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PROCEEDI NGS
[10: 10 a. m ]

M. Sonmers. This is a transcribed interview of |
Bl Chairnman G ahamrequested this interview as part of
an investigation by the Senate Judiciary Commttee into
matters related to the Justice Departnent's and the Federa
Bureau of Investigation's handling of the Crossfire
Hurri cane investigation, including the applications for and
renewal s of a Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act warrant
on Carter Page.

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

B B Suecervisory Intelligence
Anal yst, Federal Bureau of |nvestigation.

M. Sonmers. Could you just do that one nore tinme? It
didn't cone through very clearly.

I B cupervisory Intelligence
Anal yst, Federal Bureau of Investigation.

M. Sonmers. Thank you. On behalf of Chairnman G aham
| want to thank you for appearing today, and we appreciate
your willingness to appear voluntarily. | will just note
for the record, since I'"'mnot sure it'll conme through on
the transcript, that we are doing this interview renotely
vi a Webex.

My nane is Zachary Soners. |'mthe majority chief

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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i nvestigative counsel for the Senate Judiciary Conmttee.
|"mhere in the commttee room Wth ne is senior

I nvestigative counsel Arthur Baker. Everyone else |
believe is appearing renotely. | think Lee Hol nes, our

staff director, nmay join us at sone point via Wbex or in

t he room
M. Holnmes. |'mon, Zach.
M. Sonmers. | think just for the record I'd like to

have everybody go through and just put their nane on the
record. | think the way to do it, we'll start w th Ranking
Menber Feinstein's staff to go first. There's two staffers
fromFeinstein's office on the Webex, and then if we coul d
go to the FBI counsel that are present, and then concl ude
with | rersonal counsel, and then |I'Il get back
to ny preanble. So, Sara, maybe if you could start off on
our chain of introductions.

Ms. Zdeb. Sara Zdeb, senior counsel for the mnority
Ranki ng Menber Fei nstei n.

M. Fausett. Good norning. This is Andrew Fausett,
al so senior counsel for Ranking Menmber Feinstein on the
mnority staff.

[ Pause. |

M. Soners. [} e didn't get that.

[ Pause. ]

BN B RS Office of General

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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Counsel, is here. Also with ||l FBI Office of
General Counsel. I'm not sure, [jjlj. if they were able to
hear your name for the record.

Mr. Somers. So from the FBI, we just have [Jjjjj and

_. Is that correct?
BN vou also have NSNS, FEI OCC, on

the line.

Mr. Somers. Okay.

Mr. Linehan. Patrick Linehan from Steptoe & Johnson
on behalf of _ Did that come through?

Mr. Somers. Yes, that came through.

Mr. Linehan. Great.

Mr. Somers. I think that's everybody.

Mr. Linehan. And, Zach -- this is Pat Linehan just
for the record -- I just wanted to confirm on the record
that other than a recording that the court reporter may be
making, this proceeding is not being recorded either by
video or audio?

Mr. Somers. No; we're just -- just the transcription
by the court reporter.

Mr. Linehan. Great. Thank you.

One more. [l just reminded me to ask that this is
-- even though we're on Webex, this is considered
unclassified?

Mr. Somers. I think your question was whether it was

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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classified. This is an unclassified setting.

M. Linehan. Yes, that's right. | was just
confirmng that. Thank you.

M. Soners. Okay. |'ll get back to nmy preanble now.

The Federal Rules of Cvil Procedure do not apply in
this setting, but there are sone guidelines that we foll ow
that 1'd like to go over. Qur questioning will proceed in
rounds. The mgjority will ask questions first for an hour,
and then the minority will have the opportunity to ask
guestions for an equal period of tinme. W wll 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
hour of questioning, but if you would like to take a break
apart fromthat, ||l ©r! ease let us know.

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

In the roomwith Art and ne is an official reporter
taki ng down everything that is said to make a witten
record. So, | Ve ask that you give verbal

responses to all of our questions. Do you understand that?

B Vs

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



1 M. Sonmers. So that the reporter can take down a
2 clear record, it is inportant that we don't talk over one
3 another or interrupt each other if we can help it. The

4 commttee encourages w tnesses who appear for transcribed

5 interviews to freely consult wth counsel if they so
6 choose, and since we are not all in the sanme room just as
7 | mentioned before we went on the record, please |let us

8 know when you consult with your counsel just so that we

9 know that that's what's goi ng on.

10 W want you to answer our questions in the nost

11  conplete and truthful manner possible, so we wll take our
12 tinme. |If you have any questions or if you do not

13  understand one of our questions, please |let us know If

14  you honestly don't know the answer to a question or do not
15 renenber it, it is best not to guess. Please give us your
16 best recollection, and it is okay to tell us if you |earned
17 the information fromsoneone else. |If there are things you
18 don't know or can't renenber, just say so and please inform
19 us who, to the best of your know edge, m ght be able to

20 provide us with a nore conpl ete response to our question.
21 You shoul d al so understand that although this

22 interviewis not under oath, you are required by lawto

23 answer questions from Congress truthfully. Do you

24  understand that?

25 | think you may be nuted. Could you try again? |

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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could read your lips, but | couldn't hear you.

B | understand that.

M. Sonmers. Thank you. This also applies to
guesti ons posed by congressional staff in an interview Do
you understand this?

B | understand that.

M. Sonmers. Wtnesses who knowi ngly provide fal se
testinmony could be subject to crimnal prosecution for
perjury or for making false statenents. Do you understand
this?

B | understand that.

M. Soners. |s there any reason you are unable to
provide truthful answers to today's questions?

B o

M. Soners. Finally, we ask that you not speak about
what we discuss in this interview with anyone apart from
those participating in today's interview by Wbex or Art
and | here in the roomin order to preserve the integrity
of our investigation.

That's the end of ny preanble. Before we begin our
first round of questioning, does anyone have any questions?

[ No response. ]

M. Sonmers. Ckay. | assune that's no questions from
anybody, and it is now 10:18, and we'll begin our first

round of questi oni ng.

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



1 B have you read or reviewed the | Gs Decenber

2 2019 report on the Carter Page FI SA applications?

3 _. Yes, | have.
4 M. Sonmers. And, for the record, are you the person
5 identified as the supervisory intel analyst in the IGs

6 FlISA report?

7 BN es. | am

8 M. Soners. And other than your personal attorneys

9 and the attorneys fromthe FBI, did you speak wi th anyone

10 in preparation for today's interview?
11 .
12 M. Soners. According to the |IGs FISA report, the

13 Crossfire Hurricane investigation was officially opened on
14  July 31st of 2016. What was your position at the FBI on

15  July 31st of 20167

16 B O July 31, 2016, | was a supervisory

17 intelligence anal yst.

18 M. Soners. And is that the sanme position you hold
19  now?

20 B Correct.

21 M. Soners. And what branch and division of the FBI |

22 guess are you in and were you in on July 31st of 20167
23 _. On July 31, 2016, | was in the
24  Counterintelligence D vision.

25 M. Sonmers. Are you still in the Counterintelligence

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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Di vi si on?

B s

M. Soners. And when were you assigned to the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

B | vas assigned to the Crossfire Hurricane
i nvestigation either on August 1st or August 2nd, 2016.

M. Sonmers. And do you recall when you stopped
wor ki ng on the Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

B | stopped working on the Crossfire
Hurri cane investigation when | noved over to the Speci al
Counsel 's office.

M. Soners. And did you stay with the Speci al
Counsel's office until the Special Counsel's office | guess
ceased to exist?

B s

M. Sonmers. And then trying to understand sort of the
nature of your assignnent to Crossfire Hurricane, was this
in addition to your usual duties? Was this the prinary
focus during this tinme period? Can you kind of give us a
description of howthis fit into your other duties you
ot herwi se had at the FBI?

I Between August 1st, August 2nd, 2016, up
t hrough probably the January tine frame of 2017, this was
ny primary duty. Between January 2017 and approxi mately

m d- March of 2017, it was an additional duty along with

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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10

wor ki ng back in nmy particular unit in the
Counterintelligence Division. And then after m d-March of
2017 through the beginning of the Special Counsel, it was
ny primary duty.

M. Sonmers. And then just to kind of get a picture of
all that, physically did you nove fromyour -- | assune
you' re assigned to headquarters. |Is that correct?

I Correct.

M. Soners. Didyou nove offices within headquarters
to a different location to be part of the Crossfire
Hurri cane teanf

B 'nitially, yes. In August of 2016, we
noved to a particular office, and we had a nunber of
different offices during that tine.

M. Soners. GCkay. And then did you nove into
wherever the Special Counsel office was housed during the
pendency of the Special Counsel?

B s

M. Sonmers. Ckay. And how did you get assigned to --
who assigned you to the Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

Start there.

I 'he intelligence section chief assigned

M. Soners. |Is that Jonat han Mffa?

B Ve

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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11

M. Sonmers. Did he ask you if you wanted to join this
I nvestigation, or were you just assigned to this
| nvestigation?

B ' in effect assigned ne -- | nean, asked
me if | wanted to do it, but asked nme to do it.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Wat was your -- or | guess at the
tinme -- let's state the tinme. Wat was your specialty at
the FBI in July of 20167

I | vas, again, a special -- sorry, a
supervisory intelligence analyst within the Eurasia
Anal ysis Unit.

M. Soners. Do you have any specialization expertise
-- 1 don't know exactly how you woul d characterize it -- on
Russia in particular?

I |  have sone, yes.

M. Baker. Wat is your educational background, sir?

I | have a bachelor's degree in history from
the I | have a

master's degree in national security studies from

I Ad | have

a Ph.D. ininternational politics and strategic studies

from the

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Soners. Do you speak or read Russian?

B | speak sone. It's rusty.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)
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12

M. Sonmers. And prior to being assigned to the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation, were you working on the
nore general subject of Russian interference in the 2016
el ection?

B 0 acertain extent, yes.

M. Sonmers. And how would you describe, very
general ly, obviously not getting into anything classified,
the work you were doing on Russian election interference
prior to joining Crossfire Hurricane?

I Russian election interference has been a
hi storical issue, and so that is sonething that is part and
parcel of working that particular country target.

M. Baker. | want to back up just a second. How | ong
have you been enpl oyed at the FBI?

B S nce January of 2005.

M. Baker. And did you enter on duty as an
intelligence analyst or in sone other capacity?

B As an intelligence analyst.

M. Baker. And where did you work prior to the
Bur eau?

B | vas an adjunct professor while | was
conpl eting ny dissertation.

M. Baker. An adjunct professor teaching --
B | vas teaching national security studies
at

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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13

M. Baker. Is that the only institution you' ve taught
at?

B o

M. Baker. \What are the others?

B | did sone teaching at the |
B | did alittle bit of teaching at the
.  And then nost recently |
have taught as a -- |I've taught counterterrorism at || N
!

M. Baker. Wen you teach these courses, is there any
specialty in these -- is there any subcategory of
counterterrorismor counterintelligence that you specialize
in or focus on?

B oo It's been nore -- it's nore general
than that. The course on counterterrorismis a general,
al nost a survey cour se.

M. Baker. Do you teach a course or have you ever
taught a course that deals in sone way, shape, or formwth
the ethics of intelligence or, nore specifically, the
ethics of spying?

I | Ve never taught a course on that, no.

M. Baker. Have you witten materials regarding the
expertise that you teach on?

B ave | witten materials -- I"msorry.

l'"mnot --

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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14

M. Baker. Have you published any books or articles
about counterintelligence or counterterrorisnf

B oo The only book that I've published was
ny dissertation.

M. Baker. Wat about articles?

B Aticles, | have witten articles on
vari ous issues involving defense policy and invol ving
national security policy.

M. Baker. But you've never witten an article about
the ethics of spying?

I oo | have witten an article about the
ethics of spying. |1've just never taught a course on the
et hi cs of spying.

M. Baker. But you have witten an article on it?

BN Correct.

M. Baker. And where was that published?

B 't was originally published in, | believe,
!

M. Baker. And that is the nane of a nmgazine or a
j our nal ?

B 't is the nane of a journal.

M. Baker. GCkay. Thank you.

M. Soners. Switching alittle bit to the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act, in the course of your

career, do you know approxi mately how many investigations

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
www.aldersonreporting.com (800.367.3376)
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15

you have worked on that have invol ved FI SA authority?

B | would have no way of counting that.

M. Soners. Because it's a very -- is it a large
nunber ?

B Ocr the course of the last 15 years, it
woul d be a sizabl e nunber.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. And in ternms of -- | assune you
were an anal yst before you were a supervisory intelligence
analyst. So | guess as an analyst or as a super -- nmaybe
we'll start as an analyst. W've had a nunber of agents in
that we've interviewed about FISA and FI SA authority.
What's the analyst's role in a FI SA application, in seeking
FI SA aut hority?

B 'he analyst's role is a supportive role.
It is assisting special agents in gathering informtion
that they can use in applications.

M. Soners. And then is it -- and then once the FISA
I's up and runni ng, does the analyst have a role in | ooking
at the data that's received?

