mffa. | think the fact that he is essentially the
one person nost known to be aware of this possible
suggestion bei ng nmade al one nmakes hi mworthy of being
i nvestigated for that know edge.

M. Haskell. Turning to Paul Manafort and the opening
EC for Manafort, it noted again that the Trunp canpai gn nmay
have had advance know edge that Russia had stolen emails,
pl anned to rel ease themto damage Hillary dinton, and said
that Manafort, quote, “was designated the del egate process
and convention nmanager for the Trunp canpai gn, was pronoted
t o canpai gn manager for the Trunp canpai gn, and had
extensive ties to pro-Russian entities of the Ukrainian
gover nnent.”

Now, | know you said nore generally earlier that
anal yst teans would | ook into people who had certain
characteristics in determ ning who to open an investigation
into. But can you just touch on specifically why the fact
t hat Manafort had been pronoted to canpai gn nmanager and had
extensive ties to pro-Russian entities of the Ukrainian
gover nnment woul d bear on picking sonebody |i ke Manafort?

M. Mffa. Again, not being responsible or nmy team
bei ng responsi ble for opening the case, | can't tell you to

what degree it bore on opening. But | can tell you, based
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on ny inpression of the facts, that his background and those
ties are the sort of thing we would find noteworthy from an
anal ytic perspective as suggesting sonebody possibly to be
in a greater position to receive that suggestion from Russia
t han soneone el se.

M. Haskell . Turning to Carter Page, that EC said
t hat Page was a senior foreign policy adviser for the
canpai gn, had extensive ties to various Russi an- owned
entities, and had traveled to Russia as recently as July
2016. It also stated that he was the subject of an ongoing
counterintelligence investigation assigned to the FBI's New
York field office.

Now, | imagi ne your answer is probably simlar for Page
as it was for Manafort. But to make sure | cover ny bases
here, why would the fact that Page was a senior policy
advi ser for the Trunp canpai gn, had extensive ties to
vari ous Russi an-owned entities, and had traveled to Russia
as recently as July 2016 make hima concern to the FBI?

M. Mffa. The exact sane answer. From our analytic
perspective, that kind of information, once known, woul d put
Page in that category of individual in our view who could
have greater potential for being in a position to receive
the sort of suggestion from Russia that the predication
di scussed.

M. Haskell. Sitting here today, do you believe it
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was reasonable for the FBI to be concerned that sone nmenbers
of the Trunp canpaign at that tine, whether it be
Papadopoul os, Manafort, Page, Flynn, Trunp hinsel f, anong
ot hers, may have had know edge of Russia’s el ection
interference activities?

M. Mffa. | think it’s reasonable, sitting here today
still, to investigate an allegation that Russia was
potentially providing a canpaign with infornmation that was

hel pful to them and harnful to another, yes.

(Pause.)

Ms. Sawyer. | just had a coupl e questions about a
segnent in the Special Counsel report. |It’s on page 13, the
| ast paragraph, and it says. “Fromits inception, the
office’ -- neaning the Special Counsel’s Ofice --

“recogni zed that its investigation could identify foreign
intelligence and counterintelligence information relevant to
the FBI’s broader national security mssion. FBlI personne
who assisted the office established procedures to identify
and convey such infornmation to the FBI. The FBI’s
Counterintelligence Division net wwth the office regularly
for that purpose for nost of the office’'s tenure.”

Were you aware of those neetings?

M. Mffa. | wasn’'t a part of the Counterintelligence
Division after the Special Counsel was stood up. So no, not

personal ly.
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Ms. Sawyer. It goes on to say -- SO you were not
awar e whet her those neetings ever took place, who was
i nvolved in those, what was conveyed?

M. Mffa. |’mnot, no.

Ms. Sawyer. It goes on to say. “For nore than the
past year, the FBI al so enbedded personnel at the office who
did not work on the Special Counsel’s investigation, but
whose purpose was to review the results of the investigation
and to send in witing summaries of foreign intelligence and
counterintelligence information to FBI Headquarters and FBI
field offices.”

Did you ever see any of those sumaries?

M. Mffa. Again, | wasn’'t in the Counterintelligence
Division after the Special Counsel stood up, so |I’m not
aware of how they shared information or what they shared.

Ms. Sawyer. And you don’t know who el se, if anyone,
ever received those sunmaries?

M. Mffa. | don't.

Ms. Sawyer. Are you aware of whether or not Speci al
Counsel Muel |l er undertook any investigation into the
counterintelligence concerns that nay have been rai sed by
contacts between individuals associated with the Trunp
canpai gn and Russi a?

M. Mffa. M know edge of what the Muieller team

investigated really stops at the handoff point for ne, which
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was the spring of 2017. So |I'm not aware of anything they
investigated, really, after that tinme.

Ms. Sawyer. During the tinme that you were invol ved
wth Crossfire Hurricane, was that -- would you have
characterized that as a counterintelligence investigation, a
crimnal investigation, both?

M. Mffa. | would consider it a counterintelligence
i nvestigation, but counterintelligence investigations,
certainly counter-espionage investigations, for exanple, can
very much have a crimnal elenent, a prosecutive elenent to
t hem

Ms. Sawyer. Going in, you don’t know whet her or not
that will be the case, what you' re going to find?

M. Mffa. Correct.

Ms. Sawyer. In this particular instance, did you ever
get the sense that soneone did have a predeterm ned result
in mnd and that they were trying to find the facts to fit

their predeterm ned narrative?

M. Mffa. No.

Ms. Sawyer. Thank you.

M. Haskell. That’s all we have for this round.
M. Sormers. Do you want to take a break?

M. Mffa. I'mfine if you guys want to just go.
M. Soners. Let’s take a break.

(Recess from11:18 a.m to 11:28 a.m)
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M. Sormers. I[t’s now 11:28 and we’l|l go back on the
record.

When we broke before, we were tal king about potenti al
FI SA coverage that wasn’t sought. Just two qui ck questions

on that. Was FI SA coverage ever considered for M chael

Fl ynn?
M. Mffa. | don't recall that specifically.
M. Soners. How about Paul Manafort?

M. Mffa. Again, | don't recall specific
conversations. It doesn’'t nean they didn’t happen. | just
don’t renenber.

M. Sormers. To your awareness, neither Paul Manafort

nor M chael Flynn were considered for FISA coverage?

M. Mffa. |I'’mnot saying that. |’msaying | don't
recall if they were.
M. Sormers. You don't recall.

Do you recall any discussion of whether to give the

Trunp canpai gn a defensive briefing?

M. Mffa. | don't recall a conversation about that,
ei t her.
M. Sormers. When did you first see any of the reports

t hat conprise what has becone known as the Steele dossier?
M. Mffa. | believe it was Septenber 2016.
M. Soners. You think you saw them basically at the

i nception of when they cane in?
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M. Mffa. Yes, absolutely. | didn’t know that that
was when.

M. Sormers. That was Septenber 19, 2016, is when the
| G report indicates that the teamfinally received the
reports. And you think you woul d have seen them ri ght
around that tine?

M. Mffa. Yes, relatively soon after that tinme. |
can’t tell you it was exactly on Septenber 19th.

M. Soners. Just to get you to comment on the
i nportance of sonmething. SSA-1 sent an enmail to Steele’s
handl i ng agent and others stating that. “Qur teamis very
interested in obtaining a source synbol, nunber/source
characterization statenent and specifics on veracity of past
reporting, notivations, |ast validation, how long on the
books, how nuch paid, etcetera.”

Wiy is that type of information inportant to be known
about a confidential human source?

M. Mffa. Again, there are operational considerations
with the source I won't conment on, because that’s not ny
hal f of the equation. From an anal ytic perspective, those
sorts of things |lend sone characterization to the
credibility and access of the source, and understandi ng that
hel ps you contextualize the reporting you' re getting from
t hat source.

M. Soners. What was your understanding of Steele’s
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credibility, reliability, in the early -- well, when you
received the informati on and goi ng forward?

M. Mffa. In Septenber 2019, ny understandi ng was
that Steel e had provided credible reporting previously that
had supported crimnal investigations and was, w thout
gi ving specific characterization, was generally of sone
reliability and past reporting history to the Bureau.

M. Sormers. Where were you gaining that
under st andi ng?

M. Mffa. | learned that fromny team fromthe
supervi sory intelligence anal yst.

M. Sormers. From t he anal yst side?

M. Mffa. Correct.

M. Baker. D d your team express any concern or did
you hear of any concern el sewhere in the Bureau about the
length of tinme it was taking the Christopher Steele

reporting to cone fromthe handling agent down to the teanf

M. Mffa. At the tine, | was not aware of any del ay
init reaching us. | just renmenber it being there in
Septenber. | learned about the path it traveled to get to

us, and | couldn’t recount it for you again today, fromthe
|G report. | wasn't aware of it at the tine.

M. Baker. So, being aware of it now, did you | ose any
advant age of not being able to exploit the information from

an anal ytical standpoint because of the delay?
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M. Mffa. | just couldn’'t say specifically, but we
certainly weren’t able to begin looking at it earlier
because we didn't get it until Septenber.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. From the anal ytical side, what was your
understandi ng of the efforts of the Crossfire Hurricane team
to corroborate -- well, let’s start, one, with just Steele
hinself as a reliable, credible person?

M. Mffa. Both the operational and anal ytical teans
spent time trying to understand who Steele was and what his
background was, but then also to the extent possible to try
to identify the source network that Steele | everaged to
acquire the information. That’'s really the gist of the
effort, is understanding him his reporting history, and
t hen what his sub-source network | ooked |ike.

M. Sormers. What type of things did anal ysts do or
did they, | should say, did they do to cone to those
under st andi ngs?

M. Mffa. Again, the sanme kind of research we
di scussed in the earlier session about references to Steele
and-or any of his sub-sources in the intelligence hol dings
of the FBI or the US. intelligence community, to include
even open source research to try to determ ne what was
publicly avail abl e about him

M. Soners. Then what about corroboration fromthe
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anal ysts’ side, specifically for the allegations in the
Steele reporting, not Steele hinself, but what the neat of
t he reporting?

M. Mffa. The Crossfire analytic team created
sonething that’s been referred to as “The Factrix,” but it’s
essentially a docunent whereby the teamtook the salient
facts contained within the Steele reporting and broke them
out in spreadsheet fashion, so that each could be
researched. Then as information and intelligence was gai ned
that could either corroborate, refute, or otherw se inform
t he understandi ng of each of those facts fromthe Steel e
reporting -- that was a living, breathing docunent that
never really was produced as a final docunent. It was a way
to capture and organi ze the understandi ng of the salient

facts fromthat reporting.

M. Sormers. Do you know when that docunent started?
M. Mffa. | don't know exactly when it started, no.
M. Sormers. Was it prior, do you know, prior to the

first Carter Page FI SA application?

M. Mffa. | couldn’t tell you. | don't recal
exactly when it began.

M. Sormers. But that was a docunent that you would
have had or had access to?

M. Mffa. |If |I had asked for it, | would have had

access to it. | was occasionally provided a copy of it.
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But the working-level team the supervisory intelligence
anal yst, the analyst team and then the operational team had
daily routine, any time they wanted it, access to it, yes.

M. Soners. From t hat docunent or just your general
recol | ection, what was the |level of corroboration of the
all egations in the Steele dossier?

M. Mffa. | can only speak to ny understandi ng as of
that nonent in time in the spring of 2017 when | left,
because again it’s a |living docunent. My hope and
assunption is it continued in a way and was conti nued to be
resear ched.

There was, |’'d say, factual corroboration of certain
facts within the Steele reporting, but those are not
necessarily facts that were substantial to the allegation or
the predication of Crossfire Hurricane. They are things
that were known that were accurately conveyed in the Steele
reporting. |’ mnot suggesting it was corroboration of
al l egations made in the Steele reporting.

M. Soners. And this is a docunent that was put
t oget her by both the agent side and the anal yst side?

M. Mffa. | think the docunent itself was primarily
created by the analytic side, but it’s in collaboration with
t he operational side. Information is being exchanged both
ways to informit. But | think the actual witing of the

docunent was done by the analytic team
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M. Sormers. Do you know if this docunent was prepared
in conjunction with the Wods process?

M. Mffa. | don't know anythi ng about its connection
to the Wods process. |I'mnot involved in -- | wasn't
involved init, so | couldn’t say.

M. Sormers. What was your understandi ng of who
Christopher Steele was in the fall of 20167

M. Mffa. | had very -- | had a very sort of
undet ai | ed understandi ng of that. But he was essentially a
former intelligence officer who ran a conpetitive business
intelligence firmand he essentially obtained information
from sub-sources for clients in exchange for noney. And
that was sort of the extent of ny know edge of himin the
fall.

M. Soners. What was your understanding in the fal
2016 about how Steele was collecting information that
appeared in the Steel e dossier?

M. Mffa. Again, in a rudinentary way | understood
that Steel e operated sub-sources of information with access
to details, and he collected that information fromthem and
consolidated it into reports, and those reports are what he
provided to his client.

M. Sormers. Was it your understanding that Steele
actually directly interacted with the sub-sources?

M. Mffa. | don't knowif | knew that in Septenber
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2016. |I'mnot sure | knew that.

M. Baker. Froman analyst’s standpoint, if you're
dealing with information being received by a network of sub-
sources, does that present any difficulty in what you do as
an analyst in verifying the information?

M. Mffa. Yes, | think it does. It increases the
conplexity of the work you have to do to understand the
reliability of that information, because while your source
hi msel f may be reliable and believe everything that he or
she is providing to you, if one of those sub-sources is
unreliable potentially your source could be genuinely
bel i eving they re giving you good information and it could
end up not being. So to ne it just fed the understanding |
had t hroughout this period that we had to have healthy
skepticismof this reporting and we needed to independently
try to verify and corroborate the facts within it.

M. Baker. Does that whole network with sub-sources,
does it ever create a situation where you as an anal yst, you
as the skeptic probing and trying to find truth or to be
able to validate credibility, are you ever just unable to do
it because of that network?

M. Mffa. Sure. | think there are definitely tines
where a piece of information that’s in reporting can’t be
i ndependently verified or -- a better way of saying it,

because you don’t want to say “never,” but has not been --
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there is no additional information to corroborate
i ndependently. That happens, sure. And | think the fact
that there’s nultiple sub-sources to ne increases the
chal | enge of that.

M. Baker. So when you hit that, for |lack of a better
term brick wall where you can’t independently validate the

i nformation, what do you do with the information? Do you

still use it in sone context? Do you throwit away? Do you
task other analysts to find -- to just keep digging?

M. Mffa. | think again, that’s why |I described this
Factrix as a living docunent. | don’t think you declare
it’s over and you shelve it. It stays alive as an open

guestion, and you're constantly attenpting, and your team
shoul d be, constantly attenpting to be aware of information
that could potentially corroborate that down the road. It
may be nonths later, it nay be years |later

But | also think -- and | feel like we did this in this
case - the analytic team can nake suggestions for the
operational teamto potentially conduct additiona
i nvestigations, potentially further identify sub-sources or
collect information about those sub-sources, that could in a
nore proactive way attenpt to close sone of those gaps.

So | think we did both. | think we kept open the
guestions around certain pieces of reporting we couldn’t

corroborate in that nonent; and | think we al so encouraged
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our operational counterparts to conduct additiona

i nvestigations and operations to nore proactively try to
probe into those areas. That’'s what | felt nmy team was
doi ng.

M. Baker. The operational counterparts, they would
know that, in a particular fact attributed to a sub-source,
that there is real problens in corroborating it. So they're
not running with that, not knowi ng that their anal yti cal
counterparts are having serious difficulty in verifying it?

M. Mffa. | can’t say that in every instance, but in
this instance |’ m absolutely confident that the operational
t eam associated with Crossfire Hurricane knew about this
docunent, had access to it, and at any nonent woul d know
sort of the state of corroboration of any of it, both from
the Factrix itself, but also because they' re in direct
access to the facts thenselves in the sane way ny anal ysts
are. |It’s not that ny anal ysts know sonet hing that they
dont. It just wasn’t that sort of environnent.

So in this situation, ny expectation would be that they
woul d have access to that, they would know what’s
corroborated and what isn’t, and they d act accordingly.

M. Baker. |If your analysts knew that your operational
counterparts were starting to nove forward on a
sophi sticated investigative technique, i.e., a FISA and

that sone of that sub-source information was going to be
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used that the anal ysts had not been able to verify or deep
dive on, would there be a hotline to say, whoa, you can't;
you have to hold off on this because we’'re not there yet?

M. Mffa. 1In a general sense, | would expect an
anal yst who’'s aware that a fact that hasn’t been
corroborated is being m scharacterized or msused to say
something, | think all FBI enpl oyees have an obligation to
say sonething in a situation |like that when they see it.

But | would distinguish between responsibility -- analysts
don't wite FISAs, they don’t approve it, they don’'t sign
off on Wods files, they don't create them It’'s really the
obligation of the agents and the operational personnel and

t he | egal personnel, who are building those FI SA packages
and they understand what facts are being used in howthey're
characterized, to ask the right questions.

So | guess I'mdrawi ng the distinction between, if
sonmeone was positively aware of a problemlike that I would
expect themto say something absolutely, but | don’'t believe
it’s the analyst’s role to be scrubbing those applications
for that kind of accuracy. That’'s just not the work that we
do.

M. Baker. But to your first part of that, where if
there was an issue you woul d expect the anal yst to be
proactive, to the best of your know edge in Crossfire

Hurricane if those situations presented thensel ves that
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responsibility that you believe the anal yst woul d have was
executed --

M. Mffa. |1’mjust not aware of a tinme when that
happened. Again, it’'s because of ny position in the case.
|’mnot there on the working level. So there could have
been a hundred conversations on any given day as that part
of it was being conducted. | just wouldn't be aware of
them so | can’t say. |I'mnot aware of it fromny |evel,

but that doesn’t nean it didn’'t happen.

M. Baker. Sure. In the last round, in response to
guestioni ng by our Denocratic coll eagues, | believe you said
sonmething to the effect -- and | think it was relating to
the friendly foreign governnent information -- | think you

said sonething to the effect that you wouldn’t trust info
comng froman outside source. | wanted you to clarify what
you neant by “source”? Is it just the origin of information
comng in or does it have the specialized | aw enforcenent
neani ng of a source?

M. Mffa. Well, it’s probably an inartful way of
describing it. | guess what I'mtrying to suggest is every
source has its own notivation and inherent reliability, and
you have to be aware of that. Nothing should be viewed as
essentially bulletproof or 100 percent.

So | think a friendly foreign governnment is nuch

further towards the scale of credible and reliable and | ess
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likely to be providing information for sone malicious
pur pose. But then other sources you maybe would put in a
different category than that; and your skepticismand your
desire to dig into the facts of that reporting shoul d adj ust
accordi ngly based on that understandi ng.

M. Baker. Wuld it be fair to say, using the anal ogy

you used, “to adjust accordingly,” would there from an
anal ytical standpoint, would there always be a degree of
skeptici smabout information comng in regardl ess of where
it’s comng fron?

M. Mffa. Yes. | don't knowif it’s a hard and fast
rule for every analyst, but it is ny rule. As an analyst, |
t hi nk you al ways have to have sone skepticism | think
that’s healthy. | think it fuels the inportant desire to
factually support any assessnent that you nmake as an
analyst. | think that’'s what we’re always | ooking to do, is
corroborate and build a factual body of evidence to
underscore our analytic assessnment of a situation or a
t hreat.

M. Baker. Are there ever situations where you or your
team as anal ysts and your skepticism healthy as it may be,
you get overrun by the operational side and skepticism
really isn't played out to the farthest point that it could
be to verify or not verify and the operational people run

wi th sonet hing despite your skepticisnf
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M. Mffa. Well, | wouldn’t necessarily say that
that’ s done outside the bounds of what’'s appropriate,
because | think we're hitting into that issue of what is
l egal ly sufficient for probable cause for a FISA. That may
be different than continuing analytic skepticismof the
solidity of reporting or with the reliability of a source.

| could absolutely see scenarios where to neet the
| egal requirenments the current state of something is
perfectly reasonable or appropriate to be used once it’s
been properly reviewed by the |legal side, but we still have
sonme skepticismabout it, as long as it’s characterized in a
way that neets that |egal sufficiency and PC standard. So |
think you can live in both worlds at the sane tine, | guess
is what |’ m saying.

So | would not expect and | have no exanples of an ops
si de purposely disregardi ng skepticismand shoehorning facts
into sonething in a way to get a FlI SA package. | have
nothing like that to suggest. But it doesn’t nean that
every analytic question is satisfied for sonmething to be
appropriate for use in a FISA if it neets that PC and | egal
standard, which again I’mnot the right person to ask about.

M. Baker. | think you ve explained this, but | want
to be clear. Even though the skepticismmght still
survive, the operational side has taken sonething and

continued with it, but there still may be sone skepticismin
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the analytical side. | think I understand you to say that
it’s aliving docunment, it's a living event. |Is that
skepticismstill being analyzed to see if it even di m nishes

further, stays the sanme, or, whoa, we’'re nore skeptical now
t han we were before?

M. Mffa. | think so. Wen | say “living,” | nmean it
not just in the terns of the docunent. |It’'s the effort to
understand the body of this reporting, to understand the
all egations and the facts involved. | guess when |’ m using
that term“living” I’"msaying that isn’t a static thing.

You don’t do that once and then set it aside. That’'s an
effort that is ongoing. Throughout an investigation you
shoul d be constantly reeval uating that based on infornation
that’s becom ng available later, that wasn’t avail abl e when
you started.

M. Baker. And if that constant reevaluation results
in nore skepticism the operational people are going to know
t hat ?

M. Mffa. They should know that, and in this case |I'd
be confident they did know.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Somers. Shoul d the skepticism have remai ned high
or at the appropriate |evel even though Christopher Steele
was a fornmer British intelligence officer?

M. Mffa. Yes.
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M. Sormers. Do you think it did remain high?

M. Mffa. It did for me. | believe it did for ny
anal ytic team yes.

M. Soners. Were you aware that Steele, for Steele’'s
el ection dossier, that he had a primary sub-source of

i nformati on?

M. Mffa. | am
M. Sormers. When did you beconme aware of that?
M. Mffa. | couldn’t tell you the exact tine frane.
| " m sorry.
M. Sormers. But was it at the outset or did you gain

t hat understanding later? Was it on you receiving the
dossi er?

M. Mffa. | wouldn’t say it was on day one of
receiving the dossier. At sone point, though, our
under standi ng grew of how he collected information. And
part of that understanding | recall was that there was a
pri mary sub-source.

M. Soners. Then you spoke about this sone, but |
think it was nore general than specific to Steele’s primary
sub-source, but what’'s the -- | think you said Steele could
be the nost reliable person in the world, but when he’s
rel ying on sub-sources their reliability matters, too; is
t hat correct?

M. Mffa. That's correct.
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M. Sormers. If Steele was relying on -- 1’11l just
read fromthe 1G5 s report so we’re both on the sane page
here. Wat |I’mthinking of, on page Roman v. of the IG
report it says. “Steele hinself was not the originating
source of any of the factual information in his reporting.
Steele instead relied on a primary sub-source for
i nformation, who used his/her network foreign sub-sources to
gather information that was then passed to Steele.”

Wul d the primary sub-source’s reliability and
credibility be pretty inportant in this situation?

M. Mffa. Yes, | would agree.

M. Sormers. So was identifying the primary sub-source
a big goal in the fall of 20167

M. Mffa. Yes, | would say it was. For the purposes
of understanding Steele and his reporting, identifying any
of the sub-sources was inportant.

M. Mffa. The primary sub-source, though, given that
he was the gatherer of information, did he stand above sone
foreign the other sources, sub-sources?

M. Mffa. | would say he was an inportant piece of
that, for sure.

M. Sormers. Did you becone aware when the FBI |ocated
and identified the prinmary sub-source? Wre you inforned,
basi cal | y?

M. Mffa. Yes.
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M. Soners. Once he was identified, did interview ng
the primary sub-source becone an inportant goal of the
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. Yes, | think an interview of the primary
sub-source was inportant.

M. Sormers. Was the interview of the primary sub-
source sonet hing that was di scussed anongst the Crossfire
Hurricane team or was this |like a big secret that this guy
was identified and was going to be interviewed?

M. Mffa. No, it was discussed anpbngst our team

M. Sormers. Do you recall who it was di scussed anong?
M. Mffa. |1’'d have to nane specific nenbers of the

t eam
M. Soners. How about above -- was it discussed with

-- was Pete Strzok involved in those conversations?

M. Mffa. He woul d be.

M. Somers. Bill Priestap?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Soners. Andy M Cabe?

M. Mffa. | couldn’'t say. | can't recall.

M. Soners. You can’t recall whether he was in a

neeti ng where this was di scussed?
M. Mffa. | just don't recall specifically.
M. Soners. Was the unit chief in the general

counsel’s office aware the primary sub-source was
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i ntervi ewed?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Sormers. Do you know i f the General Counsel, Jim
Baker, was aware?

M. Mffa. For MCabe and the General Counsel, | just
don’t recall. At sone point, they for sure would have been
aware. | can’t tell you when, like within the tinme frane of
that interview, before, during, after. | don't know when
t hey becane aware. They would have ultimately becone awar e,
t hough, yes.

M. Soners. What about the Director, Coney?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Sormers. What were you -- you knew about the
interview before the interview happened?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Sormers. What were you told about the interview
after it occurred?

M. Mffa. | received a summation of the interview
hi gh points and nore or less it was briefed to ne by the
supervisory intelligence anal yst.

M. Soners. Was that a witten summation?

M. Mffa. It was a witten summation, but then |
recei ved an oral readout of it as well.

M. Soners. Did you ever review any of the 302s of

the i ntervi ew?
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M. Mffa. | don't recall review ng the 302s
specifically, no.

M. Soners. Do you recall reviewing -- the 302s were
then conbined into a 57-page-1ong docunent. Do you recal
review ng that?

M. Mffa. | don't recall review ng that, no.

M. Sormers. Do you recall whether that was sent to
you and you didn’t reviewit or you just have no --

M. Mffa. It’s possible it was sent to nme, but |

didn't reviewit.

M. Sormers. "1l give you the benefit of reading it
before | ask you the question. “Senior CD officials
overseeing the Crossfire Hurricane” -- this is fromthe IG
report -- “the Crossfire Hurricane investigation, including
Priestap, Strzok, the intel section chief” -- which is you -

“and CD DAD Jennifer Boone, told us that they did not
recall being advised that the information fromthe primary
sub-source significantly differed fromthe information in
Steele’ s reporting.”

s that still your testinony?

M. Mffa. Yes, that’s accurate.

M. Sormers. So what was the gist of what you were
told, then?

M. Mffa. Again just trying to renenber back four or

five years, generally | believe we received sone additional
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i nsi ght about the sub-source network beneath that primary
sub-source that was hel pful in further identifying those
sub-sources. Beyond that, at this point | just couldn’t
tell you what | recall about the overview of the briefing.
Sonme of the adm nistrative details about how it was done,
that sort of thing, but that’s it. | just don't recall the
speci fi cs.

M. Baker. As you learned information, either then or
i n hindsight fromother reporting, about what this interview
with the primary sub-source resulted, what did that do to
what ever your | evel of skepticismon Christopher Steele was?

M. Mffa. | think a better way of putting it for ne
is it redoubled what in ny m nd should have been i ncreased
enphasi s on operationally and investigatively pursuing that
sub-source network to generate further corroboration or an
ability to refute the reliability of it.

M. Baker. Increased enphasis on pursuing that
net wor k?

M. Mffa. Inny mnd, | felt |like that was an
increasingly inportant step as we | earned nore. And
frankly, by identifying nore of that sub-source network that
sort of investigation and operation becane possible, because
we knew who those individuals were.

M. Baker. But you had that concern before the network

was identified?
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M. Mffa. W had that concern before the network was
identified, but it was hard to do that if you didn’'t know
who the people were. And | think as tine went on and post
sub-source interview we had a better sense of who those
people within that sub-source network were, and | had a
personal belief that we should in a greater way
operationally investigatively work to target and |l earn nore
about those sub-sources.

M. Baker. D d you express that belief to anyone on
t he operations side?

M. Mffa. | did.

M. Baker. Who did you express it to?

M. Mffa. AD Priestap, DAD Boone, nenbers of the
operational team | would imagine M. Strzok. | can't tell
you beyond that. | just know those people for sure.

M. Baker. \Wat was their response to your concerns?

M. Mffa. | felt at certain points -- | certainly
bel i eve they heard ne. | don't know that | saw the sort of
strategic change in direction of sone of the investigation
to the degree | woul d have want ed.

M. Sormers. But the context that you re tal king about
here, as you just said, you weren't aware of the
i nconsi stency between --

M. Mffa. No.

M. Soners. -- the primary sub-source and Steele’s
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reporting?

M. Mffa. | wasn't.

M. Sormers. So your focus com ng out of what you're
told about the interviewis. Hey, we’'ve |earned about nore
sub-sources; let’s go investigate those sub-sources?

M. Mffa. Yes. To ne, right, | have a preexisting
skepticismof all of it. Froman analytic perspective, we
have certain intelligence gaps we want answered, and that’s
ki nd of where ny focus was. Since | didn’t approve, wite,
authorize -- | actually don’t even know what facts are in
the FISA -- I"mnot thinking about how it relates to changes
in accuracy for what mght be used in a FISA. For ne the
focus here is really just further understanding the sub-
source network, its reliability, and what that tells us
about answers to our intelligence gaps. That’'s ny focus,
and that’s because of ny role.

M. Sormers. Do you recall if you were told that the
primary sub-source was truthful and cooperative?

M. Mffa. | don't recall hearing that specifically.

M. Soners. Just for a little nore context here just
so we’'re on the sane page about what the 1G report found, on
page 188 of the 1G report one of the Washington Field Ofice
agents that interviewed the primary sub-source canme back
with this information that he reported to the | G eventually.

According to that agent, Steele’'s -- what the primary sub-
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source told him “Steele’s primary sub-source was gi ving
Steele informati on that was based on conversation with
friends over beers; that the primary sub-source
characterized information he gave Steele as word of nouth
and hearsay; that his primary sub-source told the FBI that

the informati on was intended to be taken with, quote, ‘a
grain of salt’; and that the corroboration was zero.”

Wth statenments |ike that, would your focus nmaybe have
been different than figuring out who the sub-sources were?

M. Mffa. | still think -- | still think, given the
all egations in that reporting, the context of the nonment and
t he environnent and what’s happening, we still have to
pur sue that.

M. Soners. Do you think you should have been told
information |ike that, though?

M. Mffa. | don't know what benefit ne knowing it
necessarily woul d have had, given that ny perspective is we
shoul d be aggressively investigating all the sub-sources and
Steele to be able to i ndependently corroborate the facts.

It doesn’t change that stance in ny m nd.

It’s a totally separate question for separate people
about how that information would then inpact things |like
FI SA applications. Fromny chair, nmy belief is the sane
whet her | hear that or not.

M. Soners. What about the other chairs in the chain
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-- Strzok, Priestap, and up? Should they have been nade
aware of the significant discrepancies between the primary
sub-source’s interview and what Steele was reporting?

B Sorry. Are you asking his opinion about that
or are you asking hima policy question?

M. Sormers. I’ masking his opinion. He just said he
didn’t think he needed to know. |’ m asking hi mwhether he
t hi nks ot hers shoul d have known.

M. Mffa. | think to the extent that that information
provided a problemfor things |like a FISA application, |
think it should have been known. But | can't tell you
whether it was or not. | just don't know | don't know the
knowl edge of the people on the operational side of that
i nformati on.

M. Soners. But you do think it should have been?

M. Mffa. | think as an FBI enpl oyee you should be
conscious of anything that is inaccurate that’s going into a
| egal docunent, period.

M. Baker. Are you famliar wth other cases -- forget
Crossfire Hurricane -- where that information woul d have
been hot-lined or conveyed to the people that M. Soners
just identified?

M. Mffa. |’mnot sure | understand the question.
Sorry.

M. Baker. You indicate it should be in your view
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Are you famliar with other cases where conflicting
i nformati on was sent up the proper chain?

M. Mffa. No, I'’'mnot aware of other cases. And in
this case the operational teamhad this information. They
had it in their possession. So | don't believe it’s a
matter of it needing to be hot-lined anywhere. They
collected it and had it.

M. Sormers. Did you becone aware that the prinmary
sub-source was actually a contract enpl oyee of Obis,
Steel e’ s business intelligence firnf

M. Mffa. | don't know that | know that.

M. Sormers. Were you aware the primary sub-source was

a U S. -based person?

M. Mffa. | don't know that | know they were U. S. -
based. | know there was -- | know at one point that person
was in the United States. | don't know that | could tell

you | knew that they were here permanently.

M. Sormers. Were you under the inpression that they
were based in Russia?

M. Mffa. No. [|’mnot under any inpression. | don't
know that | knew exactly where they were based, or | don't
recall knowi ng exactly where they were based.

M. Baker. | want to back up just a second. You had
indicated in your desire to have sonme push or sone priority

given to identifying the sub-source network, you had
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expressed your concerns, | believe, to AD Priestap, | think
you said Jenni fer Boone, and sone others. | got the

i npression that your nmessage was received kind of coolly.
|s that a m sinpression on ny part?

M. Mffa. | don't know that |1'd say coolly. | think
you' d have to ask our operational team why they believed
their priority for any given investigative or operational
action was. | didn't see a trenendous refocusing of
operational effort overseas towards identifying sone of
t hose sub-sources, and that’'s sonething | thought was of
val ue.

That’s a difference of opinion and those sorts of
t hi ngs happen in these cases. That was ny perspective.

They nmay have had very good operational investigative
reasons not to make that adjustnent. That’'s ny perspective.

M. Soners. If it was of value, if you had known this
i nformation about the discrepancy between the primary sub-
source and Steele, would it becone of even nore value to

eval uate the sub-sources at that point?

M. Mffa. | think for ne there’s just a consistent
need to do it. | don't know that that information changes
my opinion about it. | think the information and the

allegations in it are inportant, they' re inportant in the
nmoment of the 2016 el ections, and we should -- and agai n,

sonme of this is the luxury of being an analyst. |It’'s easy
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for me to say “You should go over there and try to find us
the answer to these questions.” |’mnot the one who has to
then plan and resource and determne the legal ability of
the Bureau to do that.

So I’ m speaki ng from sonewhat of an advantaged position
and saying. | have this skepticismof the reporting; 1'd
like to know nore, as nuch as humanly possi bl e, about the
sub-sources to answer these intelligence gaps. And I
bel i eved the answers |aid overseas with sonme of these sub-
source actors and | desired personally for the operations of
the Bureau to turn sonme attention that way. That’'s again
the privilege of nmy position, not having to then effect that
operationally.

M. Baker. Were your concerns given to the executives
in a group setting? D d you neet with themindividually at
some tine?

M. Mffa. There were just a nunber of conversations,
|’d say in both settings. W had a nunber of group neetings
where ny teamwas providing information that | felt
suggest ed overseas targets, for exanple, that we thought
could help further resolve sone of the questions, not just

about Steele, but about the Russian election issue in

gener al
So that was conveyed in group settings. It was
conveyed in individual conversations. | couldn't tell you
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exactly how many or when. But | felt like |I was pretty
cl ear about ny position on that.

M. Baker. Let’s just focus at the top of the pyramd.

|f you can recall, what was M. Priestap response to your
concerns?
M. Mffa. | can’t recall specifically. Bill | would

say fostered an environnent, though, where we felt pretty
free to express ourselves. So | never felt like | couldn't
render that opinion. And | felt like it was heard. For
what ever reason, ny personal belief is that sort of nore
focused adjustnent in that direction just didn't occur. But
| don't know what his personal thoughts were on ny opinion
about it.

M. Soners. Wul d he have had to approve an
adjustnent? |’mjust trying to understand the chain here.
There’s sone indications that, in the G report, that SSA-1
and the supervisory intel analyst could do tasking and
figure things out like this. But you' re indicating that
this came up in neetings wiwth AD Priestap, so |I'mtrying to
understand, for what you' re tal king about, shifting sone
nore resources, operations overseas to |ook at these sub-
source, for instance, who would have had to say yes to that?

M. Mffa. |’mhaving conversations with the people I
named because at ny level |I’mnot necessarily talking to the

wor ki ng-1 evel investigative team But that kind of change
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absolutely could have started at the |lower level, at the SSA
level. It would have been known then to the higher |evel,

t he executive managenent in the division; and if they didn't
support it, obviously they d have a chance to suggest
otherwise. But it doesn’'t preclude those | ower worKking-

| evel s from nmaki ng that change.

M. Sormers. Were those | ower working-levels, or at
| east SSA-1 and the supervisory intel analyst, were they in
t hese neetings where you were expressing these opinions?

M. Mffa. W' re mxing tine periods a little bit
here. There's the pre-election period and the post-el ection
period. Wat |’ m suggesting | would cabin in ny mnd nore
to the post-election period, where there’ s different
operational personnel in place on the Crossfire team

M. Soners. But are those operational personnel --
whi chever supervisory special agent at that point in tine
was in charge of the operational side and whi chever anal yst
was in charge of the analytical side, were they in these
neeti ngs that we’re di scussing?

M. Mffa. Yes. Sone of the neetings that |I’'m
t hi nki ng of, these group neetings we were having, they were
absol utely present, yes.

M. Baker. Did you get any frustration expressed by
t he anal ysts underneath you that there hadn’'t been this

change of focus?
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M. Mffa. | don't recall that. To ne, this was nore
nme, at sort of a nore strategic executive |level, sort of
expressing that concern. | can't recall if the individual
anal ysts shared that wth ne.