B Vs

M. Sonmers. And then in terns -- is the role any
different of a supervisory intel analyst versus an anal yst
in terns of seeking FISA authority?

I o

M. Sonmers. Did you receive any training on the FISA

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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process?

B Virtual training, yes.

M. Soners. And what did that training consist of?

B 't was going through the -- what a FI SA
I's, what a FI SA does, the Bureau's authorities to use FlISA

M. Soners. And did you receive that as part of your
training to becone an analyst, or is that an ongoing thing
at the Bureau?

I Goth.

M. Baker. Wen you entered on duty, were you
recrui ted by sonmeone or entities already at the FBI? O
did you see a posting for a job? O how did you becone
interested in enploynent at the FBI?

B 't was a general posting.

M. Baker. And what was the posting specifically for?

B 't was a posting for intelligence anal yst.

M. Baker. So you applied, you went through sonme sort
of interview process, and you were ultimtely hired?

B Correct.

M. Baker. Wen you were hired -- M. Soners tal ked a
little bit about specific training concerning the FISA
process -- did you go through a nore broad, a nore
generalized training programwith the FBI? Specifically,
did you attend anything, any program at Quantico, Virginia,

as you entered on duty?

16

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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17

B ot when | entered on duty, but in the

nonths follow ng nmy entrance on duty, yes.

M. Baker. And what kind of training was that?

B 't was a programthat they called at that
time "ACES," and it covered a whole nultitude of things, to
i ncl ude FI SA.

M. Baker. And how long of a programis this?

I | have a tough tinme renmenbering exactly
how many weeks, but | want to say sonewhere along the |ines
of 12, maybe 11.

M. Baker. And this was at Quantico, Virginia?

I Correct.

M. Baker. And was this the program where the
I ncom ng or onboarding anal ysts are enbedded for a certain
anount of tinme of that training with the new agent
trai nees?

I oo That was -- the programyou're
describing is sonething that happened subsequent to the
training that I went through.

M. Baker. kay. So you had a program of sone weeks
that was new intelligence anal ysts com ng on board and
| earni ng what an intelligence analyst for the FBI does or
what' s expected and what not ?

BN Correct.

M. Baker. Thank you.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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18

M. Somers. And as part of this training, did the
training include information on |ike what duties are owed
to the FI SA Court?

I | don't recall exactly details regarding
what duties are owed to the FISA Court. It was nore of an
I ssue regarding, again, kind of what's the authority of
using FISA, nmaybe a little bit about process, but | don't
recal |l exactly.

M. Soners. \Wat about was there training on the
Wbods Procedures?

B o

M. Soners. Have you subsequent in your career
recei ved any training on the Wods Procedures?

I o

M. Sonmers. What, if any, is an analyst's role in
putting together the Wods file in a FISA application?

I A" analyst's role is, again, supportive.
It is providing, perhaps researching and providi ng
i nformati on that the special agent can use in putting
t oget her the application.

M. Sonmers. So an anal yst could be gathering
information that -- if they were tasked by a special agent
to do so, they could gather information that would then go

in the Wiods file? |Is that accurate?

_ That i s accurate.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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19

M. Sonmers. Do you know what -- even if it wasn't
t hrough training, are you famliar with what duties are
owed to the FISA Court?

I 0 a certain extent, yes.

M. Sonmers. Are you famliar with the duty of candor?

B e

M. Soners. And what do you understand the duty of
candor to be?

B 'hat you are required to be -- have candor
with the Court.

M. Soners. Does the duty of candor require providing
the Court with information, you know, if required by the
duty, that could be contrary, could be excul patory to the
wtness -- not the witness, the subject of the FISA
application?

B So! am-- I'mnot a lawer, and so in
ternms of what is excul patory or inculpatory, I'mnot in a
position to determ ne that.

M. Sonmers. |I'mjust trying to understand what your
knowl edge as an analyst is of the duty of candor.

B So ! wuld say you need to be honest with
the Court. That's ny understanding of the duty of candor.

M. Soners. I'msorry. You said "honest" and broke

up a little bit.
I ‘onest with the Court. That is ny

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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20

under st andi ng of the duty of candor.

M. Soners. Do you understand it to involve, you
know, you m ght have to provide information that's not
necessarily hel pful to seeking a FI SA application?

B Acain, | don't know at what point --
again, I"'mnot a lawer. | don't know at what point things
that are, again, exculpatory or inculpatory are required to
be provided to the Court.

M. Sonmers. And what's your understanding of the
Wods Procedures? Wat's the purpose of the Wods
Procedur es?

I | vwould describe the Wods Procedures very
much |i ke footnotes or endnotes to be able to check your
wor k so sonebody can cone behi nd you and det erm ne whet her
or not you have -- you are able to match what you have in
the application to supporting docunentati on.

M. Baker. In your role of supporting the agent
I nvestigators, were you ever told to find support for an
assertion that the agents were making in a FISA
application? Wre you as an anal yst ever said to go find
this footnote, go find this endnote that we need to put in
this application so we can show where this assertion that
we' re maki ng cones fronf

I | have been asked over the years to find

I nformation to support applications, yes.

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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M. Baker. And is that process where you' re asked, is
this sonething formal where there's paper generated, sort
of like a lead, please find supporting material for this
assertion? O is it less formal than that? Just how does
It -- you said this has happened over the years. How do
you know to start this task? And how do you report back on
the conpletion of that task with what you found?

B 't is less formal than an actual | ead.

' ve had situations where agents have enmiled ne to ask
whet her or not | could find sonething to assist.

M. Baker. And your title, supervisory intelligence
anal yst, can | assune fromthat that you supervise people
al so?

B Correct.

M. Baker. And who are the people you supervise? Not
names but titles and functional duties.

I | vwould supervise intelligence analysts
under ne.

M. Baker. And how nmany intelligence analysts are
under you?

B Fresently | don't have any intelligence
anal ysts under ne, but in the past | have had any nunber of
I ntelligence anal ysts who have wor ked under ne.

M. Baker. And how many woul d you have had during the

Crossfire Hurricane investigation?

21
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22

B | (hink the nunber was approximtely five

or siXx.

M. Baker. So when you get these requests to find
docunentation to support an assertion, is this sonething
that you yourself take and begin to |l ook for supporting
information? O would this be sonething that you would

assign to sone of these anal ysts that you supervise?

B 't would depend on the situation.

If you could excuse ne for a nonent, |'m having sone
noi se here on the side. |If | could just figure out howto
adj ust that.

M. Baker. Sure.

Court Reporter. Soneone is not nuted.

M. Sonmers. It sounds |ike sonebody is not nuted. It
sounds |ike there's typing going on.

[ Pause. ]

B | mback on.  This is |

M. Baker. Ckay. So you were saying that these
requests for docunentation for assertions made in the
applications, they could have been things that you yourself
woul d, for lack of a term run with or they could have been
t hi ngs that you del egated down to sonebody that you
supervi se?

B 'hat is correct. It could be either.
M. Baker. kay. Thank you.
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M. Soners. And then in terns of the actual
application itself, as an analyst or a supervisory anal yst,
do you ever review, read all or parts of a FISA
application?

B O occasion, yes.

M. Soners. | should have said -- that's before it's
submtted to the Court?

I Correct.

M. Soners. Do analysts ever wite parts of a FISA
application?

I Analysts will sonetines provide
I nformation or even sonetines |anguage that is given to the
speci al agent that m ght be of use in an application.

M. Sonmers. And then if you're -- I'mjust trying to
understand the role in actually review ng an application.
If you're an anal yst, you're working on an investigation
and FI SA coverage is going to be sought, an application is
bei ng put together, would you necessarily read the
application?

B oo It's much nore ad hoc.

M. Sonmers. As an analyst, if you saw sonething in
t he application that you thought was incorrect, what would
you generally -- what would your responsibility be to
address that? And how woul d you address that?

B CGenerally, you would address that with the
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case agent handling the FISA application.

M. Baker. And what woul d happen if you, as the
person that's running wwth the request to find
docunentati on, or the enployees you supervise, what woul d
happen if you could not find supporting docunentation for
the assertion or you could only find information that was
contra or seened to be contra to the assertion?

I ou would tell the case agent.

M. Baker. And how would that reporting to the case
agent go? Wuld that be still informal, or would it be
nore formal since it potentially raises an issue with an
assertion made in the application?

B | think it would still be probably Iess
f or mal

M. Baker. And in the course of your career, have you
had i nstances or have you supervised individuals that have
had i nstances where they could not find docunentation for
an assertion or they could only find contra infornmation to
t he assertion?

B | don't recall exactly situations of that
happeni ng ri ght offhand.

M. Baker. Even if we narrowed it down nore
specifically to the Crossfire Hurricane investigation, were
there any instances where you could not verify an assertion

or informati on seened to be contra to the assertion?
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B Acain, | would basically say at that point

you' re tal king about what the case agent is |ooking at.

M. Baker. Ckay. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. How does the -- you know, you're a
supervisor intel analyst; there's an intel analyst; then
there's case agents; | assune special agents; then you have
SSAs. VWhat's sort of the chain of command there? |f
there's a case agent, but you're a supervisory intel
anal yst, are you guys conpletely in separate chains of
command? Are you sort of superior to a case agent? Could
you kind of explain that interaction?

B V¢ are in conpletely separate chains of
conmmand.

M. Sonmers. So even though you're a supervisory intel
anal yst, you don't actually have any supervisory authority
over a case agent. |Is that correct?

B hat is correct.

M. Soners. And during Crossfire Hurricane, was
Jonat han Moffa your direct supervisor?

I 'hat is correct.

M. Baker. So | would think at some point on the
chain of conmand, as you go up -- | understand you're
saying that you're in a separate chain of command as an
analyst. But at sone point as you go up, doesn't there

becone sonme common supervi sor, maybe at the section chief
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or the Assistant Director |evel?

B So inthis situation, the section chiefs
are separate commands. The DADs woul d be -- excuse ne, the
Deputy Assistant Directors woul d be separate commands. But
the Deputy Assistant Directors would both report to the
Assi stant Director of the Counterintelligence Division.

M. Baker. And who woul d that have been during
Crossfire Hurricane?

B Si!! Priestap.

M. Baker. And who would the Deputy Assi stant
Director in your chain be?

B | vould say that depends on what point
you're tal king about in the Crossfire Hurricane
| nvestigation.

M. Baker. Early part.

B carly part in the investigation? The
chain of command woul d have been fromnme on the
intelligence side to Jon Moffa, with Jon Moffa reporting to
Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. Mddle part of the investigation.

B Vi ddle part of the investigation would
have been ne reporting on the Crossfire Hurricane matters
to Jon Moffa, Jon Mdffa reporting to the Deputy Assi stant
Director, Dina Corsi, and Dina Corsi reporting to Bil

Pri est ap.
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M. Baker. End part of the investigation.

I tnd part of the investigation would have
been ne reporting to | EEGEGEEE ' crorting
to Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. And how about for your agent counterpart?
Who woul d their DADs have been?

B 't would have depended on the period of
time we're tal king about in the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation.

M. Baker. Beginning of the investigation.

I Gcoi nning of the investigation, case
agents woul d have reported to SSA-1, SSA-1 woul d have
reported to Peter Strzok, and Peter Strzok woul d have
reported to Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. Mddle part.

I MV ddle part, the case agents -- well, it
woul d depend on -- the mddle part is rather nore
conpl i cat ed.

M. Baker. Howis it nore conplicated?

B O fferent cases were in different field
of fices, and, therefore, you would have had case agents in
their field office reporting to their field office chains
of command w th headquarters program nmanagers. Those
headquarters program managers woul d have been SSAs

reporting to two different DADs. One DAD woul d be Jennifer
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Boone, one DAD woul d be Peter Strzok, both of those DADs
reporting to Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. And how would the difference between DADs
be determ ned, who reported to which DAD? That woul d
depend on what field office?

B 't would depend on which unit was program
managi ng the cases in which field office.

M. Baker. Gkay. And then in the end of the
I nvestigati on, who would the DADs have been?

B e end of the investigation, the case
agents woul d have reported through SSA-2; SSA-2 woul d have
reported to | ou!l d have
reported to at that point Bill Priestap.

M. Baker. Ckay. Were there any other DADs either on
the intel side or the agent side that cane in for a
tenporary duty or were just short tenured, either
begi nning, mddle, or end of the investigation, or the
names you' ve naned pretty nuch covers it?

B | ve pretty nmuch covered it, | believe.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Somers. Al right. So | think earlier you
I ndi cated you were assigned to Crossfire Hurricane on
ei t her August 1st or August 2nd of 2016, and that you -- is
t hat when you al so becane aware of Crossfire Hurricane,

when you were assigned to it?
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B | believe | was assigned -- it was an

emai|l that was sent to nme to report to intel section
chief's office on the Monday follow ng the 31st, and |
reported on the Monday, and | was given informati on about
where the case was.

M. Sonmers. And what was your understandi ng of what
t he case was when you were assi gned?

B | vwes told that a friendly foreign
governnent had provided information to the FBI and that
friendly foreign government information was predicating an
I nvestigation.

M. Soners. And what was it an investigation of?

B So the friendly foreign governnent
i nformation indicated that an individual who had been an
advi ser of the Trunp canpaign had told a representative of
that friendly foreign governnent that the Russians had
i ndi cated that they could assist the Trunp campaign with
the rel ease of anonynous information detrinmental to Hllary
Clinton and detrinental to President Cbana.

M. Soners. And when you were assigned, were there
anal ysts already assigned to Crossfire Hurricane, or were
t hey assigned after you?

B hey were assigned after ne.

M. Sonmers. And | think you nentioned that you were

supervising around the tinme of Crossfire Hurricane five or

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

six analysts. Wre those five or six analysts, analysts on
Crossfire Hurricane, or were these five or six analysts you
were supervising in your usual job capacity?

B e five or six are the analysts that were
under me in Crossfire Hurricane.

M. Sonmers. Wre those the sane people that you were
al ready supervising prior to Crossfire Hurricane?

B | believe sone | had been supervising and
some | had not been directly supervising.

M. Sonmers. So the ones you hadn't been directly
supervi sing, where did -- did you go out and get then? D d
Jonat han Moffa go out and get then? How did they get
assigned to Crossfire Hurricane?

B 'f ! recall correctly, Jon Mffa and |
tal ked about analysts that were in the division, in the
unit actually that | was part of.

M. Soners. But they weren't supervised by you prior
to Crossfire Hurricane?

B Correct. W have nmultiple supervisors in
the unit.

M. Sonmers. Ckay, but they're all at headquarters?

B Correct.

M. Soners. D d you ever pull any analysts not from
headquarters into Crossfire Hurricane?

B 'here was one special -- sorry, one what's

30
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called an "SCS," and she was brought over from WFO - -
Washi ngton Field Ofice, excuse ne.

M. Soners. And then you just went through a m nute
ago with M. Baker sort of how the case got split anpngst
different field offices as it progressed. Did the analysis
section know that that stayed the same, it was al ways out
of headquarters? O were they using anal ysts when the case
got nore split up later on? Wre they using analysts from
those field offices?

B oo The anal yst cadre becane nore diffuse
during that tine.

M. Soners. So they could have been using anal ysts as
well fromfield offices?

B Correct.

M. Sonmers. Did you supervise then those anal ysts
that were being used fromfield offices?

I So after the probably mid-March tine frane
up through the begi nning of Special Counsel's office, one
mght call that a nore -- a period of nore recentralization
of the cases, and in that point | was doing a | ot of
|'iaison work with the different field offices and the
intelligence cadres and attenpting to centralize the
Intelligence that was being done at that tine.

M. Soners. And when you went to Special Counsel

Mueller's Ofice, did you bring analysts with you?
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B s

M. Soners. And these were the sane anal ysts that had
been working the case, or were these new anal ysts?

I | » sone cases they were anal ysts who had
been working the case, and in sone cases there were new
anal ysts brought over.

M. Sonmers. Were those also from headquarters, these

anal ysts?
BN ot all.
M. Sonmers. Not all. Wre you responsible for

bringing theminto Special Counsel Mieller's team for |ack
of a better ternf

B | would say in nearly all cases | had -- |
was responsible for helping to bring themover. Not in
all, though.

M. Baker. Did you have any role in bringing agents
on board to either the Crossfire Hurricane teamor to the
Speci al Counsel's office? Did you have any input in agent
sel ection?

B o

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. So how woul d you describe your role,
let's say, right up to the first Carter Page FISA
application being submtted? How would you describe your

role in Crossfire Hurri cane?
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B V) role, | was supervising, again, a group
of approximately five or six analysts. They were witing
materials, assisting case agents, and | would be review ng
work as well as ensuring that ny executive nmanagenent was
regularly briefed up on what was going on within the cases.

M. Sonmers. \Wat about doing work yourself? Do you
think you were nore reviewi ng work of anal ysts versus
generating your own product during this tinme period?

I | don't recall generating ny own product
per se, but there were tinmes that | would assist with
searches or | would assist with material .

M. Sonmers. Ckay. And then eventually in Crossfire
Hurri cane, four investigations are opened. There's the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation; there's investigations
opened of four individuals within the Crossfire Hurricane
unbrella. D d you have any role in identifying those four
I ndi vi dual s?

B Or analysts, and nysel f included, |ooked,
once the unbrella case had been opened, to see whether or
not what kind of -- who would best fit certain paraneters
that were set up, and, therefore, we were engaged with case
agents in providing case agents information that they could
use in opening those cases.

M. Soners. But those names were given to you, | take

it. Then you went and anal yzed how they fit into the

33
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Crossfire Hurricane investigation. |Is that correct?

B | vwouldn't say that they were given to us.
It was nore that we had the unbrella investigation that was
opened, and then evaluating individuals that in public
source informati on were associated with the canpai gn or
woul d have been actually in a position to have received or
have been in receipt of the information that was shared by
the friendly forei gn governnent.

M. Soners. Ckay. And |I'mnot asking you for any
nanmes here because these aren't peopl e whose nanes have
been out there. D d you |ook at other individuals other
than these four individuals, you know, for possibly opening
an investigation on thenf

B | don't recall exactly outside of the four
I nvestigations whether or not there were any ot her nanes
that rose to the point of opening an investigation.

M. Baker. Do you recall any dissension anong the FB
ranks about the individuals that were ultimtely opened?
WAs t here anybody saying, well, it shouldn't be this one or
t hat one or whoever?

B o, | don't recall that.

M. Sonmers. The I1G s report indicates that DQJ was
bri efed on these four individuals on August 2nd. You said
you joined on either August 1st or August 2nd. | assune --

well, I won't assune. Did you do any work i mredi ately on
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i dentifying these four individuals?

I  \What page nunber are you referencing for
t hat ?

M. Sonmers. | just have a note here. | don't have
t he page nunber. | just have a note that on August 2nd DQJ
was briefed on the Crossfire Hurricane investigation and
that the nanmes of the four targets were briefed to DQJ.

I | mogoing to speak to ny counsel for just
a nonent, if possible.

M. Soners. Yes, that's fine.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

EEEEEEN B ™ back.

M. Soners. Ckay.

B | don't recall any DQJ briefing that
you' re tal king about with respect to discussions of the
four individuals.

M. Sonmers. Yeah, no, | don't believe that you were
involved in the briefing. | think M. Mffa was. | was
just getting back to your role in identifying the four
I ndi vidual s that cases were -- or, sorry, investigations
were eventually opened on, and I'"mjust trying to
under stand what your role, if any, was in identifying these
four individuals. And just |looking at the tine frane, |
was -- | guess ny question is: How quickly did you begin,

I f you were assigned on August 1st or August 2nd, how
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qui ckly did you begin | ooking at these four individual s?

I \unber one, ny recollection is that those
cases were not opened on the four individuals on either
August 1st or August 2nd. | believe ny recollection is
that we were | ooking at different individuals in the period
of August 1st and August 2nd. | do not recall whether or
not those four individuals were, for lack of a better term
kind of sunmarized by that tinme or determ ned by August 1st
or August 2nd.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. And one of those individuals was
Geor ge Papadopoul os. What was your understanding in the
early parts of Crossfire Hurricane as to who George
Papadopoul os was?

B  CGcorge Papadopoul os was the individual who
had provided the friendly foreign governnment with the
I nformation that predicated the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation. W understood himto be an adviser to the
Trunp canpai gn on issues of, | believe, energy.

M. Sonmers. \Wat was your understandi ng of how he
could influence the Trunp canpai gn?

B | msorry. | don't quite --

M. Sonmers. |I'mtrying to understand what was your
understanding of his role. You know, what did it nean to

be an adviser to the Trunp canpai gn on energy?
I | believe George Papadopoul os was part of
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the rollout of advisers on the Trunp canpai gn that had
taken place, if | recall correctly, somewhere in either
md- or |late March of 2016.

M. Sonmers. Did you understand himto have a
significant role on the Trunp canpai gn?

B | don't knowif | would say "significant,"”
but he was one of the nmain players that was announced as a
Trunp advi ser sonetinme around March of 2016.

M. Soners. What about Carter Page? He's also one of
t he individuals who was opened on in early August of 2016.
What was your understandi ng of who Carter Page was in the
early days of Crossfire Hurricane?

I Acain, kind of the sane type of thing, as
an adviser to the Trunp canpai gn on matters of
international politics, primarily Russi a.

M. Sonmers. And would you have characterized his role
as significant in the Trunp canpai gn?

B Acain, | don't know how exactly | would
characterize it with respect to the canpaign itself. He
was one of the individuals, as per ny recollection, that
was al so announced in the March tine frane.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Now, just the nechanics of how
this investigation worked. So you reported to Jonat han
Moffa on the agent side. SSA-1 was roughly your equival ent

on the agent side. He reported to Peter Strzok, and then
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Moffa and Strzok both reported to Bill Priestap. |'ve got
some questions about the information flow, | guess. Wre
there team neetings as part of the Crossfire Hurricane

I nvesti gation?

B s

M. Sonmers. And how often did you have those team
meeti ngs?

B | think it depended on how things were
going. They could be every other day. They could be
sonmetines every day. | think it would just depend.

M. Sonmers. And who attended those team neetings?

B ' think that al so was dependent on
situations.

M. Soners. These daily or every-other-day-type
neeti ngs, were these neetings that woul d be attended by
Peter Strzok or Jonathan Mffa?

B Yes. they could be.

M. Soners. Reqularly? D dthey regularly attend
t hese neetings?

I | would say regularly, yes.

M. Sonmers. \Wat about Bill Priestap?

I o

M. Soners. Never or not regularly?

B ' the early part of Crossfire Hurricane,

| do not renenber Bill Priestap comng to any of our team

38
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nmeet i ngs.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Wat about people fromthe Ofice
of General Counsel ?

B Vs

M. Soners. Didthe -- I"'mtrying to renmenber his
identifier so | don't use a nane. Did the OGC attorney
attend these regul ar team neetings?

B Ves

M. Soners. What about the OGC unit chief?

B O occasion, yes.

M. Sonmers. But not as regularly as the OCC attorney?

B | don't think as often, but it would
depend.

M. Somers. What about Trisha Anderson?

B o
M. Sonmers. Jim Baker?
B o

M. Soners. Lisa Page?

BN O occasion.

M. Soners. And then what about your DAD? | believe

you said it was Dina Corsi?

B 'hat would have been in the March -- like
| ate March to June tine frane, and by that tinme -- oh,
excuse ne, no. |I'll make a correction on that. That woul d
have been in the January to March tine frane, and the -- we
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were not having regular team neetings during the January to
March tinme frane.

M. Soners. Ckay. Who was the DAD before Dina Corsi?

B OAD -- I'msorry. DAD at the initial part
of Crossfire Hurricane?

M. Sonmers. Yes, yes.

I So the DAD woul d have been -- well, they
weren't reporting to -- it was Jon Moffa and Pete Strzok
reporting directly to Bill Priestap. So there was not a
DAD they were reporting to in between Bill Priestap.

M. Sonmers. |I'mjust trying to picture the structure
here. So prior to Strzok becomi ng a DAD, he was reporting
directly to Bill Priestap as well?

B ¢ and Moffa were reporting directly to
Bill Priestap, yes.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. That clears up nmy confusion on
that. GCkay. So these are the regular team neetings. Wo
ki nd of conducted these neetings? W was in charge?

B | think it would depend. | don't recall
exactly that there was sonebody regularly in charge. |
nmean, if Jon Moffa or Peter Strzok were there, they would
usually chair those neetings. If it --

M. Sonmers. And, otherwise, it would -- go ahead.

B 'f it was case agents that were just

meeting with the analysts, typically it would be a case

40
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agent that would run the neeting.

M. Sonmers. Didyou run any of these neetings?

B | ay have on occasion.

M. Sonmers. And would that be dependent on what the
neeting was about? |Is that a fair characterization?

B | think that's a fair characterization,
yes.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. So we have these regular team
neetings. Wre there other neetings that m ght have been

attended by, say, Bill Priestap?

I | would not have insight into which

neetings Bill Priestap would be going to.
M. Sonmers. | guess ny questionis: Dd you attend
any neetings with Bill Priestap about Crossfire Hurricane?

I Yes. | believe | attended a few neetings
with Bill Priestap about Crossfire Hurricane in the early
period, and then | would say as tinme went on, there would
be occasions to neet with Bill Priestap.

M. Sonmers. Did you brief things directly to Bill
Priestap yoursel f?

B | believe later on in the investigation |
may have briefed Bill Priestap on things. Early part of
the investigation, Bill Priestap would have been in
meetings where | was briefing other individuals.

M. Sonmers. So he would have attended a neeting where
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you were al so providing information?

B Correct.

M. Soners. And these neetings with -- would Jim
Baker attend these neetings that Bill Priestap was in?

B | think one of the briefings | did or two
of the briefings | did for the seventh floor, Ji mBaker was
I n the neetings.