M. Soners. Do you recall -- the primary sub-source
is interviewed for three days in January. He’'s interviewed
again in March, and | believe again in April, or it could
have been May. But anyhow, he’s interviewed two additional
times. Do you recall why the need to continue to interview
hi m about the sanme subject?

M. Mffa. | don't recall the reason for that, no.

M. Sormers. Backing up, | think we got into the how.
| think we discussed the how the Steele reporting was
coll ected through a primary sub-source. Wat was your
understanding, let’'s say start pre-election, and we can go
post-election after that -- what’s your understandi ng of the
why Steel e was doi ng what he was doing? W’Il start pre-
el ection.

M. Mffa. Pre-election, ny understanding at that tine
period was that a client had hired himto coll ect
essentially opposition research. M recollection of that
time is we didn't know who that client was. Then in the
course of collecting that opposition research, Steele
recogni zed the allegations laid out wwthin it about Russian

activity and then decided to provide that to the Bureau.
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M. Sormers. When did you learn who the ultimte
client was?

M. Mffa. To this day, I’mnot entirely clear on who
the client was and when. Just at the tine | certainly
wasn't clear on it; and even now, four or five years |later,
| know that sone understandi ng of that devel oped over tine,
but I would do a bad job of relaying it right now.

M. Sormers. There’s a footnote in the |G report about
regardi ng i nformati on about who Steele’'s client was. There
was sone information received on August 2, 2016, according
to the G report, about who Steele’s client was. |'IIl just
read this. This is footnote 223 on page 98. It says:

“An FBI agent from another FBI field office sent an
email to his supervisor stating that he had recently been
contacted by a fornmer CHS who was contacted recently by a
col | eague who runs an investigative firm The firm had been
hired by two entities, the Denocratic National Conmttee as
wel | as anot her individual not naned, to explore Donald J.
Trunp’s longstanding ties to Russian entities.”

That investigative firmis Fusion GPS. That’'s an enil
on August 2nd. Then the I G report goes on to say that:

“On or about August 2, 2016, this information was
shared by a CD supervisor with the section chief of CD s
Counterintelligence Analysis Section 1 intel section chief”

-- that being you. So I'll start the sentence over and |’|
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just substitute that out. “On or about August 2, 2016, this
i nformati on was shared with you, who then provided it that
day to nmenbers of the Crossfire Hurricane team then-section
chief Peter Strzok, SSA-1, and the supervisory intel

anal yst.”

Do you have any recollection of this enmail chain?

M. Mffa. | don’t have a recollection of the emai
chain, but it predates getting the Steele reporting. So at
the tinme, the context of receiving it would have been really
different. So I did exactly what | woul d have done today,
which is forward it on to the operational side.

M. Sormers. The connection just wasn’'t nade because
of the tinme frame?

M. Mffa. For ne personally, ny job is not to nmake
t he connection. It’'s to send it to the teamto |ook into,
and that’s what | did. But ny understanding is that at the
time that email’s comng we, we CD, we don’t even have the
Steele reports yet.

M. Soners. And you just don’t recall the connection
bei ng made after, at a |l ater date?

M. Mffa. | don't recall. It may have been. | just

don’t recall

M. Soners. But you do recall sending the email on?
M. Mffa. | don’t.
M. Soners. I think you testified to this earlier,
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but you, anong others, including Strzok and Priestap, told
the IGthat you did not play a role in the preparation or
approval of the Carter Page FI SA application. That’'s
correct?

M. Mffa. That’'s correct.

M. Sormers. Did you supervise individuals who pl ayed
a role in the preparation or approval of the Carter Page
FI SA application?

M. Mffa. No. The characterization of that | think I
provi ded previously as well. M analytic teamis enbedded
with that operational team |If that team needed i nformation
to support the FISA, they could have at any point been
asking or working with ny analysts. But my analytic team
doesn’t have any formal role in the preparation or
aut hori zation or review of the FISA

M. Sormers. Do you know i f your analytical, if anyone
on your analytical teamactually reviewed the FISA though
before it was submtted? O is that totally --

M. Mffa. M recollection is that the supervisory
intelligence anal yst woul d have reviewed the FI SA. But |
don't know the degree of detail and | don't know for what
pur pose.

M. Sormers. Just in your general know edge of FI SA,
the FI SA process, from being the anal yst actually, if you're

given a FISA or parts of a FISA and there’s sonet hi ng wong
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that you see froman anal ytical perspective, is it your
obligation to raise that?

M. Mffa. | would have the expectation that one of ny
anal ysts would raise it, yes.

M. Soners. Have you ever in any context raised an
obj ection to sonething you saw in a Fl SA?

M. Mffa. | couldn’'t tell you specifically, just
given the nunber of FISAs | worked on and the length of tine
since | worked on them But | certainly would have had that
expectation for nyself as a working-Ilevel analyst as well.

M. Sormers. | guess |I'masking sort of a relationship
guestion between. It seens to nme, just reading the process,
you have the case agent and supervisory special agent 1 who,
at least for the first Carter Page FISA application, seened
to be the primary FBI agents involved init. And it’s then
passed off to a headquarters program manager. So they're
kind of on that side of it.

What’s the relationship, though, if an anal yst says
“Hey, guys, | see a problemwth paragraph 15 of the FI SA
application”? |Is that a confortable role for an analyst to
be in or is that an unconfortable spot?

M. Mffa. | don’t think that’s unconfortable at all
Honestly, | think the Bureau culture is such that there is
t hat expectation that if you see sonething that's

fundanental |y i naccurate and you' re aware of it, you can

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

118

feel confortable to bring that up to really anybody w thin

the chain of preparation for the FISA

OGC attorney, it

squad supervi sor.

So it could be an

could be the case agent, it could be the

| believe for this case specifically, | believe the

conmmuni cation culture around that team was such that

don’ t

have any belief that any of the anal ysts would have had a

fear of raising a concern if they noticed it.

M. Somers.

fear generally around the team of

M. Mffa.

M. Soners.

Do you think there was any culture of

| don’t.

rai sing issues,

concerns?

You woul dn’t have gotten sl apped down if

you said “Hey, this is wong”?

M. Mffa.

that sort of sense at all. In fact, | talked to them

frequently about

No. Certainly ny team| don't believe had

concerns they had and | felt like it was a

really open conversation. So | just don’'t have that

i mpression frommy perspective.

M. Soners.
resul ts?

M. Moffa.

M. Soners.

M. Moffa.
certain results,

conpr ehensi vel y,

Trustpoint.One Alderson

There wasn’'t a pressure to obtain certain

No.

From your perspective?

Not any specific result. In ternms of

it was to investigate this well

and

but not to achieve a certain end of the
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i nvestigation necessarily.

M. Sormers. Was there a lot of pressure to get the
FI SA application on Carter Page submtted?

M. Mffa. Again, | don't think |I can speak to that,
just because fromny half of the investigation that’s not --
that just wasn’t our focus. Qur job was, once that FISA
becane avail able and the material was avail able, ny anal ysts
needed to review it for answers to those intelligence gaps.
But getting it part of it is the operational side's concern.
So | just can’t speak to pressure about that.

M. Sormers. Did you have any awareness that Carter
Page had a previous relationship with another governnent
intelligence agency?

M. Mffa. | did not.

M. Baker. Are you aware -- you just tal ked about this
a second ago. Are you aware of anybody either on your team
or on the operational team | eaving Crossfire Hurricane team
out of frustration or when their 90 days was up they said
“Enough; |1’ mout of here”?

M. Mffa. No. | don’'t believe anybody on ny team
left, but I don’t necessarily have as nmuch insight into the
operational side. So not to ny know edge.

M. Sormers. I’"mgoing to switch to a couple nore
topics here in our remaining about 15 mnutes we’ve got in

this round. One thing that’'s nentioned a fewtines in the
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|G report -- 1’1l just read it to you. “Miltiple wtnesses
told the O Gthat they were very concerned about preventing
| eaks regarding the nature and existence of the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation. Priestap said that, in an effort
to prevent |eaks, the investigation teamwas kept to a snal
group to try to control information fromgetting out.”

Is leaking in general a problemat the FBI?

M. Mffa. | don’t believe |leaking in general is a
problemat the FBI. | do think |eaks when they happen are

harnful to investigations.

M. Sormers. Then as a result of trying to prevent
these leaks, | think it’s pretty clear in the 1Greport --
and you can certainly disagree with ne if you do -- that

that’s why the case was sort of consolidated at
headquarters. |[Is that your understandi ng of why
headquarters ran it instead of, for instance, Washi ngton
Field or a different field office?

M. Mffa. | think one of the factors in nmy mnd of
why the choice -- again, | didn't make this choice, but why
the choice -- was nade to run it at headquarters would be
operational security.

M. Somers. But it did present challenges, | think
the 1Greport indicates, to run it out of headquarters
instead of running it out of the field; is that correct?

M. Mffa. You d have to speak to the operational side
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about that, about what specifically the chall enges were.

M. Sormers. What about fromthe anal ytical side?

M. Mffa. Fromthe analytical side, | don’t believe
it really presented any challenges. | was using ny Russia
expert analysts to work on a Russia case. It’s not that
different than our investigative support to other cases.

M. Sormers. Except to the extent naybe they coul dn’t
-- and you can disagree with ne -- but to the extent that
maybe they didn't get as nuch to analyze or as quickly to
anal yze. The operational concerns -- and |I’'ll back up and
ask you the question again, but according to the |IG report
running it out of headquarters presented nultiple
chal | enges, such as difficulties in obtaining needed
I nvestigative resources, including surveillance teans,
el ectroni c evidence storage, technically trained agents, and
ot her investigative assets standard in field offices to
support investigations.

Qobviously, that's all at the operational side. But you
do get the product that is the result of all those
investigative techniques. Did that present any chall enges
that you weren’'t getting product?

M. Mffa. Look, |I think at the end of the day our
obligation was if there was information avail able and our
anal ytic teamneeded to reviewit we would reviewit. And

if there was nore, we woul d have revi ewed nore. | f there
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was | ess, we woul d have revi ewed | ess.

| think the challenge of the collection side of it, I'd
really have to leave it to ny operational counterparts to
di scuss how it being t headquarters inpacted that.

M. Soners. Anot her subject. Do you recall attending
a nmeeting on August 10, 2016, at the White House with the
chief of staff and the President?

M. Mffa. Wat year?

M. Soners. August 10, 2016.

M. Mffa. No, | don't recall attending that at all.

M. Sormers. Swi tching subjects again. The
intelligence conmunity assessnent of the 2016 el ection, do

you recall working on that?

M. Mffa. | do.
M. Soners. What was your rol e?
M. Mffa. Again, I'min that executive anal yst

manager role. So in some respects | aminterfacing with the
intelligence community at nmy level. Then |’ m managi ng,
again, analysts who are actually sitting on the drafting
team of that assessnent and an SI A who' s nmanagi ng those
anal yst s.

M. Baker. What’'s an S| A?

M. Mffa. Supervisory intelligence analyst.

M. Soners. Is that the sane supervisory intelligence

anal yst that was al so doing the Crossfire Hurricane
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i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. It is.

M. Soners. But he was also involved in this
intelligence community assessnent?

M. Mffa. He was.

M. Sormers. Was the main thrust of that getting sone

version of the Steele reporting included in the ICA; is that

correct?
M. Mffa. |'msorry?
M. Somers. Was the main effort that you were

involved in with regards to the intelligence community
assessnent, was that getting the Steele reporting --

M. Mffa. | wouldn't describe that as the main thrust
of ny effort at all. Again, this to ne speaks to the
broader Russian el ection issue that ny anal ysts were al so
supporting, ny other analysts, | IIGTGGGGEEEEEEE

The ICA as | understand it was a directive fromthe
Presi dent to have the key intel agencies push as much
mat eri al about the election threat and what happened into
the mddle of the table for a joint teamto review that
mat eri al and publish as conprehensive an assessnent as
possi bl e as to what happened there. So there’s nuch nore
that went into that fromthe Bureau’s end than just the
Steele reporting. Wether it included the Steele reporting

is kind of a subset of what | had to hel p manage as we wote
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that | CA, but there’s much nore that | was involved in on
t he broader assessnent.

M. Baker. As far as M. Soners is asking about the
Steele reporting, were there issues in where in the report
to put the Steele information?

M. Mffa. There was a |ot of discussion about it. |
felt it should be at | east provided into the drafting team
because | felt like the directive was to be inclusive in
terns of what we provided. The debate with the drafting
team of the other agency was really where and how could it
be reflected, and ultimately it was included in an appendi X,
and the FBI supported that ultimately. But | think there
was sonme back and forth about it.

M. Baker. Before the back and forth and ultinmately
agreeing to put it in the appendi x, what were the concerns
of putting it in the appendi x versus the nmain body of the
report?

M. Mffa. For us, | think initially we wanted it at
| east considered to be included in the body, but properly
characterized, |ike other reporting. | think part of it in
my mnd was we weren’t necessarily taking other agencies’
intelligence and putting it through the same winger of
deciding does it go in an appendix or not. So we were sort
of being questioned on that and felt the need to at |east

discuss it with the other agency.
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But then ultimately, | was fine with it going in the
appendix. | felt like we nmet the spirit of what the
Presi dent had asked us to do, which was to provide what we
had and then to capture that in the right way, the right
context. @Gven the nature of the reporting, having it set
off, to ne | have no concerns about where it ended up.

M. Baker. Was it conmmon for the other agency in
simlar situations to decide where Bureau intelligence would
go in such a report?

M. Mffa. | don't know. | haven't witten or been
involved in the witing of many joint products at this scale
with that other agency. But | felt like that -- | felt |ike
t hat debate -- well, | felt like at the time, | felt like
t hat debate had to happen. Then, like | said, sitting here
t oday and back then, | was fine with how it ended up.

If it had been excluded | would have had a problemw th
it, I think, because | felt like that didn't nmeet the spirit
of what the President had asked us to do with that paper.

M. Baker. So it touches the base and the spirit of
what the President wanted, but it also sounds to ne |ike the
fact it was put in the appendix for all the reasons that
maybe in the appendi x doesn’t highlight it the way it
shoul d, it sounds |ike this other agency nmaybe had the sane
degree of skepticismthat you had and put it where they felt

it should be?
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M. Mffa. | don’t think that’s an unfair
characterization, in that the other agency viewed it with
skepticismand we tal ked about. | did as well. \Wat I
didn't want to do and what | didn’'t want it to be perceived
as is we’'re burying it or otherw se excluding it fromview.
To me, | thought it was inportant, again given the nature of
what | believed the assignnent was, that it’s put out in the
open. It just has to be characterized and positioned the
right way so that the credibility of it isn't
over enphasi zed.

| think we ended up, | believe, in a good conprom se
there, where it ended up in the appendix in a way that is
not invisible. It’'s inthere in a way that | felt was
consistent wwth what the directive of the paper was.

But the debate over that is not an uncommon anal ytic
debate over how things are phrased, positioned, in a paper
like that, an inportant paper.

M. Soners. What did you make -- | think it indicates
inthe IGreport, and | think we don’'t have to say “the
ot her agency”; it says “the CIA” inthe IGreport. “The
intel section chief stated that the CIA viewed it as, quote,

‘“Internet runor.’” Do you know where the ClI A was getting
that, that take on it, fronf
M. Mffa. No. | think there are certain aspects of

the Steele reporting that are potentially viewed as nore
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sal aci ous than others. So the point | was trying to nake in
that nonment to the other agency is not everything in that
reporting has to do with that sort of salacious side of it.
So sonme of our discussion was about are there el enments of
this that are consistent with other intelligence,
understandi ng that there are other elenents of it which are
not corroborated with other intelligence and could be viewed
as Internet runor.

| think what |'msaying there is at first glance |
think they waved a wand over all of it and suggested it was
I nternet runor, and | was suggesting a kind of nore nuanced
view of .  You can’t necessarily | ook at every single piece
of it in the sane light. Sonme of it may be, but sone of it
maybe isn’'t, and we shoul d eval uate that.

That’ s what | believe ended up happening in the
appendi x, if you look at it.

M. Somers. But it was still, even the appendix or
t he characterization that was included in the | CA was that
it was -- the reference was to it being, quote, “limted
corroboration” of Steele’s reporting. So you re not saying
it was any nore than corroborated in a very limted way?

M. Mffa. No, that’'s exactly what |'’msaying. [|’'m
saying that there are limted facts within the full body of
that reporting, and I’ m not suggesting those facts are the

sanme facts that are necessarily the nore sal aci ous
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al l egations contained within it. But it would be inaccurate
to say that it’s conpletely uncorroborated. But there's
limted corroboration. And that’'s -- if you read the
appendi x, that’'s actually what it says. It lays that out

wi th sone factual support.

M. Sormers. It also says in the G report on 179 that
you said that the corroboration of certain facts, as well as
the thrust of the reporting regarding Russia’'s actions to
di srupt the election and caused discord in the western
alliance, that was part of the corroboration. 1Isn’t that
kind of generally known, that Russia wants to cause di scord
in the western alliance? Does that actually corroborate
Steel e reporting?

M. Mffa. The point of that statenment in ny mnd is
there is independent intelligence that is generally
consistent with what Steele reported related to the broader
Russi an el ection issue. So what you can’t say is it’s
conpl etely unsupported and uncorroborated in other
intelligence. There is sone corroboration.

Again, |I’mnot necessarily referring to any of the sort
of nore specific allegations in it that have not been
corroborated, because, renenber, the ICA is nuch broader
than Crossfire Hurricane-related. [It’s about Russia,
Russia's attenpts to influence the election. |If you | ook at

the full body of the Steele reporting, sone of that
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information is consistent wwth other information in the
intelligence community. And that’s what the appendi x sai d.

M. Soners. Is this the first election that Russia
has tried to disrupt?

M. Mffa. It is not.

M. Soners. Is this the first time that Russia has
tried to cause discord in the western alliance?

M. Mffa. | don't know that | could say that, but |
know it's not the first election that Russia has targeted.

M. Somers. |"ve only got about two m nutes here. |
think it’s probably better for us just to break now instead
of trying to jam sonething in here.

M. Baker. | can take just one mnute --

M. Soners. Go ahead.

M. Baker. -- to just clean sonething up. W talked
earlier, way earlier, about sone of the different things
that the anal ytical part of the Bureau does. But we didn't
specifically talk about this. Wuld one of the things that

an anal ytical person, an analyst or an analytical unit,

coul d prepare or help prepare, would be used for formulating

tal king points for briefings specifically to a Congressi onal
conm ttee?

M. Mffa. | can’t say that's a formal defined role,
but | could certainly see a scenario where that could

happen, sure.
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M. Baker. Wat would -- hypothetically, what woul d
their role in formulating such tal king points be?