M. Soners. Wat about Trisha Anderson?

B | don't recall if Trisha Anderson was in
t hose neetings.

M. Soners. Was Andy McCabe in these neetings?

B s

M. Soners. Director Coney?

B | briefed Director Coney, but it was |ater
-- later in the Crossfire Hurricane investigation, probably
in the May tine frame of 2017.

M. Sonmers. Wat did you brief Director Coney about?

B 't was the state of the investigations as
of May of 2017.

M. Soners. Shortly before he was renoved as FBI
Director? Wuld that be right?

B 'hat would be correct.

M. Soners. And you briefed himon the state of all
four investigations?

B 'here were a host of things that we were

42
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briefing Director Coney on, | was briefing, along with a
gentl eman by the nane of G

M. Baker. Was this just a run-of-the-mll kind of a
status update briefing for M. Coney, or were there any
probl ens that had surfaced in the investigation that you
were calling to his attention?

B 't was a status update.

M. Sonmers. Was this in anticipation of congressional
testinony, or was it just a general status update on the
i nvestigation?

B 't was a general status update on the
| nvestigation.

M. Soners. \Wat about Deputy Director MCabe? How
many neetings did you attend, roughly, that Director MCabe
was in?

I Frobably three or four.

M. Soners. And would that be about the same nunber
of nmeetings you attended that Bill Priestap was in, or were
there nore neetings that Bill Priestap was in?

B | vwould say | would have had nore
interaction with Bill Priestap than | did with Andy MCabe.
M. Soners. \Wat about the Departnent of Justice?
What were your interactions wth the Departnent of Justice?

B ' the March to May tine frame of 2017, |

had sone very limted interaction with individuals from

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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1 DQAJ. Inthe early part of Crossfire Hurricane, | would
2 have been on emails fromindividuals with DOQJ, and in the
3 January to March tine frane, | was involved in interviews
4 where there were DQJ individuals present.

5 M. Baker. W were these individuals, either on

6 email or in neetings?

7 B ' the early part of Crossfire Hurricane,
8 | was on emails involving an O attorney. |In the mddle
9 part of the investigation, | was part of a 3-day interview

10 where there was an NSO/ DQJ representative at all three

11 neetings. And in the latter part of Crossfire Hurricane, |
12 was in touch wth, again, DQJ attorneys from across the

13 street regarding certain aspects of the cases that were in
14 existence at that tine.

15 M. Baker. Are all of these people bel ow SES where
16 you can't nane nanes, or are there any ones that you can
17 nanme nanes?

18 I | believe nost of them if not all of

19 them have not been naned, at least with respect to this IG
20  report.

21 M. Sonmers. Ckay. So with respect to the early tine
22 franme, you said you were on a nunber of emails with, |

23 think you said, O attorneys. Wre there neetings as well,
24  or was it just mainly by emil ?

25 M. Linehan. D d you say "O attorneys" or "an O
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attorney"? Single or plural.

I txcuse ne just one nonent.

M . Soners. Yes.

[ Pause. |

I B back. | just want one point
of clarification. | said "O attorney," not plural,
"attorneys."

M. Sonmers. Sorry. So you were on an enmail -- was it

an email chain, or was it just you and the O attorney?

B 't was an enmmil chain.

M. Sonmers. So in the early -- this is prior to the
first Carter Page FI SA application being fil ed?

B Correct.

M. Sonmers. You were on an email chain that involved
the O attorney, as identified in the IGreport. D d you
have any neetings w th NSD?

B | don't recall having any neetings with
NSD.

M. Sonmers. Then in January to March of 2017, you
took part in a 3-day interview where there were NSD
attorneys. Any other interactions other than that 3-day
interview wth NSD during that tine period?

B ot to ny recollection, no.

M. Sonmers. And then you said you had limted

I nteractions between March and May of 2017. What did those
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limted interactions consist of?

B 0 the best of ny recollection, there were
DQJ attorneys that would cone over to FBI headquarters that
we woul d di scuss certain aspects of the Crossfire Hurricane
cases wth.

M. Soners. You nmean |ike how the investigation was
going? WAs this a status update thing, or were these
speci fic questions about parts of investigations?

I hese woul d have been status updates as
wel | as case agents talking to the attorneys about the
status of cases and what needed to be done with cases.

M. Soners. What was DQJ's interest in particular
during this March to May tine period?

B Acain, they were getting status updates on
a number of cases.

M. Sonmers. Wuld this be |like are we renewing -- did
t hey ask whet her you were renewing the FI SA application
agai n?

I | don't recall discussions with DQJ about
that in particular.

M. Sonmers. Were you discussing the Flynn
I nvestigati on?

B 'here may have been discussions about the
Fl ynn investigation.

M. Sonmers. Were there discussions of the Logan Act?
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B | do not recall discussions of the Logan
Act .

M. Soners. Were there discussions about Ceneral
Flynn's phone calls with Anbassador Kislyak?

B | don't recall discussions with the
attorneys during that tine frame of the Kislyak phone
cal |l s.

M. Sonmers. Were these discussions about -- do you
recal | any discussions about interview ng Carter Page?

B | don't recall discussions about
interviewing Carter Page with DQJ attorneys.

M. Soners. Ckay. Were you involved in the March
interviews of Carter Page?

B | Vvas not.

M. Sonmers. Do you recall discussions about George
Papadopoul os during these neetings wth DQOJ attorneys?

I 'here may have been di scussions about
Geor ge Papadopoul os during those neetings.

M. Sonmers. Do you recall what was di scussed?

BN | o not.

M. Sonmers. \Wat about other Governnent agencies?

Did you have any interaction with the State Departnment with

regards to Crossfire Hurricane or any of the subjects

t her eof ?

B | don't recall having any contact with the

47
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State Departnent regarding Crossfire Hurricane.

M. Soners. Did you ever receive any information from
the -- maybe not directly but indirectly, fromthe State
Depart ment about Crossfire Hurricane?

I V¢ would have used information avail able
i n governnent systens probably frominformation derived
from State Departnent reporting.

M. Sonmers. No, |I'mthinking about whether you -- so
the State Departnent -- were you aware that the State
Departnent also interacted with Christopher Steele?

B | think | recall that there were emails
t hat had gone back and forth with our State Depart nent
| i ai son at one point that dealt with issues involving
Chri st opher Steele.

M. Sonmers. So you saw that information?

B Od! -- I"'msorry. | don't know what
i nformation you' re tal ki ng about.

M. Sonmers. |I'msorry. | guess ny questionis: Dd
you see information fromthe State Departnent, did you see
any docunments, emmils, communications directly fromthe
State Departnment? O is what you saw just fromthe FBI
agent who was a liaison to the State Departnent?

B VY recollectionis the latter.

M. Soners. Ckay.

M. Baker. D d you or your analysts have any dealing
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with or any knowl edge of an entity known as the "Crossfire
Hurri cane Fusion Center"?

BN | id yes.

M. Baker. And what exactly is that?

B | mogoing to talk to ny counsel for a
noment, pl ease?

M. Baker. Sure.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B back.  Is everybody on nute?
I"msorry. | was hearing sone feedback.

M. Baker. Yes, Arthur Baker here and Zach's here.

B C<ay. So with respect to the Fusion Cell,
| can acknow edge the existence of the Fusion Cell as that
I nformation has becone public. However, any discussions in
terms of ny interactions with the Fusion Cell or other
i nteractions with the Fusion Cell would actually be over
and above the classification |evel for this discussion.

M. Sonmers. Can you tell us what it was?

B | believe that would be over the
classification of this discussion.

M. Baker. Can you tell us where it's at?

I | believe that would be over the
classification of this discussion.

M. Sonmers. Can you say whether it was outside of the

FBI ?
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B Acain, ny confortability level in

di scussing this, | prefer not to actually even get close to
getting over the classification |level of this discussion.

M. Baker. Are any of your analysts assigned to it?

B Acain, | would give the sane answer.

M. Baker. kay. Let's walk back fromthat, and
let's go back to the Hoover Building. It's ny
understanding that the intelligence anal yst conponent
profession is, relatively speaking, fairly newin the FBI,
certainly the professionalization of intelligence analysts
and the dedi cated career track and upward nobility and
what not. And ny understandi ng of your background -- and
you indicated it at the beginning of this interview -- |
woul d consider you an intelligence anal yst professional.
That seens to be where you've spent your tine at the
Bur eau, your teaching in that arena, you've published in
that arena. That seens to be your expertise.

In your chain of command of Crossfire Hurricane, did
you encounter any individuals that did not buy into the
intelligence part of the FBI and the role of the
intelligence analyst in an investigation |ike this?

I | would say no. The people --

M. Baker. So everybody you encountered fromthe very
top down to your |evel was conpletely onboard with the

intelligence analyst role and the idea of validating and
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vetting and everything that the intelligence anal yst does?
B ' think by the time 2016 hit, | think
t here was enough confortability, particular at
headquarters, with the intelligence anal yst role.
M. Baker. Was there any dissension at all, just what

| would call "situational dissension,” that maybe sonebody
had a di sagreenent with what an intelligence anal yst was
reporting on as it related to Crossfire?

B | don't recall any dissension with respect
to the intelligence analyst role in Crossfire Hurricane.

M. Baker. How about dissension regarding any
particul ar aspect of the investigation? Ws there any
di sagreenent where the teamsplit into canps as to whet her
sonet hi ng shoul d or shouldn't be done?

B | don't recall any of that.

M. Baker. kay. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. On page 79 of the IGreport, it indicates
that, "FBI officials told us that the early steps in the
I nvestigation focused on devel opi ng i nfornmati on about the
four subjects and conducting CHS operations to obtain
rel evant subject specific information."

What did you do fromthe analyst side, if anything,
early on to devel op information about the four subjects?

I So our analysts started to -- | nean, were

able to dig through FBI hol dings, dig through other
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gover nnent agency hol di ngs, dig through open-source
material to put together full pictures for the case agents
on each of the four cases.

M. Soners. And what does that product |ook Iike?
B 't depends on the situation. They're
usually a Word docunent that is put together in a type of,
for lack of a better term tactical package, if you wanted

to call it that way.

M. Soners. So there would be -- is that like a --
let's just take one individual and just say Carter Page.
Is there Iike a nenorandum that you guys are putting
together on Carter Page in the early going? |Is that fair?

I You could call -- | nean, you could fairly
all it a "nmenorandum "

M. Soners. So is it one docunent or is it nore like
a folder that has information about Carter Page?

B | think that would depend. | nean, there
were nul tiple docunents that were witten up.

M. Sonmers. So were you told that, you know, to

basically go out and figure -- see everything you could on
Carter Page? | nean, how does that tasking -- |'mjust
trying to understand how the tasking goes there. |'m not

B Usually that's --

M. Somers. Go ahead.
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B | vwould say usually that, what you just

stated, is often the case. The case agent says, "I need
you to find whatever you can on Subject A"

M. Soners. kay. |Is that what happened here on
t hese subjects? You were tasked with finding information
on these four subjects?

B FPretty nmuch our analysts were tasked with
doi ng that, vyes.

M. Sonmers. It looks -- yeah, | |ooks |Iike our --

M. Baker. Can | get one quick one in?

M. Soners. Al right. One last question, and then

our first hour is up.

M. Baker. It's my understanding the agent popul ation
-- and I"'mnot just talking Crossfire Hurricane here -- the
agents sonetinmes carry professional liability insurance,

and | believe the Bureau or the Departnent even reinburses
thema certain portion of that. Do intel analysts
simlarly carry professional liability insurance?

I ot as nmany, but sone do.

M. Baker. Now, being nore specific wwth Crossfire
Hurri cane, did you ever becone aware of analysts discussing
about the possibility of needing insurance, liability
| nsurance, because of being assigned to Crossfire
Hurri cane?

_ | think there was sonme di scussi on of

www.trustpoint.one 800.FOR.DEPO
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1 professional liability insurance with respect to the

2 analysts who were on Crossfire Hurricane.

3 M. Baker. And what precipitated that discussion?

4 B | think --

5 M. Baker. Wat was the concern?

6 B ot so nuch as a concern as it is that

7 this was going to be -- this is an investigation that would
8 likely result in extra scrutiny.

9 M. Baker. So did analysts get this insurance or it

10 was sort of ad hoc, pieceneal, sone did, sonme didn't?

11 B | would say that characterization is

12 correct, ad hoc, pieceneal.

13 M. Baker. Wen you say there was a di scussion, was
14 there a gathering together of analysts to discuss the

15 perils of this case and, hence, the possible need for

16 insurance? O was this, you know, just a small group of
17 people that raised the issue? |'mjust curious. Wat was
18 the forumfor the discussion about the potential need for
19 liability insurance?

20 B 'here was no overarching neeting, to ny
21  recollection, bringing the analysts together to tal k about
22 the need for professional liability insurance.

23 M. Baker. And, again, the need that was articul at ed
24  or the need that you understood to be anobngst the people

25 that were talking about it was based on a general
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hei ght ened scrutiny that a case of this nature m ght get?

O were there specific concerns about the investigation?
B | vwould say the forner, a general

hei ght ened anount of scrutiny.

M. Baker. D d anybody have a specific concern about

I ot to ny recollection, no.
M. Baker. kay. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. W can go off the record now. Sara, do
you want to take like a 5-m nute break?
[Recess 11:23 a.m to 11:34 a.m|]

Ms. Zdeb. So it is 11:34, and we can go back on the

record.
I t hanks very much for being here. M
col | eague Andy Fausett and |, as we indicated earlier, are

w th the Ranking Menber, Senator Feinstein, and we're going
to tag-teama bit on our side. | have just a couple of
qui ck foll owups on the questions that M. Baker was asking
you at the end of the last round, and then I'mgoing to
turn it over to M. Fausett to continue our questions.

You had just indicated in response to M. Baker's
guestions on professional liability insurance that any
di scussi on anong anal ysts about whether or not to get
liability insurance in Crossfire Hurricane woul d have been

notivated nore by a general sense that there could be sone
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hei ght ened scrutiny associated with the investigation as
opposed to specific concerns about the investigation. |Is
that correct?

B hat is correct.

Ms. Zdeb. And I think you also indicated that, beyond
Crossfire Hurricane and as a general matter, in your
experience, sonetinmes analysts in other investigations
woul d get professional liability insurance and sonetines
they would not. |Is that correct?

I 'hat is correct, as well as if you are a
manager of analysts, there is oftentines discussion of
whet her to get professional liability insurance given the
t hi ngs that conme up in managenent.

Ms. Zdeb. So is it fair to say that, to the extent
there was sone di scussion anong anal ysts or managers of
analysts in Crossfire Hurricane about whether to get
professional liability insurance, it would not have been
unique to that investigation but, rather, sonething that,
i n your experience, happens in investigations as a general
mat t er ?

I As a general matter, there are occasions
where analysts will talk about getting private -- sorry,
professional liability insurance.

Ms. Zdeb. Thank you.

M. Fausett. Al right. |l oocod norning.
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Can you hear ne clearly, sir?

B | can.

M. Fausett. Terrific. Al right. So just to take a
step back to nore general matters, | know you testified or
you stated earlier today that you' ve revi ewed the | nspector
CGeneral's report fromlast Decenber entitled, "Review of
Four FISA Applications and O her Aspects of the FBI's
Crossfire Hurricane Investigation.” According to that
report, the Inspector General and his office exam ned nore
than 1 mllion docunents, interviewed nore than 100
W t nesses, including Christopher Steele and nunerous
current and forner governnment enpl oyees.

Did you cooperate with the Ofice of the Inspector
CGeneral's investigation?

B es | did.

M. Fausett. Were you interviewed as part of that
i nvestigation?

B Ves. | ves.

M. Fausett. How many tines?

B | believe four tines.

M. Fausett. And about how long in total did you
spend in these interviews, sir?

B | vwould estimate perhaps up to 20 hours.

M. Fausett. And throughout your interviews, did you

provi de conplete and truthful answers to the questions that
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the Ofice of the Inspector CGeneral asked you?

B Yes. | did.

M. Fausett. D d you or the Justice Departnent or the
FBI provide the Ofice of the Inspector General wth
docunents related to your involvenent with the Crossfire
Hurri cane investigation?

B s

M. Fausett. Didthe Ofice of the Inspector General
ever conplain that it needed nore information fromyou, to
your know edge?

B 0 vy know edge, no.

M. Fausett. And did it ever conplain that it didn't
get docunments pertaining to your invol venent?

B | amnot aware of any of that type of
di scussi on.

M. Fausett. You stated earlier that you reviewed the
report. Did you review the report before it was published?

B s

M. Fausett. And did you have an opportunity to
provi de coments on the draft that you revi ewed?

B s, | did.

M. Fausett. Now, recognizing that different
witnesses wll have differing recollections or
i nterpretations of certain events, does the Inspector

General's report accurately reflect the testinony you
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provided to the Office of the Inspector General in --

Mr. Fausett. -- specifically?

I Sir, I have been asked if I could go off
for a moment and speak with counsel. I apologize.

[Counsel confers with witness.]

B B oack.  Could you repeat your
question, please?

Mr. Fausett. Sure. So you stated just a second ago
that you had reviewed the Inspector General's report while
it was still in draft form, and you stated that you did
provide some comments back to it. Recognizing that
different witnesses may have differing recollections or
interpretations of certain events that may have been
described in the report, does the report accurately reflect
the testimony that you provided to the Office of the
Inspector General?

B v

Mr. Fausett. Have you been interviewed by any other
congressional committees about matters pertaining to
Crossfire Hurricane?

B o

Mr. Fausett. And so, just to make sure I've got it
right, you said you were interviewed four times by the

Inspector General for approximately 20 hours total, so you
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spent about 20 hours in total preparing for this matter and
t he various ways that you' ve been subject to oversight?

B | think | spent approximately 20 hours
being interviewed by the I1G

M. Fausett. There has been significant second-
guessi ng of the decision to investigate whether anyone
associated with the Trunp canpai gn was assisting Russia in
its efforts to influence the 2016 election. According to
the I nspector General, the FBI learned in late July 2016
froma friendly foreign governnent, which is sonetines
called "FFG " for the sake of sinplicity, that Ceorge
Papadopoul os had told a foreign official about a Russian
offer to help the Trunp canpai gn by rel easing hacked enuils
damaging to Hillary Cinton. | know you spoke a little bit
about that with our coll eagues.

First, are you famliar with this term"friendly
foreign governnent"” or "FFG' for short?

B s

M. Fausett. And what does that termsignify as a
general matter?

B As a general matter, that signifies that
It is a governnent that is friendly to the interests and
policies of the United States.

M. Fausett. And would you consi der such a governnent

to be a trusted ally or partner?

60
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B s

M. Fausett. Is it fair to say, absent evidence to
the contrary, and understandi ng that you take each
situation as it conmes, but that in general, when you have a
source governnment or source official froma friendly
forei gn governnent, you would not ordinarily suspect that
source or individual of fabricating information that's
bei ng provided to harmthe United States?

B | vwould say as a general rule that would
be the case.

M. Fausett. And was there any evidence of
fabrication or anything giving rise to suspicious
ci rcunst ances here?

I o

M. Fausett. So, overall, was the fact that this cane
froma friendly foreign governnent significant in terns of
the FBI's need to take the information seriously?

B V¢!, the FBI takes information very
seriously fromall nmanner of people that it receives
information from so | don't knowif | would say that this
-- the basis of it comng froma friendly foreign
government necessarily rises it above in terns of
acceptance on the part of the FBI.

M. Fausett. Wuld you have been inclined to give it

nore credence, pending further review and anal ysis, based
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on the fact that it was comng froma friendly foreign
gover nnent as opposed to, say, a hostile nation or a nation
W th adverse interests to the United States?

B ' that scenario, | would say yes, it
woul d be nore confortable taking sonething froma friendly
forei gn gover nnent.

M. Fausett. ay. So Bill Priestap, who opened
Crossfire Hurricane, told the Ofice of the Inspector
General -- and I'mgoing to quote now from page 53 of the
| nspector General's report. M. Priestap said, "...the
conbi nation of the FFG information and the FBI's ongoi ng
cyber intrusion investigation of the DNC hacks created a
counterintelligence concern that the FBI was "obligated to
| nvestigate."

Do you have any reason to dispute M. Priestap's
expl anati on of why he opened the investigation?

I So. to be clear, M. Priestap did not open
the Crossfire Hurricane investigation on the opening.

M. Fausett. Okay. Who opened --

B So the opening was witten by Pete Strzok.

M. Fausett. Do you have any reason to question M.
Priestap's explanati on based on his understandi ng of why
the investigation was opened?

B | have no basis to dispute that.

M. Fausett. Do you understand what M. Priestap
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meant when he described this situation, this friendly
foreign governnment information concerning George
Papadopoul os, as a "counterintelligence concern"? Do you
know what he neant by that?

B | do know what he neant by that, yes.

M. Fausett. And what's your understandi ng of what he
nmeant by that? And what did you take it to nean?

I Wen you look at the information that cane
fromthe friendly forei gn governnent and you conpared that
with the fact that in July of 2016, late July of 2016,
there was information rel eased on Wki Leaks from the DNC,
It basically kind of |ooked Iike this was a situation in
whi ch the Russians may have been trying to interfere in our
el ection.

M. Fausett. So it sounds |like you would agree that
the information then presented a legitinmate
counterintelligence concern. Wuld you agree that the FBI
was obligated to investigate?

B e

M. Fausett. 1'd |like to walk through sone of the
specific events in 2016 and ask how they relate to this
counterintelligence concern. |In March and then in My of
2016, FBI field offices identified a spearfishing canpaign
by the GRU targeting enmail addresses associated with the

DNC and the dinton canpaign as well as efforts to place
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mal ware on DNC and D Triple C -- DCCC -- conputer networks,
and |'msourcing that fromthe Mieller report, Volune | of
the Mueller report. | think we nentioned this already, but
fromyour perspective, does that activity constitute a
counterintelligence concern? Does it create a
counterintelligence concern?

B cs. that activity would be a
counterintel | i gence concern.

M. Fausett. And why is that?

I Gccause it's a foreign entity or foreign
governnent attenpting to obtain information to which it is
not supposed to have access.

M. Fausett. And then on July 22, 2016 -- and, again,
I"'mreferencing the Mieller report here -- WkiLeaks
publ i shed 20,000 enails stolen fromthe DNC, as you
mentioned earlier. This was 6 days before the FBI | earned
fromthe FFG that the Trunp canpai gn may have had advance
know edge of Russia's plans to release the stolen emails.
| think we've covered this, but just to be clear, that in
and of itself also creates a counterintelligence concern.
|s that correct?

B hat is correct.

M. Fausett. And then on July 27, 2016, Donald Trunp,
then a candidate for President, said at a press conference,

and I'mquoting now, "Russia, if you're listening, | hope
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you're able to find" Hllary dinton's emails. And
according to Special Counsel Mieller's report, he uncovered
that Russia attenpted to hack Cinton's server for the
first time later that sane day.

Does that confluence of events, Candidate Trunp's
statenment as well as the fact that Russia attenpted to hack
the server for the first tine that sane day, does that
create a counterintelligence concern?

I Russia's attenpts to hack that server
woul d be a counterintelligence issue, yes.

M. Fausett. Wuld the confluence with the statenents
made by then-Candidate Trunp create a counterintelligence
concern concerning the candi date or the canpaign for
President -- for M. Trunp?

I \Wich statenents are you referring to?
Excuse ne?

M. Fausett. The statenent, "Russia, if you're
listening, | hope you're able to find" Hllary Cinton's
emai | s.

B | mnot sure | would say that the
statenment itself would be a counterintelligence issue, but
t he confl uence of events with the foreign governnent
attenpting to for the first tinme hack rises to the | evel of
a counterintelligence issue.

M. Fausett. And why is that?
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I Acain, you have a foreign governnent who

Is attenpting to hack into information that it has no
access to.

M. Fausett. Between March and August of 2016, the
FBI becane aware of nunerous attenpts to hack into State
el ection systens. These include confirnmed access and
el ements of nultiple State or |local electoral boards using
tactics, techniques, and procedures associated with Russian
state sponsors -- or state-sponsored actors, according,
again, to Special Counsel Mieller in his report. Does that
create a counterintelligence concern?

B es. it does.

M. Fausett. And why is that?

B 't would be a foreign governnent
attenpting to get into information to which it does not
have access.

M. Fausett. The Inspector General noted -- and I'm
now actually quoting fromthe Mieller report -- that "the
FBI | earned that Russian efforts also included cyber-
enabl ed scanni ng and probing of el ection-rel ated
infrastructure in several States." Does that create a
counterintel ligence concern?

B es. it does.

M. Fausett. And why is that?
B Acain, it's a foreign governnent, an
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adversary governnent, attenpting to obtain information that
It does not have access to.

M. Fausett. Now, sone have expressed the view that
there is no basis to investigate the Trunp canpaign's ties
to Russia because Special Counsel Mieller did not
ultimately charge anyone affiliated with the Trunp canpai gn
Wi th conspiring with Russia. Is it fair to say that you
think there was a sufficient basis, a reasonable basis, to
I nvestigate the Trunp canpaign's ties to Russia?

B here was a reasonabl e basis to open the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation and subsequent cases that
foll owed on fromthat.

M. Fausett. As a general matter, does the FBI
requi re analysts or -- I'msorry, agents or the analysts
who support themto have an expectation that they wll find
and be able to prove wongdoing in order to open an
counterintelligence or crimnal investigation?

B o

M. Fausett. And what inpact woul d inposing such a
requi renment have on the FBI's ability to investigate
counterintelligence threats?