M. Mffa. | think the reason |I'’msaying | think I
could see themdoing it is analysts are generally very good
witers. | think they're trained to take vol unes of
i nformation and succinctly get to the point. | think that’s
kind of what you're doing with talking points. You're
taki ng a body of information and you're trying to pull out
the nost inportant points, characterize it the right way,
and wite it up. That’s what | could see an anal yst doing
in that scenario, is kind of getting a solid witten product
t hat soneone could use for their testinony.

M. Baker. And even if it’s not the analyst preparing
the witten product, are you aware of instances where their
knowl edge woul d be drawn upon by others that m ght be
preparing the witten product for whoever the briefer m ght
be?

M. Mffa. | think that’s accurate, especially if part
of testinony would be, for exanple, is characterizing a
threat, sonme of that subject matter expertise | would assune
woul d be drawn up into those talking points so it could be
refl ected.

M. Baker. And would that work be reviewed? If a
| oner -l evel analyst is called upon to either wite sonething

or to provide information that soneone else is witing, is
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t heir product or know edge goi ng out of the anal yti cal
division, is that reviewed up the analytical chain, or do
they have free rein to provide it to who' s ever asking?

M. Mffa. They would obviously -- if, say for
exanple, the Assistant Director asked for it directly, they
woul d have the ability to hand it to the Assistant D rector
But the normal chain of conmand would say it would come up
through the unit to the section chief, through the DAD, up
to the AD, through those different steps.

That woul d be a normal business practice. But it
doesn’t nean that it doesn’'t happen differently than that,
certainly when there’s urgency or other circunstances
i mpacting it.

M. Soners. | think we can take a break now.

M. Mffa. Take a break.

(Whereupon, at 12:27 p.m, the interview was recessed,

to reconvene at 1:22 p.m the sane day.)
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AFTERNOON SESSI ON

(1:22 p.m)
M. Haskell. It’s 1:22 and we’'re going back on the
record.
M. Mffa, | just want to follow up on a few topics

t hat have been touched on briefly at tinmes today. M
col | eague Ms. Sawyer had asked you if anybody had a
predet erm ned objective for the Crossfire Hurricane

i nvestigation. You said you never saw anything |like that.
You told M. Somers that there was no pressure to obtain a
certain result. That jives with the Inspector Ceneral’s
finding, after a two-year investigation, that there was no
docunentary or testinonial evidence of bias inpacting the
FBI's work on Crossfire Hurricane.

Nonet hel ess, there continue to be allegations that
there was tons of bias. D d political bias inpact any of
your actions in connection with Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskel l. Do you have any evidence that political
bi as otherw se inpacted the FBI's work on Crossfire
Hurri cane?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . It has been alleged that the FBlI engaged
in, quote, “a nmassive crimnal conspiracy over tinme to

defraud the FISA Court.” Do you have any evidence that the
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FBI engaged in a massive crimnal conspiracy over tine to
defraud the FI SA Court?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. It’'s al so been alleged that the FBI
guot e, “purposely used the power of the Federal Governnent
to raise a political war against a presidential candidate
t hey despised.” Do you have any evidence of that, that the
FBI -- that FBI agents purposely used the power of the
Federal Governnent to wage a political war agai nst then-
candi date Donal d Trunp?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. Do you have any evidence that the FB
was attenpting a coup agai nst President Trunp, which has
al so been all eged?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. What about any evidence that the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation was a hoax or a witch hunt
intended to hurt Trunp politically?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. Was it your goal to hurt Trunp
politically?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. What was your goal in the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation?

M. Mffa. M goal was to nmanage the anal ytic team and
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its support to the investigation, which was seeking to
identify any information that could substantiate or refute
the initial allegation for the case.

M. Haskell. Do you have any evidence that part of
your goal or anybody else’'s goal was a, quote, “deep state
effort to take down President Trunmp”?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskel | . There have al so been all egations that
t he purpose of Crossfire Hurricane was to, quote, “change or
nullify the results of the 2016 election.” Was that your
goal personally?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . Do you have any evidence that it was
anybody el se’s goal ?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . There have al so been all egations that
Crossfire Hurricane was conposed of, quote, “people who
hat ed Trunmp” and, quote, “had an agenda to destroy him
before he was el ected and after he was elected.” You were
involved in the selection of nmenbers of the Crossfire
Hurricane team along with Peter Strzok and SSA-1, as
identified in the IGreport. D d you consider how
i ndi vidual s felt about President Trunp when you were
sel ecting nenbers of the teanf

M. Mffa. | didn’t consider that and | wouldn’t know
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their political |eanings.

M. Haskell. So you did not consider their political
affiliation in any way?

M. Mffa. | did not.

M. Haskell. In fact, it would have been illegal for
you to do so, correct? The Civil Service Reform Act
prohi bits FBI managenment fromusing political affiliation to
nmake personnel deci sions.

M. Haskel l. That sounds right. | don't know the
specific law you're citing, but correct.

M. Haskell . But to be clear, notw thstandi ng your
| ack of know edge of the specific law, that is not sonething
you did or would do?

M. Mffa. That's right.

M. Haskell . The I G report docunents several steps
that the FBI took to ensure that the counterintelligence
i nvestigation did not inpact the 2016 el ection. According
to the |G report, quote, “Miltiple witnesses told O G that
t hey were concerned about preventing | eaks regarding the
nature and existence of Crossfire Hurricane.”

You said earlier that | eaks can be harnful, and the I G
report found that individuals found that that was the case
as the Crossfire Hurricane. Wiy was it so inportant to keep
the nature and exi stence of Crossfire Hurricane private?

M. Mffa. Well, | think, like any counterintelligence
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i nvestigation, to be able to obtain the needed facts and to
cut down on the possibility that actors who may be
conducting sonething that’s a threat to national security
could get forewarning of our investigation and change their
behavior in a way that would prevent us fromdiscovering it
or mani pul ate or destroy evidence that we m ght need.

| wouldn’t put this in a different category, other than
to say all of our counterintelligence investigations need
that sort of operational security for us to be effective.

M. Haskell. In your view, was there any added or
hei ght ened | evel of sensitivity, given that there was an
upcom ng el ection and sone had expressed that that was cause
to keep things especially tightly held to ensure that there
was no effect on the el ection?

M. Mffa. In ny personal role, | wasn't hyperfocused
on that particular point, just because ny job was different.
It was to manage the analytic team But | can conpletely
understand why up the chain the FBI nmanagenent nade the
choice to conduct the case in this way and had that as a
consideration. It doesn't escape ne that that would be a

factor for them

M. Haskell . And it doesn’'t escape the Ofice of
| nspector General either. |In their Mdyear investigation
report, they wote -- they recommended that “the Departnent

consi der providing guidance to agents and prosecutors
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concerning the taking of overt investigative steps,
i ndi ctnents, public announcenents, or other actions that
could inmpact an election.”

Formal guidance to that effect was not in place during
Crossfire Hurricane. |It’'s just a recommendation of the |GG
But in your view, did the Crossfire Hurricane team
nonet hel ess take steps to avoid taking overt actions that
could inpact the investigation or the election in any way?

M. Mffa. Al | can say is fromny persona
recollection I’mnot aware of any actions that the
operational side took that could have hei ghtened awareness
of the investigation. But you' d have to ask them
specifically what they inplenented operationally to
obfuscate the case.

M. Haskell . Thank you.

The existence of Crossfire Hurricane renmai ned private
until nonths after the election, when, in March 2017, FB
Director Coney disclosed it to Congress. So it appears from
that that steps that you and ot her nenbers of the teamtook
to keep Crossfire Hurricane a secret, whether that was due
to the election context or just due to serving the sane role
that you would on any investigation, were successful. The
i nvestigation did not becone known until after the election.
| s that your understandi ng?

M. Mffa. M understanding is that it did not becone
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known publicly until after the election, that’s right.

M. Haskell . | f the investigation had been publicly
known before the election, mght that have harned the
President, President Trunp’'s canpaign, in any way?

M. Mffa. | couldn’'t speculate on that.

M. Haskell . Moving on to a different topic, | want
to follow up on the questions that you were asked about the
Steel e dossier and the role it played in the Carter Page
FI SAs and the investigation generally. First, to put
Steele’s reporting in context, Crossfire Hurricane was
opened, as you know, on July 31, 2016. The |G determ ned
that the Crossfire Hurricane teamdidn’t even becone aware
of Steele s reporting until Septenber 19th and that, quote,
“the Steele dossier played no role in the opening of
Crossfire Hurricane.” Page 352, note 45.

Are you aware of any evidence that disputes that
findi ng?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . When |G Horowitz testified before our
comm ttee about the report |ast Decenber, he said that the
Carter Page FISA the errors related to Christopher Steele
did not call into question, quote, “any part of the Speci al
Counsel report” -- of course, Special Counsel Muieller.

Are you aware of any evidence that disputes Horowtz's

testinony that the Carter Page FISA errors do not call into
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guestion any part of Special Counsel Mieller’s report?
M. Mffa. | just want to qualify to say | never read

t he Special Counsel’s report.

M. Haskell. Ckay. But you're not aware --
M. Mffa. |'’mnot aware of anything.
M. Haskell . -- of any evidence that woul d dispute

t he findings?

M. Mffa. Right.

M. Haskel l. As part of this ongoing investigation
that the conmttee’s conducting, former Deputy Attorney
General Rod Rosenstein cane before us. Rosenstein
supervi sed the Miel l er investigation and when Senat or
Fei nstein asked himat that hearing to identify which
findings in Special Counsel Mieller ‘s 448-page report rely
on information fromthe Steele dossier, M. Rosenstein said,
gquote, “I don’t believe there is any such information.”

Now, with the understanding that you have not revi ewed
every page of the Mieller report, do you have any evi dence
that contradi cts DAG Rosenstein’s testinony?

M. Mffa. Not personally, no.

M. Haskell. He al so testified that none of the 199
crimnal counts resulting fromthe Special Counsel
investigation relied on information obtained from Steele.
Do you have any basis to disagree with that?

M. Mffa. No.
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M. Haskell . Wth regard to Steele, you were asked
earlier about the why, why was he doi ng what he was doi ng.
There have been all egations rai sed about his notivations.
You told House investigators when you were interviewed in
2018 that, quote, “Sources have different notivations and
actions, and it’s a bal ancing act of how that inpacts
credibility, and there’s no hard and fast rule that you can
al wvays ki nd of hue to.”

Can you el aborate on that?

M. Mffa. | think what I’msaying there is all
sources are notivated differently and there’s no exact
cal cul ation of that notivation being for naybe purposes the
governnment woul dn’t want autonatically excludi ng sone of
their reporting being relevant or tinely. So | guess what
|’mtrying to say there is there’s no exact science or
formula to it. |It’s about understanding that notivation,
under st andi ng how that may characterize or color the
credibility of a source, and then evaluating the information
comng fromthat source fairly throughout that process, wth
that context in m nd.

But that’s not an exact science, | think is what |’ m
trying to say.

M. Haskell . Ckay. Based on what you’ve just said,
is it fair for me to say that a source’s notivation or

bi ases do not automatically render any information he or she
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provi des false or unreliable or not credible?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Haskell . You' ve been with the FBI for nore than
20 years. Wiat inpact would the inability for the FBI to
rely on any source who has denonstrated a notivation or bias
have on the FBI's ability to do its work?

M. Mffa. W would not be able to use sources. Every
source has sone degree of notivation or bias, and so sources
are an inportant part of how we collect intelligence and
information to support our cases and protect Anerica. |
think if you exclude automatically those sources that maybe
have notivations that are | ess than horrible you potentially
excl ude a bunch of intelligence that could be used to
prot ect Anerica.

M. Haskell . The | G asked Chri stopher Steel e about a
characterization of himas being desperate for Donald Trunp
not to win, and he said that he was concerned that Trunp was
a national security risk and had no particul ar ani nus
agai nst himotherw se. Do you have any basis to dispute

Steele’s characterization of his own notives?

M. Mffa. | wouldn’t have any information about his
feeling in that regard in either direction. | just don't
know.

M. Haskel l. Thank you.

Shifting gears again to confidential human sources,
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CHS s, you told O G that you viewed CHS s as, quote, “one of
t he best avenues to potentially get sonme neat on the bones
of the allegations that came through that started Crossfire
Hurricane, to get sonebody tal king about what that reality
was, even if the reality was this guy Papadopoul os knows
nothing or this is what happened that actually explains that
predication. It was one of those few avenues available to
us in that nonment where you could start to get some clarity
around that initial predicating allegation really of the IG
report.

M. Haskell . Is it fair to say that the purpose of
your use, the FBI's use, of CHS s in Crossfire Hurricane was
to corroborate or to dispel allegations that the Trunp
canpai gn was involved in Russia’ s ongoing interference
efforts?

M. Mffa. Again, | can’t speak to ny operational
counterpart, but ny personal understanding of that was that.

M. Haskell . So it’s to corroborate or to dispel and
nove on?

M. Mffa. Correct.

M. Haskell . Beyond Crossfire Hurricane, have you
found CHS s to be a val uable tool for corroborating or
di spelling allegations during the course of your 20-plus
years at the FBI?

M. Mffa. Yes.
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M. Haskell . More generally, is it fair to say that
i n your experience CHS s have played an inportant role in
your work in investigating national security threats?

M. Mffa. In investigations |’'ve been a part of?

M. Haskell. Yes.

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Haskell . Yes, in your experience.

| ve al ways understood sources and nethods to be things
that the FBI vigorously protects. |Is that correct?

M. Mffa. Correct.

M. Haskell . Wiy is it inportant to protect sources?

M. Mffa. Well, | would say the protection of sources
is directly connected to your ability to recruit, run, and
obtain information fromother sources. |f an organization
were to develop a reputation for not treating their sources
wel | or endangering their sources, it would to ne seriously
conprom se that organization’s ability you to generate
information fromthose sources in the future.

So not only is it the right thing to do in dealing with
human bei ngs and protecting them but it’s also critical to
keepi ng that avenue of intelligence open for your
or gani zati on

M. Haskell . Fol |l owi ng up on what you just said about
being the right thing to do to protect individuals, are the

risks to individuals with regard to the public disclosure of
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who they are, are they anplified when you re dealing with a
source related to a place like -- in a place |like Russia?
M. Mffa. Yes, |'d say any source in a threat country
faces a greater risk if their CHS relationship with the FBI
or any U.S. intelligence service is publicly known.
M. Haskell . Are you aware that DQJ recently
decl assified the FBI's nenp summari zi ng a January 2017
interviewwth Steele’ s primary sub-source, and that shortly
after that neno was posted on our conmmittee’'s website a
bl ogger deduced and RT wi dely publicized the source’s
identity?

M. Mffa. No, |I'"'mnot aware of that.

M. Haskell . What are the possible consequences of
exposing the primary source -- sub-source’s identity?
M. Mffa. | don't know that | can speak to the

primary sub-source specifically, given that I don't know the
ci rcunstances of that person. But the risks associated with
di scl osi ng any source are their personal safety, certainly
their career, reputation, all the things that matter to
sources. Again, protecting themfromthose risks is
directly connected to our ability to recruit and use sources
in the future.

M. Haskell. There have al so been efforts to identify
who the primary sub-source’s sources are based on the

publ i cation of that docunent. Wuld those sane concerns
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apply to the primary sub-source’s sources?

M. Mffa. Yes, | think they woul d.

M. Haskell . Are you aware that on page 42 of that
meno | nmentioned, that was rel eased publicly, which is a
summary of the interview, the FBI's interview wth the
primary sub-source -- and I’Il just read fromit, quote.
“The primary sub-source commented that, unless his nane goes
public, he is fine when it cones to his source network. He
doesn’t believe he can travel (REDACTED). He feels that he
woul d be in danger, as he put it, (REDACTED).”

So | read this as the primary sub-source talking
personal |y about hinself the way you’ re tal king about
sources generally, that if his nanme is disclosed he could be
put in danger. |Is that your sane readi ng?

M. Mffa. Not having read that docunent, but hearing
your description, | think that would be consistent w th what
|” m sayi ng, yes.

] A few fol l owup questions on that. If
t he i ndividual who does end up getting exposed is currently
still a source for the FBI or the governnent, does the fact
that they’ ve been publicly identified then conproni se their
ability to be useful to the FBI?

M. Mffa. Again not having deep, unlimted expertise
inthis area, | would say it’'s possible it would conprom se

their ability to report the sane streans of intelligence
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t hey woul d be reporting before they were exposed publicly.

Ms. Sawyer. Vell, certainly if the fol ks who were
reporting to themlearned that they were reporting to the
U. S. Governnent, they mght be nore reluctant to share
information with that particular source; is that not
correct?

M. Mffa. Yes, | agree.

Ms. Sawyer. Certainly that individual thenselves
m ght be reluctant, if not outright unwilling, to work with
the U S. Governnment going forward. Wuldn't that be another
risk?

M. Mffa. | agree.

Ms. Sawyer. When you were tal king to our coll eagues
in the last hour, you were tal king about the need to neke a
determnation as to reliability and credibility of sources
and sub-sources. What role does the need to al so determ ne
a source’s potential access to the information that they' re
sayi ng they have pl ay?

M. Mffa. It plays a significant role in
understanding the credibility, because if a source is known
to not have access to the type of information being reported
that can be a sign that the information itself is being
fabricated or otherwi se can’'t be trusted.

Ms. Sawyer. So for exanple, if you learn that the

person who said anythi ng about Carter Page had no possible
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access to sources in the Russian governnent, to infornmation
fromthe Russian government, that would substantially
downgrade your ability to rely on thenf

M. Mffa. That would be an inportant fact to know,
but you' d al so have to understand if that person had second-
tier or third-tier access to that information and draw the
di stinction between direct access and access through others.

Ms. Sawyer. If you did assess that there had been
direct access, would that conversely bolster your ability to
rely on the information?

M. Mffa. In a general sense it woul d, because that
person is reporting sonething they ve | earned first-hand.

Ms. Sawyer. My coll eague M. Haskell referred you to
t he docunent that was produced by the Justice Departnent and
posted on the commttee's website. It does talk, with sone
redacti ons, about not just the primary sub-source, but that
sub-source’s sources. And on page 19 of that docunent it
speaks to Source 5, who was one of the nmain sources for
information on Carter Page during his trip to Mdscow in July
of 2016. It says the follow ng, anong other things. *“She
has ties to the (REDACTION) as well as ties to the Russian
intelligence and security services.”

Did you have or did any of your anal ysts raise
guestions about the access that Source 5 had to infornmation

she was reporting up through the primary sub-source?
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M. Mffa. | can’t speak to Source 5 because | don't
know who that is and | haven't read the docunent you're
referring to. But what I'Il say, and refer to ny earlier
testinony. That's the kind of sort of overseas operational
and investigative work that I was tal king about, where |
bel i eve a greater enphasis on pursuing better understandi ng
of those sub-sources and their access would help clarify and
either further support or refute the credibility of the
reporting in general.

Ms. Sawyer. Are you aware of whether or not there was
an effort to |l earn nore about Source 5?