I So you open an investigation either on the
basis of a tip or information or articulable facts rising
to the |l evel of a national security threat. That's what

you need to open an investigation.
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M. Fausett. |If that standard were that you needed to
be in a position to prove wongdoi ng or establish beyond a
reasonabl e doubt the wongdoing rather than the | ower
predi cate, what inpact would that have on the FBI's ability
to do its job?

B 't would be very difficult -- it would be
very difficult to do counterintelligence investigations if
t hat were the standard.

M. Fausett. So what is your response to the claim
that there was never a valid reason to investigate possible
ties between the Trunp canpai gn and Russi a?

I | disagree with the assertion that there
was -- that there was not viable reasons to open the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation and the subsequent cases
t hat cane out of that.

M. Fausett. | wanted to ask you a few questions,
drilling down just a bit into the all eged actions of George
Papadopoul os and those actions in the context of the
openi ng of the Crossfire Hurricane investigation. Bear
wth nme if sone of thisis alittle bit repetitive, but we
do want to be clear here as to your understandi ng of
t hi ngs.

Now, based upon what's in the Inspector General's
report, the opening el ectronic comunication for the

Papadopoul os i nvestigation noted that the Trunp canpaign
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may have had advance know edge that Russia had stol en
emails and planned to release themto harmHllary Cinton.
| think you tal ked about that earlier. It said that
Papadopoul os --and |'m now quoting from page 60 of the
report -- "made statenents indicating that he is

knowl edgeabl e that the Russians nmade a suggestion to the
Trunp canpai gn that they could assist the Trunp canpai gn
wi th an anonynous rel ease of information during the

canpai gn that woul d be damaging to the dinton canpaign.”

Can you expl ain why these statenents nmade M.
Papadopoul os a concern to the FBI?

B So if the Russians had provided a
suggestion that M. Papadopoul os was aware of that it could
assi st the Trunp canpai gn through the anonynous rel ease of
i nformation that was detrinental to Hillary dinton, then
that constitutes interference in our political process and
woul d be a counterintelligence concern.

M. Fausett. Now, | know you stated earlier that you
continued on after Crossfire Hurricane with the FBI w apped
and supported the Special Counsel's office as well, so I'm
going to quote just a little bit again fromthe Speci al
Counsel's report: "Although the FBI first |earned of the
FFG information in late July 2016, according to the Speci al
Counsel 's report, Papadopoul os was told in April 2016 of

Russia's willingness to release "dirt' on Hillary Clinton
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“in the formof thousands of emails."'"

To your know edge, did M. Papadopoul os report
Russi a's apparent offer of assistance to the FBI when he
| earned of it in April 20167?

B ot to ny know edge, no.

M. Fausett. Did he cone forward to the FBI in July
2016 when WKki Leaks began doi ng what Papadopoul os had been
told the Russian Governnent would do, i.e., releasing
t housands of emails on Hillary dinton?

B o

M. Fausett. To your know edge, did M. Papadopoul os
ever cone forward to report what he had been told about
Russia's wllingness to help the Trunp canpai gn and harm
Hillary Cinton?

B 0 vy know edge, no.

M. Fausett. Wuld you agree, then, that the fact
t hat Papadopoul os | earned of Russia's willingness to harm
Cinton by releasing thousands of emails, saw that rel ease
happen, and still did not cone forward itself raises a
counterintelligence concern that the FBI needed to
i nvestigate?

I | vwould agree with that.

M. Fausett. And, in fact, the current Director of
the FBI, M. Way, testified before the Senate Judiciary

Commttee that, "Any threat or effort to interfere wth our
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el ection fromany nation-state or any nonstate actor is the
kind of thing the FBI would want to know." Do you agree
with Director Way that people should informthe FBI if
they learn of information suggesting that a foreign
governnent may be attenpting to interfere in our elections?

B e

M. Fausett. And why is it inportant to do that?

I Gccause the FBI needs to know if there are
situations in which a foreign governnment is attenpting to
interfere with our political processes.

M. Fausett. According to the Inspector General's
report, the foreign official who reported what Papadopoul os
had told himwas not aware of who el se Papadopoul os had
I nformed about Russia's offer to the Trunp canpaign. And

the I nspector General further reported that you and ot hers

said -- and I'mgoing to quote now from page 59 of the
report, that you and others collectively -- it's not
individually attributed -- said "...the initia

i nvestigative objective of Crossfire Hurricane was to
det erm ne whi ch individual s associated with the Trunp
canpai gn may have been in a position to have received the
al l eged offer of assistance from Russia."

So, in fact, it seens fromthat quote, if it's
accurate, that one of the primary goals of the initial

stages of Crossfire Hurricane was to determ ne who el se on
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t he canpaign, if anyone, knew of Russia's offer of
assi stance. |Is that correct?

B Correct.

M. Fausett. After a 3-year investigation, the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence recently issued a
bi partisan finding that although it did not confirmexactly
who Papadopoul os spoke with, and |'m quoting the Senate
Intelligence Conmttee here, "it is inplausible that
Papadopoul os did not" share the offer with nenbers of the
Trunp canpai gn.

Do you have any basis to dispute the Senate
Intelligence Commttee's finding that it is inplausible
t hat Papadopoul os did not share his offer with other
menbers of the Trunp canpai gn?

B | think | would say that |I'm not
confortable comenting on inplausibility versus
plausibility in that situation.

M. Fausett. Wuld you be concerned that M.
Papadopoul os may have shared this offer with ot her nenbers
of the Trunp canpai gn?

I Yes: that would have been a concern.

M. Fausett. Al right. O course, as we discussed,
our coll eagues di scussed with you earlier, M. Papadopoul os
was not the only subject of the Crossfire Hurricane

I nvestigation. The team opened individual cases on Paul
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Manafort, Carter Page, and M chael Flynn as well in August
of 2016. The opening el ectronic conmunication for the
Manafort investigation noted that the Trunp canpai gn nmay
have had advance know edge that Russia had stolen enuils
and planned to release themto harmH llary dinton, and it
sai d
-- and I"'mgoing to quote again fromthe | nspector
General's report on page 60. It said that Manafort was
"desi gnated the Del egate Process and Conventi on Manager for
the Trunp canpai gn, was pronoted to Canpai gn Manager for
the Trunp canpai gn, and had extensive ties to pro-Russian
entities of the Ukrainian governnent."

Can you explain why these activities made Manafort a
concern to the FBI?

B So in this situation, Manafort had access
W thin the canpaign. Manafort had extensive ties to pro-
Russian entities in the Ukrainian Governnent, which would
have placed himin a position to be one of the individuals
who coul d have possibly received the information that was
rel ated by Papadopoul os to the representative of the
friendly foreign governnent.

M. Fausett. The opening el ectronic comrunication for
Li eutenant General Flynn said that he "may wittingly or
unwttingly be involved in activity on behalf of the

Russi an Federation which nay constitute a crine or threat
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to the national security.”

It went on to note that Flynn was an adviser to Trunp,
had various ties to state-affiliated entities of Russia,
and had previously traveled to Russia.

Do you recall what M. Flynn's ties to Russia were
beyond what | just read back to you?

B | renenber there was discussion of Flynn's
visits to Russia and interactions, and other than that, |I'm
not sure | can talk about that at this |evel.

M. Fausett. But can you say -- and | understand if
you can't, but can you say whether these visits and
I nteractions gave rise to simlar concerns about having
access and connections as you had with M. Mnafort?

B | vwwould say yes, simlar concerns.

M. Fausett. Okay. |In addition to stating that
Carter Page may wittingly or unwittingly be involved in
activity on behalf of Russia, the electronic conmunication
openi ng that investigation noted that the Trunp canpai gn
may have had advance know edge that Russia had stol en
emails and planned to release themto harmHllary Cinton.
W tal ked about that. It said, again quoting fromthe sane
page fromthe Inspector Ceneral's report, "Page was a
senior foreign policy adviser for the Trunp canpai gn, had
extensive ties to various Russia-owned entities, and had

traveled to Russia as recently as July 2016."
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It also stated that he "was the subject of
an...ongoi ng counterintelligence investigation assigned to
the FBI's New York Field O fice."

Can you explain generally why these activities made
M. Page a concern to the FBI?

B 't would be simlar to what was said
before with respect to access within the canpai gn and then
the availability or potential for M. Page to have been in
a position to have received the informati on docunented --
or, sorry, discussed by Papadopoul os to the representative
of a friendly foreign governnent.

M. Fausett. So given this access that all four of
t hese individuals had to the canpai gn and the connecti ons
that they had to various Russian actors, do you believe it
was reasonable for the FBI to be concerned that nenbers of
the Trunp canpai gn, whet her Papadopoul os, Manafort, Page,
Flynn, or perhaps others, perhaps even Candi date Trunp
hi nsel f, may have had know edge of Russia's activities?

B | believe it was justified to open these
cases, yes.

M. Fausett. And just one sort of housekeeping matter
for us. As you stated earlier, you continued on with the
Speci al Counsel's investigation. | know there's been sone
confusion as to whether the nature of that investigation

was purely crimnal or also had a counterintelligence
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conmponent. Can you tell us, do you know whet her the
Speci al Counsel 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?

I  'he Special Counsel's office was a
crimnal investigation.

M. Fausett. Okay. Al right. Sara, do you have
anyt hi ng?

Ms. Zdeb. Yeah, | have just a couple of quick follow
ups on an exchange that you had a bit earlier with M.
Fausett. So when he was asking you about Bill Priestap's
assessnment that the conmbination of the friendly foreign
governnment information and the ongoing cyber intrusions by
Russia created a counterintelligence concern that the FB
was "obligated” to investigate, | think you interjected
that it was M. Strzok who opened Crossfire Hurricane, and
| wanted to quickly clarify that for the record, if |
coul d.

Just for starters, you joined Crossfire Hurricane a
day or two after the investigation had been opened. |Is
that correct?

B 'hat is correct.

Ms. Zdeb. And the Inspector Ceneral -- and this

appears in a couple of places in his report, but it appears
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| think for the first time on page Roman iii that it was
M. Priestap who approved the opening of the case. And |
thi nk you probably were thinking earlier in the exchange
with M. Fausett of the actual opening electronic

communi cati on, which was, in fact, signed by M. Strzok.
But as the Inspector General found on page iii of his
report, it was actually Assistant Director Priestap,
Strzok's supervisor, who was the official who ultimtely
made the decision to open Crossfire Hurricane.

Do you have any basis to dispute the |Inspector
General's conclusion that it was actually M. Priestap who
approved the opening of Crossfire Hurricane?

B | do not. | was thinking of the
el ectroni c communi cati on.

Ms. Zdeb. Thank you.

| think that's all we have for this round, so it is
12: 03 and we can go off the record.

[ Recess 12:02 p.m to 12:52 p.m]
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AFTERNOON SESSI ON
[12: 52 p. m]

M. Sonmers. Al right. W can go back on the record.
It is 12:52, and | think 1'd Iike to just start by going
through with you, | sonre events or instances or,
you know, | don't know exactly how | would characterize
them |It's a series of things that either were identified
in the 1Greport or we've becone aware of since the IG
report. And I'd just |ike to gauge your awareness of these
-- 1 think the relevant tinme frane would be prior to the
final Carter Page FI SA application, that third renewal
being filed. So |I would just go through these and ask if
you were aware of themprior to that final renewal being
filed. | think it mght -- you know, one, it'll give us
some information; two, it may steer us clear of asking sone
questions on these areas that are nore specific if you
didn't have any awareness of the itens on ny list, if that
makes sense.

The first thing on ny list is on July 5, 2016,
Steele, according to the I1Greport, net with his handling
agent, Handling Agent 1. And according to notes of
Steele's, according to Steele, he told his handling agent
that " Denobcratic Party associates' were paying for Fusion
GPS's research, the "ultimte client' was the | eadership of

the dinton Presidential canpaign, and "the candi date' was
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aware of Steele's reporting.”

Were you aware of that before the final Carter Page
FI SA application?

I o

M. Sonmers. Were you aware that the DNC was the
ultimate client prior to the final Carter Page FI SA
application?

B | think by the tine the final Carter Page
FI SA cane al ong, | think so.

M. Somers. GCkay. On August 2nd -- this is Footnote

223 of the IGreport. |I'mgoing to shorten it a little bit
so | don't have to read the whole footnote -- you received
an email -- | don't knowif you recall receiving it or

whet her you woul d have actually read it, but there was an
email sent that said that a confidential human source who
was run out of the New Haven Field Ofice had information
that Fusion GPS "had been hired by two entities (the
Denocratic National Conmmttee as well as another
i ndi vidual ...not nane[d]) to explore Donald J. Trunp's
| ongstanding ties to Russian entities."

Do you recall receiving that email ?

I Yes. | recall receiving that email.

M. Soners. And did you recall having that
information prior to the final Carter Page FI SA

application?
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B Yes: | would have had that prior to the
final renewal.

M. Soners. What about prior to the first
application?

I | rcceived that email on or about August
2nd of 2016.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. |Is that what alerted you to the
DNC being the ultinmate client for the Steel e dossier?

B oo | believe that at that point it was
still -- we understood Fusion GPS had a law firmclient
after it, and that we did not know exactly what the | aw
firmafter that was.

M. Soners. So you say you did not nake the
connection between this August 2nd email and the DNC bei ng
the ultimate client for the Steele dossier. |Is that fair?

I o, | had not nade the connection with
this email.

M. Soners. Ckay.

I  'hat connection cane |ater.
M. Soners. kay. On August 17th, NN TR
I B A governnent agency, another

government intelligence agency, inforned the FBlI, | believe
t hrough a nenorandum that Carter Page had been approved as
an operational contact for the other agency from 2008 to

2013, and the nmeno further provided that |G
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provi ded i nformati on about Page's past contacts with
certain Russian intelligence officers. Wre you aware of
t hat August 17 neno?

B | vas aware of the August 17th nenorandum
yes.

M. Soners. You received it at the tine or
t her eabout s?

I  'hereabouts, yes.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Wre you aware on or about
Sept enber 7, 2016, that the FBI received an investigative
referral fromthe CIA regarding U. S. Presidential Candidate
Hllary Cinton's approval of a plan concerning U S
Presi denti al Candi date Donal d Trunp and Russi an hackers
hanpering U. S. elections as a neans of distracting the
public fromher use of a private email server?

M. Heberling. Zach, this is Brian Heberling. Let's
just go off the record for a second and talk to [N

M. Sonmers. Sure.

[ Counsel confers with w tness.]

M. Somers. W'IlIl go back on the record.

Were you aware that on or about Septenber 7, 2016, the
FBI received an investigative referral fromthe C A
regarding "U. S. Presidential Candidate Hllary dinton's

approval of a plan concerning U S. Presidential Candidate
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Donal d Trunp and Russi an hackers hanmpering U.S. el ections
as a neans of distracting the public fromher use of a
private email server?"

B | vas aware, yes.

M. Sonmers. And just one followup. You were aware
around that tine, or you becane aware | ater?

B | vas aware around that tine.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Were you aware of the letter that
Carter Page sent Director Conmey on Septenber 25, 2016, in
whi ch he stated that he had interacted with nenbers of the
US. intelligence community, including the FBI and the ClA,
for many decades and that he eagerly awaited FBlI's call to
di scuss any final questions they m ght possibly have?

I | do recall that letter, yes.

M. Sonmers. And you recall seeing it around the tine
It was sent?

B e

M. Soners. | had asked you in the |last round a
little bit about State Departnent contacts with the FB
regardi ng Christopher Steele and two things that the State
Departnment raised with the FBI. Wre you aware that the
State Departnent noted, based on their interactions with
Chri stopher Steele and their review of the materials he
provi ded the State Departnent, that Steele had provided

i ncorrect 1 nfornati on about a nonexi stent Russi an consul ate
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in Mam ?

B | vas not aware of that being reported to
the State Departnent.

M. Soners. Wre you aware of that generally?

B Avare of what generally?

M. Soners. That the Steele reports reported about a
nonexi stent Russian consulate in Mam.

I So ! recall that one of the Steele reports
actually had that init, yes.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. And do you recall know ng that
t hat was not correct?

B s

M. Soners. Okay. Do you further recall the State
Departnent providing information that the State Departnent
realizes that Steele is talking to the nedia, June
reporting started, New York Tinmes and the WAshi ngt on Post
have | eaked all the best stuff, and there will be nore? Do
you recall receiving a report like that fromthe State
Depart nent ?

B | do not recall receiving a report Ilike
that fromthe State Departnent.

M. Soners. Okay. Were you involved in a Novenber
21, 2016, neeting between the Crossfire Hurricane team and

Bruce Ohr and possibly others at the Justice Departnent?

B | ves not.
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M. Sonmers. Did you get a readout of that neeting?

B | ay have received a readout, but | don't
recal |l exactly.

M. Soners. GCkay. Do you recall that certain nenbers
of the Crossfire Hurricane team | earned from Bruce Chr that
Steel e was "desperate that Donald Trunp not get elected and
was passionate about himnot being the U S. President"?

B | believe that was docunented in the file
after that neeting.

M. Sonmers. So you were aware of that?

B At sone point, yes, | was aware of that.

M. Soners. Were you aware that OChr reported to
menbers of the Crossfire Hurricane team during that neeting
that reporting of crimnal activities nmay be exaggerated or
conspiracy theory talk so Steel e cannot know whet her all
his reporting is true?

B | mnot sure if that's in the wite-up or
not. | wasn't part of the neeting, so | wouldn't be able
to -- I'd have to -- I'mnot sure if it's in the wite-up.

M. Soners. GCkay. Wre you aware that Fusion GPS --
this is also fromthat sane Chr neeting -- that Fusion GPS
was hired by a | awer who does opposition research and that
Steele's reporting was being distributed to the Cinton
canpai gn, Jonathan Wner at the State Departnent, and the

FBI ?
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B Acain, |'mnot sure exactly when | had an

under st andi ng of that.

M. Soners. Didyou at sone tinme have an
understanding that the Steele reporting was going to the
dinton canpaign?

I At sone nonent, yes.

M. Sonmers. Prior to the final Carter Page FI SA
application being submtted?

B | believe it would have been prior to the
final Carter Page application being submtted, yes.

M. Soners. And what about the fact that Steele was
sharing his information with the State Departnent? Wre
you aware of that before the final Carter Page FI SA
application was filed?

I | vas probably aware of it before the
final application.

M. Soners. GCkay. Were you aware that on Decenber
17, 2016, the ClI A expressed concern to the FBI about the
| ack of vetting for the Steele election reporting and
believed it should not be included in the intelligence
conmunity assessnment as it was |Internet runor?

B | msorry. Do you have the date again? |
apol ogi ze.

M. Sonmers. |'msorry. Decenber 17, 2016.

B | ves aware of that, yes.
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M. Soners. You were aware of that at the tinme?

I At the tine, yes.

M. Sonmers. And you were aware that the Cl A believed
that it was Internet runor?

I V¢!, | don't believe that that is a CA

characterization. |If | recall, that's actually a quote by

someone who was characterizing what the CIA' s position was.

M. Sonmers. Do you have any reason to question
Jonat han Moffa's recollection that the intel section chief
stated that the CIA viewed it as "Internet runor"?

I ' have no reason to question Jon Mffa's

comment on that, but | don't knowif that's an exact quote.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. You didn't have a separate
conversation with the CIA where they said it was an
| nternet runor?

B o, | did not have a separate

conver sati on.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Were you aware that in Decenber of

2016 Crossfire Hurricane team | eaders | earned that Steele's

primary sub-source from 2009 to 2011 was the subject of an
FBI counterintelligence investigation that indicated that
he m ght be a "threat to national security"?

M. Heberling. Zach, this is Brian Heberling again.
For the reasons we di scussed yesterday, we're going to tell

B to respectfully decline to answer that question.
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M. Sonmers. Ckay. And follow ng up, and you can not
answer this question either, but further that the Crossfire
Hurri cane team | earned in Decenber of 2016 that in 2010 the
FBI went so far as to submt an application to the DQJ for
FI SA coverage on the primary sub-source? Wre you aware of
t hat ?

M. Heberling. W're going to give i t he sane
i nstruction. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. Al right. Fair enough.

Did you learn in January 2017 that the primary sub-
source lived in the United States?

B s

M. Sonmers. So in learning that, did you realize that
he was not "Russi an-based,"” |ike the FISA applications
repr esent ed?

B s

M. Sonmers. Do you recall on January 12th or
t hereabouts, January 12, 2017, that the FBI received a
report outlining an inaccuracy in Steele's reporting about
the activities of Mchael Cohen, a highly credible source
stated that it did not have high confidence in this subset
of Steele's reporting, and assessed that the referenced
subset was part of a Russian disinfornmation canpaign to
denigrate U.S. foreign relations?

B 'his is froma footnote in the 1 G report,
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correct?
M. Soners. Yes, it's fromFootnote -- the
decl assi fied versi on of Footnote 350.

B Yes. | was aware of that.

M. Soners. You were aware of that at the tinme?

B e

M. Sonmers. And just for the record, you took part in
the -- | think you already said this earlier, but let's put
it on the record now. You took part in the 3-day interview
of the primary sub-source that occurred on or about January
-- started on about January 24, 20177

B 'hat is correct.

M. Sonmers. Do you recall where that interview took
pl ace?

B 't took place in the FBI Washington Field
Ofice.

M. Sonmers. So you're confident it did not occur at
the primary sub-source's |awer's office?

B Correct.

M. Soners. ay. And then back to this Footnote
350, the declassified version of it, on February 27, 2017,
were you aware that an intelligence community report
contai ned informati on about an individual with reported
connections to Trunp and Russia who clainmed that the public

reporting about the details of Trunp's sexual activities in

88

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

89

Moscow during a trip in 2013 were fal se and that they were
t he product of Russian intelligence service's "infiltrating
a source into the network of [redacted] who conpiled a
dossier on that individual on Trunp's activities"?

B cs. | believe | was aware of that at the
tinme.

M. Soners. At the tine, okay. Wre you aware of the
March 2017 human source validation review of Steele that
found that his "past contributions to the FBI's crim nal
program had been mnimally corroborated"?

B | believe | had received that report
around that tine.

M. Soners. Wre you -- | don't know if you were
either aware of -- well, I'lIl first ask it this way: Wre
you aware of the primary sub-source's March interview with
the FBI?

B | vas aware of it, but | won't be able to
say exactly when | was aware of it.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. But you were not a part of that
I ntervi ew?

I Correct.

M. Soners. Wre you aware that during that interview
the primary sub-source stated that he never expected Steele
to put the primary sub-source's statenments in reports or

present them as facts?
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B | believe | was aware of that, but, again,

| wouldn't be able to tell you exactly when | was aware of
t hat .

M. Soners. Do you know if you were aware of that
before the final Carter Page FISA application was
subm tted?

B | vwould estimate it probably was before,
but, again, | don't have a clear recollection.

M. Soners. Ckay. Do you recall learning that the
primary sub-source said that the statenents were "word of
nout h and hearsay"; "conversations...had with friends over
beers"; or were statenents "nmade in jest" that should be
taken wwth "a grain of salt"?

B s that a quote fromthe --

M. Sonmers. |It's a quote fromthe IGreport, fromthe
Washington Field Ofice agent who took that March
I ntervi ew.

B Acain, | think | was aware of that
reporting, but | wouldn't be able to tell you exactly when
specifically I was aware of that reporting.

M. Sonmers. Do you think it was prior to the final
Carter Page FlI SA application being submtted?

I 't could have been, but, again, | don't
have a cl ear recollection.

M. Soners. Didthe primary sub-source express any
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sentinments |ike that during your 3-day interview with hinf
I ot to ny recollection.
M. Sonmers. Al right. That's all | have on that
sort of run-through line of questions. Let's stick with
the primary sub-source, though, since we were kind of

ending there with nmy previous line. So were you aware of

-- you know what? | want to start with Christopher Steele.

When did you first beconme aware of what's beconme known as
the "Steel e dossier"?

I | believe that would have been either
Sept enber 19 or Septenber 20, 2016.

M. Soners. Ckay. So when it cane in -- the IG
report says the Crossfire Hurricane teamreceived it on
Sept enber 19t h.

I 'hat woul d have been the date then.

M. Sonmers. That's when you woul d have received it,
okay. What did the FBI's initial efforts to -- | don't
know i f the word "corroborate"” is correct, but to either
corroborate or look at the Steele reporting consist of?

B V¢ i mediately started to determ ne what
aspects of the reporting that we could confirm or
disconfirm and so we began | ooking at FBI hol di ngs; we
began | ooki ng at open-source nmaterial and began | ooki ng at
OGA material as well to see if there was anything that we

could use to help verify, again, confirmor disconfirm
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M. Somers. GCkay. On page 101 of the IGreport, it
says that, "After obtaining the six Steele reports on
Septenber 19, analysts on the Crossfire Hurricane team
| mredi ately began to evaluate the information in the
reports. By the next day, they had conpleted a draft
Intelligence Menorandum that sumrari zed key points fromthe
reports and identified actions that needed to be taken to
assess the information.”

Were you the author or one of the authors of that
Intelligence Menorandunf?

B | vas not the prinmary author, but | edited
t hat docunent.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. That seens |ike a fast turnaround
to ne. |Is that a fast turnaround of an anal ytical product
like an Intelligence Menorandunf

B | vwouldn't necessarily say that's a fast
turnaround. It was a nenpo that was summari zi ng what we had
recei ved and then suggested or recommended courses of
action based upon what we had received.

M. Sonmers. So it took everything at face val ue at
that point intime. Is that a fair --

B V¢ vwere just -- we were just starting the
anal ysi s.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. Page 125 of the I G report

I ndi cates that, "Also on Septenber 19...in an email to the
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OGC Unit Chief and OGC Attorney, the Supervisory Intel

Anal yst forwarded an excerpt from Steel e's Report
94...concerning Page's alleged secret neeting with |gor

Di vyekin in July 2016 and asked, "Does this put us at | east
*that* nmuch closer to a full FISA on [Carter Page]?' " Do
you recall that email ?