M. Mffa. | just don’t know who Source 5 is, so |I'm
sorry; | can't say.

Ms. Sawyer. So you don’t know? It’s possible that
t here was?

M. Mffa. It’s possible. |'mjust saying | don't --
| don’t recognize Source 5 and | can't tell you for certain.

Ms. Sawyer. Do you know anyt hi ng about any of the
ot her sources and the efforts that m ght have been nade to
do additional investigative work to find out about their
access and therefore their credibility and reliability?

M. Mffa. | can’t speak to what was done
i nvestigatively for each of them because | just don’t know.
| wll say analytically we expended effort, mnmy team expended

effort, to better understand them who they were, what was
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1 available in ternms of information about them as they were

2 being identified, for exactly in part the purpose you're

3 saying, which is what is their access to infornation.

4 So while | can't tell you the specifics of which sub-

5 source, that’'s the general idea of what the analytic team at
6 | east, which is the part | can speak to, was trying to do.

7 further ascertain whether they had that sort of credible

8 access to the type of information that was being reported

9 t hrough the sub-source.

10 Ms. Sawyer. Under st andi ng that you don’t renenber

11 specifics, do you recall if at any point while you were

12 still working on Crossfire Hurricane and before it went to
13 t he Special Counsel, whether any of your analysts cane to
14 the determi nation that the sources, the primary sub-source’s
15 sources, sinply did not have the access that would have

16 allowed themto report on the information they had been

17 reporting?

18 M. Mffa. | don’t renenber that definitive of a

19 judgnent being made before | left the team
20 Ms. Sawyer. I think that’s all | have.
21 M. Haskell . | think that’s it for this round for us.
22 Thank you.
23 M. Mffa. Thank you.
24 M. Soners. Short break.
25 (Recess from1:45 p.m to 1:53 p.m)

Trustpoint.One Alderson

www.trustpoint.one
www.al dersonreporting.com

800.FOR.DEPO
(800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

150

M. Soners. I[t’s now 1:53. Back on the record.

You were talking last round a little bit about the use
of confidential human sources, and | think the quote that
was read back to you fromthe |G report was your quote, was.
“Confidential human sources are one of the best avenues to
potentially get sonme neat on the bones of the allegations
that came through that started this case.”

So | guess that means you woul d task confidential human

sources with talking to a Carter Page, who has talked to a

confidential human source -- not you would task. The FB
woul d task, I’msorry. | make ny usual error of saying
1] you. ”

The Crossfire Hurricane teamwould task a confidenti al
human source with talking wth Carter Page or Ceorge
Papadopoul os, and the goal of that, would it be fair to say,
woul d be to see what they’'d say about sone of the
al | egati ons?

M. Mffa. | don't knowif -- it’s not those two
i ndi viduals specifically, but the idea would be that a CHS
could interact with sone of the subjects or others and
pretty directly potentially look into the allegations by
tal king to those people and then not conprom se the FBI's
i nvestigative interest in the process.

But again, fromny perspective | sawit as a potenti al

avenue of intelligence to answer our gaps. The question of
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agai n the operational w sdom of doing that and operationa
security of that was for the investigative side to
det er m ne.

M. Soners. What happens -- we’ve been given,
provi ded by the FBI, with sonme of the transcripts of
confidential human sources speaking with Page and
Papadopoul os. But at the tine what happens with -- Carter
Page is recorded by a confidential human source and a tape
Is generated. \What goes on after that, after the
i nteraction?

M. Mffa. Well, whether it’s a recording or a
transcript, the proceeds of that engagenent are reviewed by
the team And by “the teani | nean both sides, the analytic
team and t he operational team

M. Soners. And is a sunmary docunent generated or is
it just left in the raw formof a transcript?

M. Mffa. | really can't speak to that. | think at
ti mes naybe there’s a summary docunent and ot her tines naybe
there isn't.

M. Soners. So sonetinmes when you | ook at a
transcript, fromyour background as an anal yst, a sumary
wi |l be generated; and other tines it will just be left raw
in the transcript?

M. Mffa. Yes, | think that's right.

M. Soners. What woul d be the factors that woul d
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differenti ate between whet her sonething was sunmari zed or
pul l ed out and just left? Is it the use of what’s on the
transcript or is it sonmething el se?

M. Mffa. | just think it would be need. |If the
peopl e who need to know the information on the transcri pt
have read the whol e transcript, there m ght not be a need
for a summary. And if that information had to be shared
with others who don’'t have the tine or interest in reading
the full transcript, youd wite a sumary.

M. Somers. How woul d it be shared? Let’'s say Carter
Page said sonething that relates to an all egati on made
against himby the Steel e dossier, for instance. Speaking
general ly, where does that information go at that point
within the Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

M. Mffa. | can’t speak to that specifically, but
both the operational and anal ytic teans are revi ewi ng that
transcript. So they have it. Then the question is, do they
need to do sonmething with that information, whether it’s
advi se up the chain or sone other purpose. | just don't

know what that woul d be.

M. Sormers. You don’t know what happens?
M. Mffa. | don't know what that would be
specifically, given what the needs of that nonment are. It

could be that they had to do sonething with it, so it would

be dissem nated further. O if not, if it’s just for the
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background and understanding of the team it mght stay with
t hem

M. Sormers. And it’s analyzed -- “analyzed” is
probably the wong word since that’s |eading into ny
guesti on.

It’s | ooked at by both the analysts and the agents?

M. Mffa. I’'mageneralizing. | can’t tell you
specifically for any particular CHS operation. But
generally, that transcript would be | ooked at by both the
anal ytic team and the operational teamto see what was said
and i f anybody picks out anything in it that’s of substance.

M. Sormers. And woul d sonet hing that contradicts an
al | egati on made agai nst Page, for instance -- |’ m not
t hi nki ng of anything specifically.

M. Mffa. It should be recogni zed and under st ood.
Then there’'s a variety of things that m ght need to be done
with that. |If you re putting together a FISA, there’ d be
sonmet hing you would need to do with it. If it’s just for

notification up the chain, they would do sonething different

with it. It just depends what the purpose is.
M. Sormers. But it’s pulled out? 1It’s not just left
inthe transcript. |It’s pulled out in sone way, either

orally or in a witten docunent generally?
M. Mffa. 1°d go back to ny previous statenent, that

if there’'s sonething that’s devel oped that reveal ed an

153
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i naccuracy or a factual inaccuracy, ny expectation would be
that the right responsible people would recognize that and
do the right thing with it. That thing could be a nunber of

uses dependi ng on what is underway at the nonent.

It shouldn’t be ignored, | guess is what |’msaying, in
my m nd.
M. Soners. But it could be di scounted?

M. Mffa. It could be discounted as the individual
speaking to the CHS potentially being | ess than honest,
sure. That’s possible.

M. Soners. You spoke about, as | started this off
with, CHS s being one of the best avenues to potentially get
some nmeat on the bones, and your quote goes on. One of the
case agents characterized -- he may al so agree with your
assessnent, but -- “Using CHS s can be an effective tool for
qui ckly obtaining informati on such as tel ephone nunbers and
emai | addresses of the naned subjects.”

Whi ch al so could be true. But that’s not what you nean
by putting neat on the bones. You don’'t nean collecting
emai | addresses and phone nunbers?

M. Mffa. | nean, that’s a byproduct benefit
potentially, is to get that kind of clarification
information. But what |I'’mreferring to there is, again as
an anal yst, when | | ook at what are those potential vectors

of learning the intelligence needed to answer this question,
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havi ng access to people who may know t he answer and getting
themto share that is potentially one of the best and
gui ckest ways to put meat on the bones of that allegation.

But it doesn’'t nmean that you can’'t derive other
benefit, which is what | think that agent’s suggesting.

M. Soners. But those are two different things, is
all.

M. Mffa. Yes, | think they are. | think there’s
ways CHS s can help you sort of in the nuts and bolts of an
investigation, and then | think CHS s can help you a report
t he fundanental question of your investigation. | think
there’s a full range of things CHS s can answer.

M. Sormers. Swi tching around here a bit, did you
consider the possibility that what Steele was reporting was
Russi an disinformation that was fed to hinf

M. Mffa. It was one of the potential options for
what the information was. | don’t think it changes, again,
what we were doing, which was trying to find i ndependent
intelligence or other corroborating information to either
positively confirmor refute the facts in it.

If we | ooked at certain information that suggested it
was Russian disinformation, then that’s what it would tell
us. |If we |looked at other information that just positively
confirnmed it was a fal se piece of reporting, that’'s what it

would confirm | don't know that it changes -- in nmy mnd,
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it didn't change the approach. It was one of the potential
possibilities for this reporting in ny mnd.

M. Sormers. In your mind -- and when | say “you” this
time I"’mactually referring to you, versus the team-- did
you ever cone to a conclusion that what Steele was reporting
was not Russian di sinformation?

M. Mffa. No. To nme, when | left the investigation
in the spring of 2017, all possibilities for Steele and his
reporting were still on the table in ny m nd.

M. Baker. \Wat kind of weight is a newspaper article
or news reporting of information that a source is reporting?
What ki nd of weight do you give that in verifying or giving
credibility to what the source is conmng in with?

M. Mffa. It depends a little bit on the
ci rcunstances. But the tenporal aspect is inportant. So if
sonet hing’s publicly known before a source reports it to
you, then it doesn’t provide nmuch in terns of validation of
the reporting because the source may have seen it publicly
and then just told you about it.

If a source reports sonething and then it’s not
publicly known until long after the source reported it, that
open source reporting could potentially add sone degree of
credibility to the statenment. But in no case would you want
to take open source infornmation and use that in a sole way

to either validate or corroborate. |It’s potentially
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relevant, but it’s just a factor in that.

There are obviously very sinple facts that are wi dely
known publicly that may be true. But the question is just
can the source have reported that based on the source’'s own
view of that same public information

M. Baker. And it’s possible the source could have
been the reporter of both, what’'s coming in --

M. Mffa. Certainly.

M. Baker. -- the news nedia and what's coming into
the FBI in this case?

M. Mffa. It’s very difficult to know how t hi ngs
energe publicly, and so that’s a possibility, sure.

M. Baker. And that’'s all part of this ongoing |iving
event that intelligence is in your world?

M. Mffa. Inny view, in terns of what we were
attenpting to do here, absolutely. So a public fact could
be a starting point and then you continue to build that out
further as tinme went on.

M. Baker. You indicated earlier that -- we talked a
little bit earlier about information comng in fromfriendly
foreign governnents and you, with your -- ny words -- Kkind
of skeptical hat on, sone stuff needs to be | ooked at
deeper, whatever, and there’s a continuumand it goes back
and forth, with new information comng in.

Are any of your units or intelligence units in the FBI
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are any of their products shared with friendly foreign
gover nnent s?

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Baker. Do you know if the Steele reporting was
shared with a friendly foreign governnent?

M. Mffa. | don't knowthat. No, | don't know that.

M. Baker. Do you know if any product generated from
the Steele reporting was shared with a friendly foreign
gover nnent ?

M. Mffa. | don't know that either.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. Lost ny train of thought. | was going to
follow up Art there.

Switching topics here. Wre you involved in the
decision to send Supervisory Special Agent 1 to take part in
a strategic intelligence briefing of the Trunp canpai gn on -
- the briefing that occurred on August 17 of 20167

M. Mffa. | was inforned of the decision. | wasn't
part of the decision-making on it.

M. Soners. Do you know why that particul ar agent was
chosen to take part in the briefing?

M. Mffa. | think you d have to ask those that
decided. | actually don’'t know exactly who did. | know AD
Priestap was a part of those conversations and up the chain.

| would imagine it’s both SSA-1 has substantial expertise in
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counterintelligence -- he’s a very, very good agent, very
experienced agent -- but al so ny understanding nowis
certainly that it was due to his being part of the
Crossfire Hurricane teamas well .

M. Soners. So were you involved in any discussions
about whether this was a good idea, what was -- |’msorry.
Was that a no? You shook your head.

M. Mffa. | don't recall any conversation | was a
part of where the nerits or wi sdom of sendi ng soneone from
t he team were di scussed.

M. Sormers. But you were involved in, | guess the IG
report calls it, nock briefings, some sort of preparation
for SSA-1, his taking part in the briefing; is that correct?

M. Mffa. That's right. To be honest, | think nost
of ny input in that, though, had to do nore with ny nornal
job in terns of counterintelligence analysis, because he had
to deliver a nore general counterintelligence briefing and
ny anal ytic section covers a nunber of the different threat
actors that were going to be discussed at that briefing.

M. Soners. More the neat of what he actually said
versus the observational that he was sent there to do?

M. Mffa. That‘s right. M recollection is that was
really what | was contributing to that, is how would you
actual ly present the counterintelligence threat in that

context. He, as the operational side, he would be the one
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responsible, along with Strzok and the rest of the
operational team for any other alternate goals of that.

M. Soners. What did these nock -- |I’mjust kind of
curious as to what a nock briefing consisted of.

M. Mffa. | wouldn't really call it a nock briefing.
|I’d call it nore of a dry run of the presentati on he was
pl anning to give at that briefing.

M. Sormers. Did you speak with SSA-1 after the
strategic intelligence briefing?

M. Mffa. | don't recall if | spoke with himafter or
if I just heard about it after. It’s possible. | just
don’t recall

M. Sormers. Do you recall what the take on the
briefing was?

M. Mffa. Again, | don't recall specifics. |
remenber himrelaying i npressions of the different actors
who were in the room

M. Sormers. Do you recall generally what those
I Npr essi ons were?

M. Mffa. | don’t, actually. There were particular
topics that were comng up in the briefing that he was
reflecting certain people conveyed interest in. But | just
can’t renenber what they were now.

M. Baker. Do you understand that to be a reason that

SSA-1 was selected to do the briefing, was there was
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i nformati on about sone of the other participants that he was
goi ng to observe and nmake assessnents about ?

M. Mffa. | don’t think I was told that explicitly,
but it was pretty clear to ne that that was one positive
benefit of SSA-1 going, in addition to his
counterintelligence expertise, is he’d be able to identify
i nformation of val ue about the people in that roomthat
ot hers maybe coul dn’t.

M. Baker. Now, is that based on any extra expertise
he has in behavioral analysis, or was that just being an
agent that’s done interviews and observed people in
interviewtype settings?

M. Mffa. | don't know that | know that nuch about
hi s background otherw se, but | just know he’s a very
experienced counterintelligence agent who's done a | ot of
wor k on espi onage and counterintelligence cases. So | think
that was -- that’s where I’mcomng fromw th that, that he
woul d have that kind of experience to be able to pick up on
inportant information in the nuances of those interactions.

M. Baker. Wth the goal being to conme out -- in
addition to the goal of providing the counterintelligence
briefing part of it, but the other goal of comng out with
some observations and maybe things to formulate in future
contacts with sonme of those participants to the briefing,

were you nade aware of or did you subsequently |earn or ever

161
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have reason to believe that that briefing when it was
actually presented was electronically recorded in any way?

M. Mffa. | don't know anything about that, no. |
don't recall ever hearing about that or know ng that.

M. Soners. Do you recall anyone raising concerns
about using the strategy intelligence briefing for the
pur pose of observing Flynn and Trunp and Chris Christie?

M. Mffa. No, |I have no recollection of anybody
rai si ng any concerns about that.

M. Somers. The FBI opened their investigation of
General Flynn on August 16th of 2016. Let’s just start with
prior to the election time frane; what was your involvenent,
if any, with the analytical side of the Flynn investigation?

M. Mffa. | don’t think it’s any different than the
ot her cases or Crossfire Hurricane as a whole. M anal ysts
wer e conducting research and supporting the needs of the
i nvestigation, whatever that mght nmean. So | can’t speak
to the day to day analytic interaction between the
i nvestigative teamon any one of those cases. |’'mjust able
to speak in an overall sense about the type of work they

did, that kind of research and anal yst.

M. Sormers. Did that change after the election tine
peri od?
M. Mffa. No. | nmean, in ny mnd that’s the goal and

role of the analytic teamthroughout. The cases nmay change.
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Some new ones may open, others may close. But our work is
essentially the sane. |It’s to fill that analytic need
within all of the different investigations, no one being
exceptional to the others.

M. Soners. Do you recall what was being | ooked for
with General Flynn? | believe the predication for opening
an investigation on himwas the Foreign Agents Registration
Act. But do you recall what type of infornation was being
anal yzed, | ooked at?

M. Mffa. | don’t. | recall, as we tal ked about
earlier in the day, he being one of those people who were
part of the canpaign who had ties to Russian actors in a way
t hat suggested they were potentially a nore likely fit for
the predicating information. But | don't recal
speci fically what distinguished himfromthe others, other
than that sort of background and ties to Russi a.

M. Sormers. How many FARA cases have you been
i nvol ved in?

M. Mffa. |’ve been involved in a few | wouldn't --
| can’t put a nunber on it, but nore than two or three
during nmy time in the Counter-Espi onage Section

M. Sormers. Did the Flynn investigation at sone point
i n Decenber of 2016 evol ve away from being a FARA
I nvestigation?

M. Mffa. | just don't recall. | wasn't follow ng
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the investigation at that |evel that closely.

M. Somers. Do you recall a time when the decision
was nade to potentially close the Flynn investigation around
Decenber or early January, Decenber 2016 or early January
20177

M. Mffa. | don't specifically recall that.
couldn’t tell you when it was cl osed.

M. Sormers. But you don’t recall discussions about
cl osing the case?

M. Mffa. | really don’t, no.

M. Baker. Wuld you're -- and it doesn’t have to be
in the context of Crossfire Hurricane. Wuld your
intelligence apparatus be consulted when a case was
consi dered or was being considered to be closed, just to
make sure there’s no other intelligence information that
woul d justify keeping it open?

M. Mffa. | don't knowif it would be a specific
defined event as. W're going to check in with the anal yst
teamone nore tine before closing. | think the reality is
that teanis working closely with the investigative team
t hroughout and during, and if there was information that was
com ng fromthe anal yst teamthat woul d suggest to the ops
team that they needed to keep the case open, they would know
that and they would do it.

| don't know that there is necessarily, |like |I said,
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t hat defined a nonment where you check in one last tineg,
especially with a team as enbedded as this team was.

They’ re worki ng together every day, so if the anal ysts had
information that woul d suggest the case needed to continue |
woul d have every belief that the operational team nmaking the
deci si on about opening or closing would know t hat.

M. Baker. So you're not aware -- again, it doesn’t
have to be in this case. You' re not aware of a situation
where a decision’s nade to close a case and sone anal yst
says “Ch wow, | wish | knew they were thinking of closing it
because | have this new information”?

M. Mffa. | couldn’t tell you that’s never happened
in the history of the Bureau. But |I’m not aware of any
i nstance where that happened.

M. Baker. And certainly not aware, you're saying, of
any instance of it happening in Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. Agreed, yes. |I’'mnot aware of any instance
where the case was closed. | don't recall any event I|ike
t hat, where the anal yst had sonet hi ng where the ops side
didn't know it and didn’t consider in that decision.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Somers. Do you recall the issue of General Flynn
havi ng conversations wi th Russian Anbassador Kislyak
becom ng an issue as part of the investigation?

M. Mffa. | recall that.
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M. Sormers. What ' s your recollection of how that
arose?

M. Mffa. Can | check in?

M. Soners. Yes.

(Wtness confers with counsel.)

M. Mffa. | think if you rephrase it | can answer it.

But 1’"'ma little concerned about dipping into the classified

si de.
M. Soners. Go ahead.
M. Mffa. Are you asking ne how | becane aware of it?
M. Soners. One, how did you becone aware of it, yes.
M. Mffa. | can’t recall specifically who told ne

about it, but it was either the SIA who worked for me or
anot her nenber of the team

M. Soners. And do you recall why you were alerted to
t hese particul ar conversations, generally? Sone of this has
been declassified. |1’mnot |ooking for anything really
speci fic.

M. Mffa. Yes, | get it.

M. Soners. But generally what was the concern about
t hese conversations?

M. Mffa. | think they were rel evant conversations to
t he underlying idea of the case and the contact between
Flynn and the Russians. So it’s the kind of event that |

woul d expect, again given the context of what’s happeni ng on
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the Russia program to be nmade aware of.

M. Somers. Do you recall if there was concern there
was anything illegal about these conversations?

M. Mffa. | renenber there being discussions about
t hat, yes.

M. Sormers. What woul d be illegal about these

conversati ons?

M. Mffa. Again, |I'mthe wong person to --
M. Soners. What was di scussed about it?
M. Mffa. | renmenber there being discussions with the

| awyers in the room and the operational counterparts about

the potential legality of it. | can't tell you what
specifically about it is illegal or why.
M. Soners. Do you recall the Logan Act being

di scussed?

M. Baker. | remenber that term yes.

M. Somers. Just the tern? Do you know anyt hi ng
about the Logan Act?

M. Mffa. | know very little about the Logan Act. |
may have known nore back then. | couldn’'t even tell you
right now exactly what it entails.

M. Sormers. Have you ever worked on a Logan Act case
out side of the Flynn situation?

M. Mffa. | have not.

M. Soners. Were you aware the Departnent of Justice
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has never prosecuted a Logan Act case?

M. Mffa. No, |I’mnot aware.

M. Sormers. Do you recall any discussions about
whet her the Logan Act was actually a crimnal violation that
woul d seriously be considered to be used agai nst Flynn?

M. Mffa. | recall there being conversations for
which I’min the roomand the Logan Act bei ng di scussed.

But | couldn’t tell you specifically what nuance around the
Logan Act was being tal ked about. It isn't ny lane, so it’'s
not sonmething | really know a | ot on

M. Sormers. Are you aware that at |east sone
officials at DQJ considered Flynn speaking with Kislyak to
be, quote, “pretty common,” a pretty comon thing for an
incomng admnistration to be talking to a foreign
gover nment ?

M. Mffa. No, I'mnot famliar with that specific
st at ement

M. Sormers. You don't recall that being brought up at
nmeetings that you attended?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that.

M. Soners. Mary McCord, who was in NSD at the tine,
testified to the House Permanent Sel ect Committee on
Intelligence that. “It’s probably pretty common for
incomng officials to reach out to who their counterparts

are in advance of the transition to just sort of say ‘W
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want to start devel oping a relationship.
| guess ny question is. WAs anyone dism ssive in any
of the neetings? Hey, this is no big deal; he's having a

conversation?

M. Mffa. | don't recall any kind of conversation
i ke that.
M. Soners. Were you ever involved in an

i nvestigation in previous adm nistrations where an incon ng
adm ni stration was speaking to a foreign governnent?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Sormers. Do you recall -- | don’t want you to get
into classified information here, but is there anything
uncl assified you can say about |ike what specifically it was
about these conversations that nerited investigation?

M. Mffa. | don't know that | can speak to the
speci fics of the conversation. But again in a general
sense, | think it showed collaboration at the higher levels
of the Russian governnent, which again woul d be consi stent
W th sonmeone who potentially could match the description of
sonmeone who received the suggestion that led to the
predication. So in nmy mnd it’'s further reinforcing the
possibility that, at |least fromthe case that we're
investigating there, the FBlI's investigating there, that
Flynn is a nore reasonabl e subject to have been involved in

what was described in the predication than others.
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M. Soners. Wuldn't it also be reasonable for the
i ncom ng national security adviser to the President of the
United States to have a discussion with the Russian
anbassador ?

M. Mffa. | couldn’'t speak to that. But it also --
tonme it’s relevant in the context | just laid out as well.
Maybe that’s t rue, but | wouldn't be able to say. But I
think it’s also true in the context | just described. Maybe
it’s both.

M. Somers. But you don’t recall anyone saying “Hey,

t he guys the incom ng national security adviser; what’s the

bi g deal ?”

M. Mffa. | don’t renenber that.

M. Soners. What was your involvenent, if any, in
preparation for an interview of General Flynn in early -- an

interview that occurred on January 24th of 2017? Prior to
the interview, were you consulted at all about the
interview, involved? Wre you consulted at all about it?

M. Mffa. | remenber know ng that the interview was
bei ng planned. | renenber being in neetings with Deputy
Director McCabe and others where it was being discussed. |
don’t renenber personally being engaged to provide any i nput
in advance of that. | just remenber being there and being
aware that it was going to occur

M. Soners. Do you recall why people thought it was
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inmportant to interview General Flynn at that point in tinme?
M. Mffa. | don't recall specifically.
M. Baker. You said you were in a roomor interview

prep session wth McCabe and others. Wo were the others?

M. Mffa. Pete Strzok for sure. 1'mtrying to
remenber. Bill Priestap at least in one of the neetings I'm
thinking of. | couldn’t tell you the others.

M. Baker. And they were all in favor of doing this
I ntervi ew?

M. Mffa. Yes, | don't renenber -- | don't recall any

kind of statenent from anybody that doing the interview was
t he wrong choi ce.

M. Sormers. Do you recall any discussion about how to
go about the interviewin ternms of whether White House
counsel shoul d have been notified of the interview?

M. Mffa. | have no recollection of any of those
conver sati ons.

M. Sormers. Do you recall any conversation about
whet her Flynn shoul d be warned during or ahead of the
interview that lying to federal agents is a violation of 18
U s C 1,0017

M. Mffa. | just don't renenber.

M. Baker. Did your team prepare any naterials at al
for the interview,

M. Mffa. | don't renenber, but at that point ny team

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

172

woul d have prepared sonme materials about Flynn since that
case had been ongoing for sone tinme. | can't tell you if we
prepared, the analytic team prepared anything specific for
the interview

M. Baker. \Wat they did prepare, what was used --
what was done with that? How was that used?

M. Mffa. It was provided to the investigative team
the operational team |It’s the sort of background nateri al
on who the person is and what their contacts are and that
sort of information. How the operational teamfactored that
into their decision-making, you d have to ask them But
that’s the purpose of it. It’s to provide information and
cont ext about a subject, and then the operational teamtakes
that and uses it to informtheir decisions about what to do.

M. Baker. So the operational team would have al ready
had this. So if the operational teamwas involved in any
way with the interview, they would have had the products to
use however they saw fit, because they already had them from
just the normal flow of your products?

M. Mffa. That’s correct. |’mconfident they had --
what ever materials ny team had prepared on Flynn, I'm
confident the operational teamhad it in advance of that
i ntervi ew.

M. Baker. Do you have any reason to believe they used

any of your materials for preparation for the interview?
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M. Mffa. | don’t have any information about that. |
don't know.

M. Sormers. Do you recall what the purpose of the
I nterview was?

M. Mffa. As ny recollection, it was to -- well,
actually | shouldn’t say that. | actually don’t recal
specifically what the purpose of the interview was. M
assunption woul d have been what 1’'d be telling and | don’t
want to do that.

M. Somers. Do you recall any discussion about

whet her one of the purposes of the interview was to see if

Flynn |ied?

M. Mffa. | just don't recall it getting framed that
way.

M. Baker. |1'd be interested in hearing your

assunption. You just don’t want to say it? You're an
intelligence professional. You ve been in the Bureau your
whol e work career. |’d put great weight on what you say and
woul d | ove to hear what you think about it.

M. Mffa. To ne, it’s clear that part of the purpose
of the interview was to get to the root of the conversation
bet ween Flynn and those Russians and the purpose of it. |
don't know beyond that, what other goals of that
conversation are. But to ne it was to address that issue.

M. Baker. Were they successful in that?
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M. Mffa. Again, |I'’mspeculating in a way |I’'m
unconfortable with, not know ng exactly what the operational
goal of that interview. | think I’mjust out of ny |ane.

M. Soners. What was the read-out after the interview
t hat you received?

M. Mffa. M recollection is the read-out was that
Flynn did not admt to the contact with the Russi ans.

M. Soners. Was the read-out that he lied? Was the
read-out that he did not admt to the contact?

M. Mffa. | don’t remenber that nuance or distinction
and | wouldn’t do a good job of picking up on it, not being
a lawer. But it was that he did not admt to that contact.
That’ s what | recall

M. Soners. VWhat was the format of the read-out? Are
we tal king a neeting?

M. Mffa. Exactly. It was a neeting | recall being
in wth, again, with Deputy Director MCabe, Strzok for
sure, AD Priestap. | just can’t renenber the other people
inthe room A simlar group as that pre-neeting | referred
to earlier.

M. Soners. Now, was the discussion comng out of the

neeting “Hey, we need to get this guy prosecuted, get him

char ged” ?
M. Mffa. | don’t renmenber that at all
M. Baker. In the pre-neeting, was there even just a
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strategy discussion? |If the interview goes this way, then
we as the interviewing teamgo this way; and if it goes
anot her way, we have a contingency plan?

M. Mffa. Yes, | have a general recollection that’'s
the type of thing discussed in that first neeting. Just
again, because it’s just not ny job, | can't tell you
exactly what that strategy was or how it played out. But
that’s a general sense of what that pre-neeting was about.

M. Baker. Do you renenber generally what the strategy
was ?

M. Mffa. | don’'t, really.

M. Baker. Ckay.

M. Sormers. How many neetings, debriefings, did you
participate in approximtely after the Flynn interview? Ws
it a one-tinme thing?

M. Mffa. | just renenber that one, that one neeting
following the Flynn interview, where | gave you the general
sense of what | recall fromit.

M. Soners. M. Priestap was in that neeting?

M. Mffa. | believe he was.

M. Sormers. Deputy Director MCabe?

M. Mffa. Deputy Director McCabe definitely was.

M. Soners. And then | assune, since it was a neeting
about the interview, that SSA-1 and M. Strzok were in the
nmeeti ng?
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M. Mffa. | believe so, yes.

M. Somers. Was Lisa Page in the neeting?

M. Mffa. | don’t renmenber.

M. Soners. Did you ever get the inpression that M.

Strzok and-or SSA-1 felt that Flynn was being truthful or
that he did not lie, whichever way you want ?

M. Mffa. | don’t renenber it being characterized as
“lie.” | just remenber the characterization as he did not
admt to the contact.

M. Somers. Just switching over just in terns of what
we were talking a little bit, switching subjects here to
sone of the individuals involved overall in the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation. Let’s just start with, and |’
just ask you to coment on this. Do you know why Pete
Strzok referred in an email to you, Lisa Page, and the FBI
unit chief that we discussed earlier as “the magnificent
three”?

M. Mffa. No. You d have to ask him

M. Soners. Did the three of you, the three of you I
guess along with M. Strzok, work very closely on this
investigation? O do you think it’s a nore general comment?

M. Mffa. | think M. Strzok thought very highly of
the three of us and | think that’s why he nade that conment.

M. Soners. You don't think it relates specifically

to Crossfire Hurricane?
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M. Mffa. No.

M. Baker. Had you ever been called part of the
“magni fi cent three” before the email ?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Baker. So the email’s the first tinme you were
aware that you ve ever been referred to as part of the
“magni ficent three”?

M. Mffa. Yes, and | have not been referred to that
way Ssi nce.

M. Somers. Until today.

How regularly did you and Peter Strzok interact on the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

M. Mffa. Every day.

M. Soners. Multiple tines a day, or was it like a
dai ly neeting?

M. Mffa. No. | would say multiple tines a day. And
it’s not necessarily like a regularly schedul ed neeti ng,
al t hough there were those. Just throughout the day we'd
check in about it. So it could be once a day, it could be
multiple tinmes a day. It just depends.

M. Sormers. It just occurs to nme, | asked you earlier
about who was in the roomwhere they put the agents and the
anal ysts together. Wre any OGC attorneys put into that
roomor did they remain at --

M. Mffa. They absolutely had access to the room
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They could cone and go freely to it. | can't tell you they
were sitting down there full-tinme. | don't know that.
M. Sormers. How regularly did you interact with Lisa

Page on Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. Less frequently than Pete Strzok.
Definitely several tines a week, but not necessarily every
day.

M. Sormers. What did you understand her role to be on
Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Mffa. | understood her to be the representative
essentially of Deputy Director McCabe and his office. |
perceived her role to be to keep himinformed about the case
and the way it was going, and then, in a reverse direction,
to keep us inforned of the Deputy Director’s wshes as it
pertained to the case in real tine. So she was sort of I|ike
the em ssary between the Deputy Director and the team

M. Baker. Ws there any concern that information she
took fromthe team back up to the Deputy Director’s office
were things that should have been gone up through the chain
of command and there were people cut out in that chain that
maybe needed to know sone things that were going from your
teamdirectly to the Deputy?

M. Mffa. Yes, that was definitely concern about
t hat .

M. Baker. Could you el aborate on that?
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M. Mffa. Yes. And it was nade known to ne by AD
Priestap. There was concern at the executive assistant
director certainly above AD Priestap about exactly that,
that information was flowng directly to the Deputy Director
wi t hout going through the proper chain of command. It was
just a known problemof that relationship, that arrangenent,
of Lisa being that connected to the working |evel.

M. Baker. Who was the EAD you referenced?

M. Mffa. 1°d have to refer to the transition tine,
but at one point it was M chael Steinbach and then at
anot her point | believe it was Carl Gaddis.

M. Baker. So under this nodel where Lisa Page is
potentially bypassing the chain of command, two senior
enpl oyees, an AD and an EAD, both | believe agents, are
bei ng cut out of sone of the information that’s going right
to the Deputy Director?

M. Mffa. At tines, yes.

M. Baker. Wuld you believe that to be problematic?

M. Mffa. | would.

M. Baker. And how so?

M. Mffa. | believe that the chain of command exists
for areason. | think it hel ps keep those other executives
who are in charge of the division and the National Security
Branch fully informed. | think people rise those positions

because of their judgnment and understandi ng of the context
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of decision-making, and | think it prevents them from being
able to do that in a way that serves, frankly, the deputy
better. Those |ayers of managenent are there in nmy mnd to
ensure the right decisions are nade at the right |evel, and
it short-circuits that.

M. Baker. Are you aware from your own persona
experience or in any conversations you had with AD Priestap
or whoever was in the EAD seat at the tine of any negative
consequence that happened because of them bei ng bypassed?

M. Mffa. No, I'’'mnot aware of any specific incident
or event or decision that was negatively inpacted. |’ mjust
aware that that conversation about that exact concern was
happeni ng at the AD and EAD | evel .

M. Baker. In your conversations with M. Priestap or
the EAD, were you aware of anybody’s thoughts or intention
to renove M. Strzok fromthe teanf

M. Mffa. | know that at one point AD Priestap was
| ooki ng to change Pete’s role on the case. | believe it was
in part due to the concerns around Lisa Page and t hat
relationship. It was also due to, | believe -- and |
believe it because he told ne -- his desire to get the
i nvestigation of foreign influence activity into a kind of
nore normal i zed state, get away froma snall dedi cated team
and start to integrate it nore with the nornal

Counterintelligence Division. That’s in the fromw nter
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going into 2017 tinme frame, when a new operational team was
brought in; and in that tinme frame is when then-DAD Strzok’s
rol e changed one case.

M. Baker. When you said DAD Strzok and that
rel ationship, you re tal king about the rel ati onshi p between
hi m and Ms. Page?

M. Mffa. Right, correct.

M. Baker. \Wat was your reaction -- | don’t want to
spend a lot of tinme on this for sure. But what was your
reacti on when the fanmpbus texts came out?

M. Mffa. | was incredibly disappointed. | was
di sappoi nted for them as people. | was nore so di sappoi nted
because | feared the inpact it would have on the perception
of the work of a group of people that | think really highly
of. | believe ny teamdid really good work and | believe
that it was tainted unfairly, given the nature of their
comuni cations. | think that’s really disappointing.

M. Baker. You' re a career counterintelligence
professional. Any problens in your opinion or any
regulations in the Bureau violated by having such an affair,
a relationship?

M. Mffa. | think affairs can fall into that category
of exploitable behavior. They' re a lot |ess exploitable
when the entire world knows about them So |I think there

was maybe a period there where it could have been viewed as

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

182

an exploitable fact that could be taken advantage of by a
foreign intelligence service, not that | have any indication
that’s the case. Certainly once it’s public that’s not
sonething that is a concern any nore.

Just the whole thing' s disappointing in ny mnd, is the
best word | can use.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sormers. You spoke just a nonment ago about
Priestap’s desire to possibly renmove Strzok from Crossfire
Hurri cane and get himfocusing on other things. You said
that you' re aware of that because you had a conversation

with Priestap about it?

M. Mffa. | did.
M. Soners. Do you know why he didn’t renove Strzok?
M. Mffa. | don’t. | know he was having those

conversations up his managenent chain with the EAD. He did
change then-DAD Strzok’s role and I don't know t he exact
date, but it was in the winter, towards the begi nning of
2017, and brought in a new operational teamto really nanage
operationally Crossfire Hurricane. So that changeover did
happen.

| know DAD Strzok stayed involved on sonme cases, sort
of tangentially involved in that. But his role did change.
So it did happen. | don't know if it happened | ong after

t he conversation |’ mrenenbering or not.
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M. Sormers. But you don’t recall in that conversation
whet her Priestap expressed any, “Hey, | want to nove him
but McCabe, Deputy Director McCabe, won't let nme”?

M. Mffa. | don’t renenber himever specifically
saying that to ne.

M. Sormers. You were tal king earlier about Page, Lisa
Page, being able to bypass the chain of command goi ng up,
around potentially Priestap or Steinbach or Gaddis or
whoever. \Wat about -- and you said that was concerning --
any concerns the other way? You said, you also said, that
Page was in these neetings to speak for the DD, but of
course sonmeone speaking for the DD is not the sane thing as
the Deputy Director being there. Ws there any concern
expressed that, hey, she's kind of comng in and saying this
is what McCabe thinks and we don’t really know that that’s
t he case?

M. Mffa. Wll, toclarify, we would never -- | don't
bel i eve the team had ever taken operational investigative
actions sinply on Lisa Page saying the DD said do it.

That’s just not how it works. There's enough |ayers of
managenent in between and the way the decisions were made, |
feel very confortable the right people would have wei ghed in
and McCabe woul d have had a chance to refute that if that
wasn’'t true. So it’s not as serious as that.

| think at the end of the day | took it as insight.
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I nsight into the needs and the desire of the Deputy Director
is a valuable thing to have as you're preparing informtion
to go up the chain, for exanple, for ny analytic teamto
know what he’'s interested in hearing about, to be able to
vector in on that alittle nore closely, because Lisa was
there to tell us he’d be interested in these facts versus
others. That’'s a hel pful fact.

So | hope I'’m making that distinction. |It’s not the
ki nd of insight where she would give orders on his behalf
and we woul d just execute them But you woul d gain insight
into sort of his m ndset and what he wanted or needed to
hear, which woul d be hel pful.

M. Sormers. But that’s not -- you can take issue with
my characterization. That’'s not the normal way. Wuldn’'t
it normally go Deputy Director to -- you said normally it
woul d go the other way.

M. Mffa. Yes.

M. Sormers. Deputy Director to, let’s say, Steinbach
for instance, to Priestap, to the team And now we’'re
bypassi ng Steinbach and Priestap and getting it directly
fromLisa Page. |Is that at |east not the normal way?

M. Mffa. You re right. Normally the way that woul d
work is the Deputy Director -- not that the Deputy D rector
can’t conmmunicate directly. But generally the Deputy

Di rector woul d comruni cate through his subordinate
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executives and that would come down to the team

M. Somers. Now, Lisa Page is an attorney and |
believe was technically in the Ofice of General Counsel.
Was she providing any | egal advice as part of these
di scussi ons?

M. Mffa. She would provide opinions -- this is ny
recol l ection -- but not the actual |egal guidance that woul d
gui de decisions. That was the unit chief from OGC who was
associ ated with that.

M. Somers. But she’d comment on | egal things?

M. Mffa. She would coment on |egal things, that’'s
right.

M. Baker. It seens to nme if those texts were never in
exi stence a |lot of the public perception and figuring out
who So-and-So is in redacted versions and what certain
t hi ngs neant that people candidly texted between peopl e that
t hey thought woul d never see the |ight of day but those two
peopl e -- do you have any reason to believe that there was
too long of a delay or never an effort to tell those two
people to knock it off? And even if there wasn’'t a deci sion
to renove M. Strzok, do you think there was anybody t hat
shoul d have said “W know you’re having this relationship;
you' re counterintelligence professionals; this is probably
t he bi ggest case that has cone down through the Bureau in a
very, very long tinme; knock it off”?
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But it seens to nme they were allowed to continue and
remain in place for a long tine.

M. Mffa. | don’t think anyone -- | certainly didn’t
know about the texts. That's an after-the-fact realization,
that there’s this flood of communications. | personally
didn’t know about their romantic relationship. | found out
about that fromthe news when the story broke.

| know t here were conversations with both Lisa and Pete
Strzok about their relationship being problematic. | know
they were told that. | can’t speak to why a nore decisive
nove wasn’'t nade to either separate themfroma functiona
working relationship or fromthe case. | just don’t know
why the choi ce was nmade not to do that.

M. Baker. In your view whose choice should that have
been to make that?

M. Mffa. | think it should have been raised by AD
Priestap and the EAD for NSD; and the Deputy Director, who
directly was the rating official for Lisa Page, he should
have made that call in ny view.

M. Baker. And you have no reason to believe that the
hue and cry canme from any of those people in the chain that
you j ust naned?

M. Mffa. The hue and the cry? |I’msorry, |’ m not
under st andi ng.

M. Baker. You don’t have any reason to believe that
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t he recommendati on to approach themor tell themto knock it
off was actually nade to anyone by anyone?

M. Mffa. | believe they did have conversations
directly with the two, based on ny discussion with Bill
Priestap. | believe they were spoken to about the problem
| don't know if there was the conversation with MCabe, for
exanple, to say: W need you to renove her fromthe case or
frankly, to have Pete stop interacting with her out of the
working relationship. That's the part | don't know about.

| know they know, fromny conversations with Bill, that
their relationship was being perceived as a probl em

M. Baker. And where you sat at your rank, did you
believe it was a problemonce you were aware that it was in
exi stence?

M. Mffa. | think any tine that the higher executive
managenent of your branch is unhappy with the working
relationship and it’s proving problematic to them you need
to take note of that and address it. So fromny rank, it
wasn't inpacting ny work negatively, but any perception that
our bosses had that sonething was inappropriate or wasn't
happening in a way that they wanted I woul d want addressed,
because you're trying to do the right thing by your boss.

M. Baker. So it sounds like it was taken note of, but
not hi ng was really done about it?

M. Mffa. That’s one way of saying it. It was not an
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unknown problem It was a problemthat | believe was nmade
known to Pete and Lisa and know it was known to ny Assi stant
Director, and he advised ne it was known to the EAD of the
Nati onal Security Branch. So it’s a known problem If it
wasn’'t addressed, | can’t speak to why it wasn't.

] When you tal k about problem are you
t al ki ng about a communi cati ons problemor are you suggesting
t hat seni or managenent knew about the relationship?

M. Mffa. | have no information that it’'s specific to
the relationship, the romantic relationship. |’mtalking
about the interaction problem the cutting out of pieces of
the chain of command, the relationship in that sense, not
the romantic side. | don't know anything about that or what
was known about that.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Somers. Anot her i ndi vidual whose name has cone
up, Bruce Or. Wat was your understandi ng of what Bruce
Or’s role was in all of this, at the tine?

M. Mffa. At the tinme, yes. At the tine | knew
absolutely very little about Bruce Or. As | started to
hear the name, ny understanding was that Lisa Page had
worked with Orr in sone previous position at DQJ and so
there was |ike a preexisting relationship there. Then |
cane to learn that Or also had a relationship with Steele.

There were a nunber of conversations that | know
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occurred with Or outside nmy presence where they discussed
Steele as a topic. So that was really all | knew | knew
he was a DQJ official. | know he’d worked with Lisa
previously. And I know, based on his work |I believe in

organi zed crine, he had sone preexisting relationship with

St eel e.

M. Soners. And you were in one neeting with Bruce
Or?

M. Mffa. | was in one neeting. | was really an
afterthought. | renmenber literally getting a phone call in

the hallway to come down to a neeting wthout know ng who
was in the neeting. And | sat down late. It was already in
progress, and | didn't even know who Or was. At the tine |
think I wote down “DQJ guy.” | later found out it was
Bruce Or. So it wasn’t the kind of neeting where | had a
deep understandi ng of who we were neeting with. | just
literally wal ked into it in progress.

M. Sormers. Anot her i ndividual we spoke about in the
begi nning, just to follow up on, the supervisory intel
anal yst. You said you assigned himto Crossfire Hurricane,
but it was because it was kind of a natural role. \What can
you say about his reputation or work ethic or any
characterization along those lines of the supervisory intel
anal yst ?

M. Mffa. | think trenmendously highly of him He is
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a true subject matter expert in Russia, in
counterintelligence; academ c background. | honestly
couldn’t think of a better supervisor of analysts that | had
who woul d be better positioned to manage this teamand to
provi de his expertise to the case.

M. Sormers. Is he a detail-oriented individual?

M. Mffa. He's very detail-oriented, very
consci entious, very responsible -- all the reasons
sel ected him

M. Somers. You said earlier you were not a Russia
expert. Whuld you consider the supervisory intel analyst a

Russi a expert?

M. Mffa. | would.

M. Soners. Does he speak Russi an?

M. Mffa. | don't know that.

M. Sormers. |"ve just got a few nonents |eft here.

asked you, the first question | asked you, was whether you
read or reviewed the I1Greport, and you indicated you had at
one point intinme. 1In the IGreport the Inspector General’s
Ofice identified 17 significant errors and om ssions in the
Carter Page FI SA process. Do you generally recall those
errors?

M. Mffa. | don't recall the errors specifically. |
remenber the discussion of 17 errors.

M. Soners. Do you recall having any issue with
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saying that’s not an error when you read then?

M. Mffa. | remenber not feeling qualified to nake
t hat judgnent without going back through and review ng the
FI SA against the |G report.

M. Soners. Did you find themtroubling? D d you
find the G report troubling?

M. Mffa. | wouldn’'t say “troubling” is the word. |
saw things in the IGreport that I did not know and | don't

know that | expected to see them

M. Somers. What do you nean by you didn’t expect to
see t henf
M. Mffa. | just wasn’'t expecting to have not known

about sone of that.

M. Baker. Specifically what?

M. Soners. The FI SA inaccuracies. |It’s just not
sonething I was aware of at the time. Again, | think a |ot
of that has to do with ny role. | didn’t review the FISA
| wasn’t in the supervisory chain for it. | didn't approve

it. So | wasn't aware of what facts were in there. But
just knowi ng sone of the people involved, | think I was
surprised to see that quantity of errors discussed by the
| GG

M. Baker. Wen you say know ng the people involved,
is that because you had a high opinion of the people, as

nore professional than what these errors would allude to?
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M. Mffa. That’s right.

M. Sormers. Is that surprising -- it’s been
surprising to us -- |I’mnot supposed to testify here -- that
this was a hand-picked team correct, the Crossfire
Hurri cane teanf

M. Mffa. It was picked, sure.

M. Sormers. And t hese were agents and anal ysts peopl e
wanted on the team that had sone expertise; is that
correct?

M. Mffa. Yes, absolutely. Again, | would clarify
that the analytic teamis not working on the FISA but the
agents on the operational side were experienced agents.

M. Sormers. So you woul dn’t expect fromthese agents,
then, is that what you're saying, to see what the 1GG s
O fice uncovered?

M. Mffa. | guess that’s what |’ m saying, wthout
affirming that | think all 17 of those are true inaccuracies
or factual problens, probably because | just don’t know.

Just | had a higher expectation, given the quality of that
team that’'s all

M. Sormers. Is there anything in particular, any of
the errors, that sticks out to you as being nore egregi ous
than others or something that was particularly discussed and
then it surprises that that shows up as an error because we

di scussed that a mllion tinmes during the investigation?
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M. Mffa. | just have very little nenory or
recol | ection of what the specific errors are, because |
didn't see the FISA on the front end. So | didn't know what
facts were going into it; and | don't recall specifically
what the IGreport laid out as being a problem So no one
of themjunps out at me. To ne it’s just the collective
sense that there were that many errors, is what |I'm
refl ecting, not anything specific.

M. Soners. Are you aware of anything the 1G did not
uncover as an error?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Sormers. Any problens the 1G didn’'t uncover with
Crossfire Hurricane itself generally?

M. Mffa. No, not that |I’m aware of.

M. Baker. Wth your whole career being in
counterintelligence and this being a very big case, in
hi ndsi ght now, knowi ng what you know now, are you proud and
glad you were on this case or is it something naybe you wi sh
you woul d have been doi ng sonething el se?

M. Mffa. Well, | can say that |I’mproud that I
worked on it. | think there’s a host of nen and wonen who
supported this case who ideally are never recognized
publicly, but who did great work and did it for the right
reasons and worked incredibly hard in a really stressful

time. So | won't ever say that |I’mnot proud to have |ed
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them and to have worked wth them

" m proud of nmy own contributions toit. | think at a
time when others were really faltering, | didn't; and | did
the right thing the right way, in a way that | think our
current Director is really enphasizing now So | can’'t say
| regret it in that sense. | think it’s been extrenely
unpl easant in the |last four years since this case, sone of
what has happened publicly, and it’s just been generally
di sappointing. So fromthat respect, | guess | could go
ei ther way on whet her having been a part of it was a good
thing or a bad thing. But | can’t say that |I’m not proud of
the work that | did and that ny team did.

M. Baker. You say things that have happened publicly.
Coul d you el aborate on that, please?

M. Mffa. Well, yes. | think when you see your own
name in the press for the first tine that can be a shocking
thing. | didn't join the FBI for that reason. And not
having any ability to correct what | believe are serious
factual inaccuracies made about you and your work, having no
real voice to do that, and having to talk to your famly
about those things, are all things nobody expects when they
take a civil service job and try to do the right thing.

That’ s super-unfortunate and unpl easant and sonet hi ng |
hope doesn’t happen to anyone el se. But that’s what

happened.
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M. Baker. At the sane tine, you expressed that you
di d have sone di sappointnent in the work of your coll eagues
as wel | .

M. Mffa. Certainly. There's just no question that
t hose tactics and the inpact that had on the perception of
the work of really good people who worked really hard has
been intensely negative. So |I'm absolutely disappointed in
t hem

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. | think that’s all we -- that’s
definitely all we have for this round. 1It’s probably all we
have, but we’'ll just reserve in case you all --

M. Baker. [|’'ll just add, you’ ve done a |ong career

and | think for a noble purpose, and | appreciate you com ng
out and testifying about this and being interviewed yet one
nore time. | really do appreciate it. And it helps us with
the work we do as an oversight entity of the FBI. So ny
hat’s off to you and to the nen and wonen of the FBI that do
the right thing every day.

M. Mffa. | really appreciate you saying that. Thank
you.

M. Baker. Thank you.

(Recess from2:50 p.m to 3:03 p.m)

M. Haskel l. M. Mffa, you were asked about the

August 2016 strategic intelligence briefing given to
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candidate Trunp and also to candidate Clinton. At the tine
of those briefings, the FBI was conducting a
counterintelligence investigation in which Mchael Flynn was
a target; is that correct?

M. Mffa. | believe so, yes.

M. Haskel | . You had sai d, when asked about t hat
briefing, that the purpose of the individual referred to as
SSA-1 in the IGreport was there was to get, quote,

“I npressions of reactions of people in the room” and that
there was a positive benefit to himbeing able to identify
i nformation of val ue.

That’s simlar to what FBlI General Counsel Ji m Baker
told the 1G5 that, quote, “The benefit of having SSA-1 at
the briefing was to pick up any statenents by the attendees
that m ght have relevance to the Crossfire Hurricane
i nvestigation.” Baker continued that, quote, “If sonebody
sai d sonet hing, you want soneone in the room who knew enough
about the investigation that they would be able to
under stand the significance of sonething or sone type of
statenent, whereas a regular briefer who didn't know
anyt hi ng about might just let it go and it m ght not even
register with them” So that’s the reason to have SSA-1
t here.

| s that the understanding that you share as to why SSA-

1 was tasked wth being at that briefing?
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M. Mffa. | don’t renenber explicitly having that
laid out to ne as the advantage, but just frommnmy own
under standi ng of the situation that would be the benefit of
it.

M. Haskell. So in your many years of experience in
the FBI, that woul d make sense?

M. Mffa. Right.

M. Haskel | . SSA-1 told the IGthat the briefing he
gave to Trunp, Flynn, and Governor Chris Christie, quote,
“was not tailored to serve the investigative interests of
Crossfire Hurricane.” Do you have any reason to dispute
t hat statenent?

M. Mffa. No, and that’'s what | referred to earlier
where those prep sessions, it was really about the broader
counterintelligence nessage of the briefing.

M. Haskell . And by “not tailored to serve the

investigative interests,” do you take that to nmean that, to
the extent that the FBI gathered intelligence at the
briefing, it did so passively? To your know edge, SSA-1
wasn’'t there to say certain things or do certain things in
order to elicit evidence?

M. Mffa. | think that’s right.

M. Haskell . I n other words, the FBI gave the

briefing to the Trunp canpaign as it would to any ot her

canpai gn, but it had the extra purpose of |istening and
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wat ching for the things we discussed?

M. Mffa. | believe so, yes.

M. Haskell . In fact, the FBlI gave that exact sane
briefing to the dinton canpaign ten days later, as is
typical of situations where the FBI is briefing existing
canpai gns on counterintelligence and other threats. |'1I|
make that a fact that’s detailed in the EGG report.

Do you have any basis to dispute SSA-1's expl anation
for why the FBI treated the Trunp briefing differently than
the other briefings, including the one that was given to the
dinton canpai gn?

M. Mffa. | have no basis to dispute that.

M. Haskell . To put it differently, the only
difference in the FBI's treatnent of the Trunp and Cinton
briefings, which was to have SSA-1 passively assess Flynn's
reaction during the Trunp briefing, was because there was a
counterintelligence investigation involving one canpaign,

t he Trunp canpai gn, but not the other canpaign, the dinton
canpai gn? To rephrase, the difference in the purpose of
SSA-1's attendance at the two briefings was based on the
fact that there was an ongoi ng counterintelligence

i nvestigation into one canpai gn, but not the other canpaign?

M. Mffa. Again, | wasn't party to the conversations
about why SSA-1 was selected to go. Again, ny inpression is

simlar to what GC Baker said. He was there to pick up on
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any of that sort of nuanced information that m ght cone out
about the subjects of the case.

M. Haskell . Moving on, | just want to follow up on
t he question that was asked about the Steel e dossier being
potentially part of a Russian disinformation effort. |
bel i eve you said that you never cane to a concl usion one way
or the other as to whether it was Russian disinformation.

But an FBI nenorandum prepared for w Decenber 17
Congressional briefing said that by the tinme the Crossfire
Hurricane investigation was transferred to Special Counsel
Muel ler in May 2017, the FBI did not assess it |ikely that
Steele’s election reporting was generated in connection to a
Russi an di sinformati on canpaign. And Priestap told the IG
that the FBI didn’'t have any indication whatsoever by My
2017 that the Russians were running a disinformtion
canpai gn through the Steele el ection reporting.

So | just want to clarify that, while you personally
m ght not have reached a concl usion one way or the other, do
you have any evidence to dispute what M. Priestap sai d?

M. Mffa. No, | don’t have any evidence to dispute
it, and that appears to ne to be his assessnent of the
situation. For ne it was an open question when we passed
the wand to the Mueller team

M. Haskel l. But just to follow up on that, what

Priestap told the 1Gis that the FBI didn't have any
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i ndi cati on what soever by May 2017. So at | east Priestap’s
characterization is not just of himpersonally, but of the
FBI generally.

M. Mffa. OCkay. | nmean, | don’t have any infornmation
to suggest there was information indicating that it was
Russian disinformation. So to ne it was an open question.
For himit could have been a nore certain answer.

M. Haskell . Moving on to M chael Flynn, we had
tal ked earlier about the opening EC s for the individual
i nvestigations for Manafort, Papadopoul os, and Page. For
Flynn, the opening EC said that, quote, “He may wittingly or
unwittingly be involved in activity on behalf of the Russian
Federation which may constitute a crime or threat to the
nati onal security.” It noted that Flynn was an adviser to
Trunp, had various ties to state-affiliated entities of
Russia, and had previously traveled to Russia.

"1l ask the sanme question that | asked in connection
with the other EC s earlier, with the expectation that 1’11
likely receive the sane answer. But why was that a
counterintelligence concern to the FBI?

M. Mffa. Simlar to nmy other answers, any tine an
official associated with a political canpaign potentially
has ties to a foreign power, threat power, there’'s a
potential counterintelligence concern there. So Flynn, |ike

t he other subjects, if they were taking direction or control
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froma foreign power, that’s a counterintelligence issue.

M. Haskell . So just to clarify, the investigation
that was opened into Flynn was a counterintelligence
I nvestigation?

M. Mffa. | don't recall specifically what the exact
i nvestigation was that was opened, whether it was a
counterintelligence violation or FARA or sonmething else. |
just don’t renmenber.

M. Haskel l. Do you have any recollection that at the
time it was opened it was a FARA case?

M. Mffa. | just don't renenber.

M. Haskell . Wul d you characterize the Page,
Papadopoul os, Manafort investigations as, and the
i nvestigation at |large, the Crossfire Hurricane
investigation at |large, as a counterintelligence
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. They were counterintelligence
i nvestigations.

M. Haskel l. Ckay, they were counterintelligence
i nvestigations.

Do you recall at that tinme when the investigations were

opened di scussi ons of the Logan Act?

M. Mffa. | don't renmenber at the beginning. 1In the
July tinme frame when the cases were opened, | don't renenber
any di scussion of the Logan Act. | only renmenber it in the
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context of the Flynn interviews towards the end of the year

M. Haskell . But through that we can deduce that when
the Flynn investigation was opened, you m ght not be certain
it was a counterintelligence investigation, but it was not a
Logan Act investigation?

M. Mffa. |’mnot aware that it was, no.

M. Haskell. Former Acting Attorney Ceneral Sally
Yates recently testified in front of the commttee as part
of this investigation, and she was asked about the interview
t hat was conducted of Flynn in January. She said. “I would
be hard-pressed to be able to think of an interview that
woul d have been nore nmaterial at this point of a
counterintelligence investigation that the FBlI was
conducting, to try to be able to get to the bottom of
whet her there were any individuals, U S. citizens and those
associated with the Trunp canpai gn who were working with the
Russians. So the materiality of this was squarely right on
point. W had a national security adviser, after the
Russi ans had attenpted to put a thunb on the scal e of our
el ecti on, who when he spoke with the Russian anbassador,
rather than tell him*‘Stay out of our elections; keep your
nose and your paws out of it,’” even if they wanted a reset,
but to rebuke him and to I et himknow that they will not
tolerate their country trying to intervene and pick our

President. Not only did he” - neaning Flynn -- “not do
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that, he was naking nice with them”

That was former Acting Attorney General Yates’'s
characterization of why the Flynn interview occurred, that
after the phone call between Flynn and Kislyak it raised a
cl ear counterintelligence concern that needed to be
i nvestigated as part of the ongoing counterintelligence
i nvestigation. Do you have any reason to dispute that?

M. Mffa. | wouldn't affirmthat characterization
necessarily fromny view, just in ny nenory of what happened
there. But in the sense that it discusses the essence of
the interviewis material to understanding the nature of
Flynn’s relationship with the Russians and those
conversations, yes, it was material in that sense.

M. Haskell. Thank you.

Ms. Sawyer. I think when you were asked by our
col | eagues how you first |earned about Lieutenant General
Flynn’s conversations with Anbassador Kislyak you indicated
that the SI A or soneone el se on your team had brought it to
your attention. Do you recall roughly when that happened?

M. Mffa. | don't. Sorry.

Ms. Sawyer. So it would have been sone tine after
Decenber 29th when the conversation particular to sanctions
-- there were nore than one conversation, but |’ mjust
tal ki ng about the conversation relative to U S. sanctions.

M. Mffa. That tine frame sounds right, but | just
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don’t know the exact tine frane.

Ms. Sawyer. Did you see the transcript of Lieutenant
General Flynn’s conversation with Anbassador Kislyak at that
time?

M. Mffa. Yes, | saw. 1’ve seen the transcripts,
yes.

Ms. Sawyer. And you think certainly the first tine
you nmay have seen it would have been shortly after it was
brought to your attention?

M. Mffa. | believe so, yes.

Ms. Sawyer. And t hat woul d have been before
Li eutenant General Flynn was interviewed by the FBI about
his conversation with Anbassador Kislyak?

M. Mffa. Yes.

Ms. Sawyer. Do you recall what your inpression of
t hat conversati on was?

M. Mffa. | want to be careful here to try not to
veer into any classified lanes. M inpression was that the
conversations explained the Russian reaction to the
sancti ons.

Ms. Sawyer. How so?

M. Mffa. In that the |ack of a response could be
expl ai ned by that conversati on.

Ms. Sawyer. So ny recollection at the tine, and

think as was reported at the tinme, Viadimr Putin did say
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publicly, imedi ately after inposition of the sanctions,
that there would be retaliation. Do you recall that?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that specifically, no.

Ms. Sawyer. Was the FBI expecting there to be sone
reaction from Russi a?

M. Mffa. | think we generally expect reaction when
we take an affirmative action agai nst Russi a.

Ms. Sawyer. So this woul d not have been any different
than that? You woul d have been expecting, since affirmative
action was taken, that Russia would respond?

M. Mffa. | expected that, yes.

Ms. Sawyer. And in fact Russia did not respond to the
sanctions; is that correct?

M. Mffa. That's ny recollection.

Ms. Sawyer. So what you're telling us is that when
you saw the transcript of a conversation between Lieutenant
CGeneral Flynn and Anmbassador Kislyak, it explained to you
why Russia did not respond to sanctions?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

Ms. Sawyer. One of the counterintelligence concerns
that you already identified for us today is when either a
U.S. person and presunably a hostile foreign governnment may
be taking direction, taking direction or be control of
Russia. D d that raise any concerns about that potenti al

when you saw the transcript, that either Flynn was working
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closely and taking direction from Russia or vice versa, that
Russia had a close relationship with Flynn and was taking
direction from hi n?

M. Mffa. Well, this is where | do think we're in
kind of difficult space in assessing that, just given the
role that Flynn was going to be entering into. | don't know
that | could say it’s directly reflective of that kind of
control. Inny mnd, it just explained the lack of a
response. | don't know that it spoke directly to one way or
t he other necessarily whether he’s under sone kind of
control or direction of the Russians.

Ms. Sawyer. Did you know at the tine whether or not
Li eut enant General Flynn was acting on behalf of the
i ncom ng adm nistration or on his own?

M. Mffa. | don't know that then and | don’t know
t hat now.

Ms. Sawyer. Wul d that have been sonething that would
have made a difference in terns of the counterintelligence
concerns that this could have rai sed, whether he was acting
on his own as a rogue agent or whether he was acting with
t he know edge and bl essing of the incom ng adm nistration?

M. Mffa. | don't know that that woul d have nmade a
functional difference for ne. To nme personally, the
conversations just reflected the nature of that close

rel ati onship he had with Russia and, thinking back to the
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predi cati on and what that neans as a subject for him being
a nore likely candidate to have been in a position to
receive that initial information, that’s the context in
which I'"'mthinking of it. [It’s confirmation of the
connection to Russia. | wasn’'t necessarily dissecting it in
terms of the context you' re tal king about.

Ms. Sawyer. Got it. Soit’s confirmation, if | could
just rephrase it slightly, of the connection, neaning the
relationship that M chael Flynn had with a senior official
in the Russian governnent ?

M. Mffa. Correct. |It’s reflective that that
relati onship exists. 1It’s not to ne necessarily reflective
of control by the Russians.

Ms. Sawyer. But that the possibility for there to
have been control or even, aside fromthis particular
conversation, that information could have passed from M.

Flynn to the Russians or vice versa over the course of the

canpai gn?

M. Mffa. Sure. That possibility still existed in ny
m nd.

Ms. Sawyer. | just do want to explore, because | ama

little surprised at your answer that it m ght not have been
of concern as to whether or not an incom ng national
security adviser was acting independent, as a rogue agent,
in negotiating with Russia.
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So did it not occur to anyone that that would be a
nati onal security and counterintelligence risk if the
i ncom ng national security adviser had reached out and tried
to make a deal with Russia and gotten Russia to respond on
his own, w thout anyone in the Wite House know ng that?

M. Mffa. | don't know that that’s the case, that
nobody in the Wite House knew about it. And | think the
fact that he’s in that position of incom ng national
security adviser does color it. |I’mnot saying it’s of no
concern. | think there’s a concern there and | think that’s
reflective of the actions taken to investigate it.

But | don't think it’s a randomU. S. citizen doing the
deed here. It’s an incom ng national security adviser.
Maybe it’s a violation of the decorumof that sort of

transition potentially. O it could be reflective of a

greater national security concern. | think it runs that
spectrum
Ms. Sawyer. In fact, on January 15th, 2017, Vice

Presi dent-el ect Pence was asked on Face the Nation whet her
or not Mchael Flynn had spoken with Anbassador Ki sl yak
about U.S. sanctions. And Vice President-elect Pence at

the tine said no, he had not, that M chael Flynn had assured
hi mthat he had not, or at |least had told himthat he had
not spoken with the anbassador about sanctions.

Do you recall that happeni ng?

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

209

M. Mffa. | vaguely recall that, yes.

Ms. Sawyer. Wul d that have raised a
counterintelligence concern?

M. Mffa. | think it’s a continuing
counterintelligence concern, but that would seem ngly
suggest a greater counterintelligence concern, yes.

Ms. Sawyer. Can you just explain why that is the
case?

M. Mffa. Gven that it wasn’t a sanctioned set of
communi cations by the incom ng adm nistration.

Ms. Sawyer. O at |least mght not have been. It’s
possi bl e that Vice President Pence didn’t know, but other
peopl e did know, correct?

M. Mffa. Correct. | have no know edge of who knew.

Ms. Sawyer. So certainly in the spectrum of potenti al
concerns, one potential concern was that no one in the Wite
House knew. Another potential was sonme people in the Wite
House knew, correct?

M. Mffa. Correct, there could be that range.

Ms. Sawyer. But it certainly would be true that
Russi a woul d have known at the tine that Anbassador Kislyak
and M chael Flynn had discussed U S. sanctions; is that a
fair statenment?

M. Mffa. Sone elenment of Russian officials would

know. | have no know edge of who, other than Kislyak.
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Ms. Sawyer. And then potentially they would have seen
that the Vice President had stood up in national TV and had
said that M chael Flynn had told himthat he had never
spoken with Anbassador Kislyak about sanctions. Sally Yates
described that potential that maybe then M chael Flynn was
subj ect to bl ackmail

Wul d you agree that if Flynn had never told anyone in
the Wiite House that he had spoken to Russia and Russia knew
it, that he was potentially subject to blackmail ?

M. Mffa. | think that’s possible, but | have no idea
if that was a credible threat at the time. | don't know.
It’ s possible.

Ms. Sawyer. Vell, wouldn't the FBI have wanted to
know at the tinme whether that was a credible threat?

M. Mffa. | think that’s why the FBlI was
i nvestigating the set of communications with Flynn. It was
to further understand the nature of them and the context of
t hem

Ms. Sawyer. And one way and probably the best way to
do that would be to ask M. Flynn hinself whether or not he
had spoken with Kislyak, wouldn't it be?

M. Mffa. That’s certainly in nmy mnd what the goa
of the interview was.

Ms. Sawyer. Did anyone ever articulate that they had

a different goal, that they were sinply trying to set up M.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

211

Fl ynn?

M. Mffa. | don't recall that ever being part of the
conversation, no.

Ms. Sawyer. Did you ever hear anyone claimthat they
were seeking to entrap M. Flynn to get himto |lie to then?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . Shifting gears, just a few nore quick
foll owups and then we’ll be done. You were asked a bunch
of questions about Lisa Page and Peter Strzok. One of the
concerns that you discussed -- you discussed being aware of
a concern that that relationship or the situation would |ead
to some comuni cations outside the chain of command. | just
want to clarify. Are you aware of any instance of that
concern being founded, of there being a communication
out si de the chain of conmand?

M. Mffa. | can’t think of anything specific at this
point, four or five years later. But there’s just no doubt
inny mnd that at tinmes Lisa was conveying information to
Deputy Director MCabe before the entire National Security
Branch chain of command was aware of it. | can’t think
specifically of an instance, though, that I can point to you
with a specific exanple.

M. Haskell. Turning to a statenent in the |G report
on page 67, it says. “Wth respect to Strzok, w tnesses

told us that, while he approved the teanis investigative
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decisions during the tinme he was in the supervisory chain of
command for the investigation, he did not unilaterally make
any decisions or override any proposed investigative steps.
Priestap, in addition to telling us that it was his decision
toinitiate the investigation, told us that to his know edge
Strzok was not the primary or sol e decision maker on any
i nvestigative steps in Crossfire Hurricane.”

Do you have any evidence to dispute that finding?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. You tal ked about the text nessages
bet ween Strzok and Page and you tal ked about being
di sappoi nted. You described that it was the inpact on the
perception of work of good people who did good work that
di sappoi nted you. Wuld you -- would you say that that
perception would be unfair to the people who worked on this
i nvestigation?

M. Mffa. | would. | think it’s been painted in a
light as being a conpletely politically notivated
i nvestigation and | know that to not be the case.

M. Haskel | . What you just said, you know that to not
be the case, is the sane finding of the two-year |ong
| nspect or Ceneral investigation, that the investigation and
t he deci sions nade during It were not notivated by political
bias; is that correct?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trustpoint.One Alderson

213

M. Haskell . Is it your concern that the nore things
like the Strzok and Page texts are anplified, the nore
negative effect it has on the perception of the good work
that you and your coll eagues at the FBI did?

M. Mffa. | think that's true, and | think it extends
nore broadly to the work of the FBI in general. And that’s
potentially even nore concerning, that there’s a perception
that the FBlI conducts investigations in a politically
notivated way. And that’s just never been ny experience in
20-plus years in the organization.

M. Haskel | . So, followng up on that, | take that to
nmean that there are dangers to highlighting instances that
are not characteristic of the work that's done at the FBI
but that nonethel ess affect the public perception?

M. Mffa. | think that’s right, but I don’t want to
di m ni sh, again, ny disappointnment in those text nessages.
| think they should have known better and they shoul dn’t
have been sent. But | also think that overindexing on that
aspect to create the inpression that the FBI's a politically
noti vated organi zation is damaging to the FBI and its
ability to protect Anerica.

M. Haskell. Do you have concerns that it al so
damages the FBI's ability to retain good people and to
recruit good peopl e?

M. Mffa. | don't know that | could specul ate on
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that. But | don’t think it hel ps the perception of the
organi zation, and that could extend to a nunber of different
aspects of the organization’s ability to do its work, to

i ncl ude recruiting.

M. Haskell. Shifting to the FISA errors that were
identified in the G report, which you were asked sone
questions about, | know that you didn't play a role in the
preparation or approval of the Page FI SA applications, but |
think it’s inportant to put those errors in context. Only
14 pages of the 448-page Mieller report addressed Carter
Page. In Decenber of |ast year, when Inspector Ceneral
Horowitz testified before our commttee, he stated that the
errors do not call into question, quote, “any part of the
Speci al Counsel’s report.”

Do you have any evidence that the Page FI SA errors cal
into question any of Special Counsel Mieller’s findings?

M. Mffa. No. But | also don’t have deep know edge
of Special Counsel Mieller’s findings.

M. Haskel l. Ckay, fair.

The I nspector Ceneral recomended a nunber of
corrective the actions that you may have famliarity wth,

i ncludi ng changes to Wods forns and the FI SA request form
designed to ensure that O receives all relevant
information, including CHS i nformati on, needed to prepare

FI SA applicati ons.
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Director Way accepted and agreed to inplenment all of
the |GG s recommended corrective actions and | believe has
al ready i npl enented the bul k of them

Do you have any reason to believe that the FBI is not
t aki ng appropriate steps in response to the 1GG s report?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell. Do you have any reason to believe that
the corrective actions that the |G recommended and that the
FBI is now taking will not adequately address the errors
that the IGidentified?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . Do you have any additi onal
recommendat i ons beyond what the |G recomended?

M. Mffa. No.

M. Haskell . You were al so asked several questions
about Bruce Or. You worked on the Crossfire Hurricane
i nvestigation. Bruce Or had no decision-making role on
that investigation, is that correct?

M. Mffa. That's correct.

M. Haskel | . To your know edge, he had no role in the
Speci al Counsel’s investigation, to your know edge?

M. Mffa. | have no know edge of that, no.

M. Haskell . According to the IGreport, Or said
that it was both his duty as a citizen and a Depart nent

enpl oyee to provide the FBI with information from Steele.
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Do you have any evidence to dispute Or’s characterization
of his own notivation?
M. Mffa. | just don't know Or, so | wouldn't feel

confortable affirmng or otherw se refuting his

characterization. | know nothing about him

M. Haskell . But you don’t have any evi dence --

M. Mffa. | have no evidence to the contrary, that’s
true.

Ms. Sawyer. Just a quick followup. | know when ny

col | eague was aski ng you about the concerns that the chain
of command was not being respected in the usual way because
Pete Strzok m ght pass information to Lisa Page that would
then get to the Deputy Director before or nmaybe at the sane
time it was getting to the AD Priestap or the person serving
as the EAD.

You said you had no doubt -- you didn't have specific
exanpl es, but you had no doubt in your mnd that it probably
happened. Do you know of any exanpl es where information was
passed to the Deputy Director that didn't go to the rest of
t he teanf

M. Mffa. That didn't go to the rest of the team or
the rest of the chain of conmand?

Ms. Sawyer. The chain of command.

M. Mffa. Well, there were -- Pete Strzok woul d have

conversations wth Deputy Director McCabe that | wasn’'t a
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party to and | don't believe AD Priestap or the EAD were a
party to. So | do think there were tines when they
interacted directly that the chain of command wasn’t there.
So | know of instances there’s the possibility information
i s bei ng exchanged.

Ms. Sawyer. Can you cite any exanpl es where deci sions
were nmade based on information that nmay have been passed?
Because there has been, obviously, trenendous exam nation
and criticismof Ms. Page, M. Strzok, M. MCabe. So from
nmy perspective it would be inportant to know if there' s any
concrete deci sion-maki ng that you believe was influenced by
sonme sharing of information that didn’t foll ow the usual
chai n of conmand.

M. Mffa. | just don’'t have any specific exanpl es of
that. |It’s possible that it could have happened, but | just
woul dn’t be aware that it derived fromone of those private
conversations. | just don’'t know.

M. Haskell . | think that’s it fromus. Thank you
very much for your tinme and for your service to the FBlI and
to the country.

M. Mffa. Thank you. | appreciate it.

M. Somers. W don’t have anything else. So we just
t hank you again for coming in and bearing with Art and | for
a second interview. W talked to you a couple years ago

about Md-Year and a little bit about this before we had the
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But we thank you for

at 3:33 p.m, the interview was concl uded.)
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