B | o

M. Sonmers. Wy would receiving that infornmation nove
you that much closer to a full FISA on Carter Page?

B | wouldn't be able to speak to that at the
classification | evel of this.

M. Sonmers. | guess ny question is: Wy would this
unverified information nove -- this is the sane day you
received the Steele reporting. |I'mtrying to understand
why -- how on the sane day you received the reporting it
woul d nove you closer to receiving a FI SA application.

B 't was a matter of what -- | think from
the -- as far as saying based upon what's in that
paragraph, it is information that was researched on | gor
Di vyeki n.

M. Somers. Prior to receiving the Steele reporting,
I s that what you're saying?

I ot prior

M. Soners. Wiat did you know about Chri stopher

Steel e on Septenber 19, 2016? Had you used his information
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previ ousl y?

I o

M. Soners. Had you ever net Christopher Steele?

I urned out yes, | had in the past.

M. Sonmers. Had you worked in a professional context?

B " a professional context.

M. Soners. Had his information been used in an
i nvestigation that you had worked on previously?

B | can't go into the details about what it
is that | was working on where | had the interaction with
M. Steele.

M. Baker. But it was during your tinme at the FBI?

I 'hat is correct.

M. Sonmers. So you had sone know edge of Chri stopher
Steele prior to receiving the Steel e dossier on Septenber
197

I So to be clear, at the tine, no, | didn't
make the connection. But after | had actually nmet M.
Steele, | recognized him canme back, |ooked through sone
material, and realized that he and | had net in the past in
a professional context on a particular matter involving the
FBI .

M. Baker. So you realized that after seeing himor

after digesting nore information in files and his witings?

B After seeing him

94
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M. Baker. kay.

M. Soners. So when you're analyzing this material,

I f "analyzing" is the correct term-- | won't characterize
it for you. But you get the material on Septenber 19th.
You draft the -- not you, | nean you and your teamdraft an
Intelligence Menorandum about this nmaterial. How are you
viewing this material? Are you skeptical of it? Is it --
what's your characterization of the material on Septenber
19t h and 20t h?

I 'he characterization | would give is that
the FBlI gets reporting fromall manner of places, and we do
the sane type of thing wth all manner of reporting, which
Is we | ook to see whether or not things can be verified.

We | ook to see whether or not it matches things that are in
open source or in classified holdings, and to determ ne
whet her or not the information that we've received is
accurate or whether it can be confirmed or whether it can
be di sconfirned.

M. Baker. You had used the term"FBI hol dings" a few
m nutes ago in response to a question from M. Soners.

What do you nean when you say you're checking "FBI
hol di ngs" ?

B | rean that we're using FBI systens to
| ook at material that has been previously collected or

previously investigated by the FBI
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M. Baker. And that would be something you could
access if you cane across a nane or if a nanme cane forward
as either soneone providing informati on or soneone who
could potentially be the subject of an investigation? You
coul d check these holdings to see if there were previous
contacts with this individual by the FBI?

B ' terns of -- possibly, yes.

M. Baker. So would you have checked t hese hol di ngs
when M. Steele first cones on the radar with this dossier?
Wul d you have checked hol dings to see what relationship
t he Bureau may have had with M. Steele?

B | don't recall checking to see what
rel ati onship M. Steele had, but we were checking the nanes
and entities and things nentioned actually in the
reporting.

M. Baker. So, eventually, when you had nanes of
people that were in the report, you would have run those
names agai nst "FBlI hol di ngs"?

B Correct.

M. Baker. So in doing that, you would have -- if
there were, in fact, a previous relationship with the FBI
of any of these individuals in his reporting, you would
have gotten a hit that there had been previous FBI interest

or this person had been previously on the FBI radar?

B 'heoretically, yes.
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M. Baker. And did that, in fact, happen with any of
t hese individuals or with anything that you verified or
attenpted to verify through FBI holdings with the Steele
reporting? D d you get hits?

B So |'mnot sure |'mconfortable talking
about what | was able to find or not find in FBI hol dings
in a forumsuch as this.

M. Baker. But if you would have gotten sonething in
an FBlI hol ding, theoretically, that would have cast -- or
woul d have been curious in that soneone in the Steele
reporting has previously been on the FBlI radar, you would
have |l et that be known to other people on your teanf

B Yes. in that scenario, certainly.

M. Baker. Was that done in this case?

B Acain, let nme talk to FBI counsel for a
moment .

M. Baker. Sure.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

B B back.

M. Baker. Yes, sir.

B Vould you mind repeating the question just
so that | --

M. Baker. Sure. | was asking, in your attenpt to
| ook into FBI hol dings of either people that cone on the

radar in the course of this case or specifically in the
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Steele reporting, did anything -- did you get a hit, a ping
on a previous contact that any of these people identified
or subsequently identified fromthe Steele reporting had
been previously on the FBI radar?

B o again, | don't want to get into what |
got a hit on or not or didn't get a hit on with respect to
particular individuals in the Crossfire Hurricane case.
However, | do want to enphasize that FBI hol dings are
organi zed oftentines al ong what accesses one has, and,
therefore, there are situations in which cases are
restricted in the search function or prohibited in the
search function, and, therefore, | would not necessarily
al ways get all manner of hits on a particul ar individual or
entity.

M. Baker. D d you subsequently to any searches or
dat abase checks, did you subsequently get any call or
comruni cati on from anot her part of the FBI inquiring why
you had queri ed soneone where on your end you don't see a
hit, but there is a nessage transnmtted to sonmeone el se
sayi ng that soneone has queried your case, and then that
soneone or that someone's supervi sor reaches out to you or
maybe your supervisor and inquires why you were searching
what ever it was you were searching? Did that happen?

B | don't recall getting any nessages |ike

t hat over the course of Crossfire Hurri cane.
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M. Baker. And if you would have gotten any kind of
hit from FBI hol dings that anybody in the Steele reporting
had been previously known or concurrently known to the
Bureau, you woul d have nmade that known to your tean?

B s

M. Baker. kay. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. Did you have other information other than
the Steel e dossier on Septenber 19, 2016, that Igor
Di vyekin and Carter Page had a neeting in July of 20167

B o

M. Soners. |Is Igor Divyekin a person that would be
known in the intelligence comunity?

B | mogoing to not answer that at this
classification | evel.

M. Sonmers. So you had no know edge of a secret
neeti ng between Di vyekin and Page, but you thought this

i nformation put us at |east that nmuch closer to a full FISA

on Carter Page. Did you view the Steele dossier -- let's
just call it that. | know it wasn't quite what you guys
considered it at the FBI. But did you viewthe Steele

dossier as raw intelligence?

B | ncan, it was reporting that we had
recei ved, but there was not a finalized -- yeah, | nean, it
wasn't a kind of finalized report or anything of that sort.

It's i nfornmation.
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M. Sonmers. And you went about verifying -- not you,
the FBI and the Crossfire Hurricane team which you were a
part of, went about verifying the -- or trying to verify
the information in the Steel e dossier?

B rying to, yes.

M. Soners. \Wy?

I 0 deternmine, again, whether or not it was
accurate, to determ ne whether or not we could confirm
material init, or whether or not we could disconfirm
material init.

M. Soners. But why does the nention of a neeting
bet ween Page and Di vyekin nove you that nuch closer to a
FI SA application if you haven't confirnmed the information
in the Steele dossier?

M. Linehan. Zach, if | could junp in, | just want to
make a note that | think you' re m scharacterizing the
email, the email in question. | don't think he states it
that declaratively in the email, but, you know, |'mnot --
he can answer. He can respond. But | just want to note
that for the record.

M. Somers. Sure.

B As | was saying, there was sonething about
D vyekin. That's all | can say.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Wat about were you aware at that

time of Carter Page's denial that he had ever nmet with
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Di vyekin or even knew who Di vyeki n was?

B O Septenber 19th?

M. Soners. Yes.
B | don't believe | was aware of that deni al
on Septenber 19t h.

M. Sonmers. Wre you aware of it in Cctober of 20167

I 'f ! recall correctly, that was fromthe

Sept enber 23rd news article. |s that correct?
M. Soners. Well, there's a denial of -- according to
the G report, on page 364 -- | think it's in nunerous

pl aces. But Page nmade "statenents to an FBI CHS in Cctober
2016 that the FBI believed supported its theory that Page
was an agent of Russia but omtted other statenents Page
made" -- and this is the part |'mpointing to -- "omtted
ot her statenents Page made, including denying having net
wi th Sechin and Di vyekin, or even know ng who Di vyekin
was." So that's in Cctober of 2016, Page nmakes a st atenent
to an FBI CHS that he never net with D vyekin or even knew
who Di vyekin was.

I Ckay. Sorry.

M. Sonmers. Wre you aware of that interaction
bet ween Carter Page and the FBI confidential human source?

B | vas aware of the interaction between
Carter Page and the CHS. |1'mnot exactly sure the extent

of my knowl edge with respect to everything that was
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di scussed between Page and the CHS.

M. Sonmers. Al right. Just for clarity, were you
aware of his statenents denying knowi ng who D vyekin was?

B | don't recall exactly whether or not |
knew t hose statenents at the tine or whether | |earned
about those statenents subsequent to that tinmne.

M. Sonmers. Do you think you |earned about them prior
to the first Page FISA application?

B | mnot sure if | learned thembefore the
first Page application.

M. Soners. \Wat about prior to the first renewal ?

B Acain, |'mnot positive exactly.

M. Soners. \Wat about prior to the |last renewal ?

I | probably knew about it before the |ast
renewal .

M. Sonmers. So getting back to sonme of the
verification, on page 102 of the G report, it says that,
"They expl ai ned that the assessnent” of Steele "involved
determning the credibility of Steele, including
understanding his record of furnishing reliable
i nformation, notivation, and possible biases; and verifying
the information he provided through i ndependent sources."”

Where did you get your understanding of Steele's
record of furnishing reliable information?

B | understood that from Handling Agent 1.
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M. Sonmers. Did you have any other sources of his
reliability, at least prior to the first FISA application,
ot her than Handling Agent 17?

I o, not to ny recollection.

M. Sonmers. Didyou consult his Delta file prior to
the first FISA application?

I No. | believe it was after the first --
after the initiation.

M. Soners. Wy did you not consult his Delta -- not
you. Wiy did the Crossfire Hurricane team including you,
not consult his Delta file until after the first
application?

B e CGossfire Hurricane team was
Interested in noving on the reporting itself. W were not
focused on vetting Christopher Steele as a source at that
tinme.

I'"'mgoing to go off for a nonent.

M. Soners. Yes.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

B So with respect to -- you know, | don't
know i f anybody didn't |ook at the Delta file. Wth
respect to ny look at the Delta file, | know that that did
not take place until after the first renewal.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. How nuch corroboration of the --

or verification -- | don't know what the proper technical
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termis -- of the Steel e dossier was conpl ete by Cctober
21, 2016, when the first application was submtted to the
Court ?

I Arc you asking for a percentage or are you
asking -- I'mnot exactly sure.

M. Soners. Yeah, |'masking what was the | evel of
verification or corroboration.

B | think by that tinme | would characterize
It as, again, a distinction between facts and al |l egati ons
as docunented in the reporting, and that many of the facts,
peopl e, places, entities thenselves could be corroborated
or verified. In terns of the actual allegations
t hensel ves, I'mnot sure many of the allegations could be
verified at that tine.

M. Sonmers. On page 196 of the report, and this is in
reference to the last -- the third renewal, but it says,
"Despite the FBI's efforts to corroborate and eval uate the
Steele election reporting, we were told by the Supervisory
Intel Analyst that, as of Septenber 2017, the FBI had
corroborated limted information in the Steele el ection
reporting, and nmuch of that information was publicly
avail able. "

Wul d you say that you had corroborated even | ess

i nformati on by October 21st of 20167?

B | don't know if | would say |ess
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i nformati on by October of 2017, but | would say that in the
end --

M. Sonmers. Sorry. 2016.

I 2016, excuse ne. Could you repeat the

question then?

M. Soners. Yeah, | want to know -- so you made a
statenent -- what | have fromyou is a statenent that you
made in Cctober -- I'"msorry, in Septenber of 2017 saying
that the FBI -- this is not a direct quote of yours, but

this is essentially what you told the IGs office -- the
FBI had corroborated limted informati on of the Steele
el ection reporting, and nuch of that information was
publicly available. That's in Septenber of 2017. There's
not a simlar statenent fromyou regardi ng October 21,
2016, so |'m wondering how you woul d conpare the
corroboration statenent you had in 2017 with where you were
in October of 2016.
B | vwould say on the basis of that question
we had | ess information than we had in Septenber of 2017.
M. Sonmers. GCkay. GCettong back to the question | was
asking, so we went through understanding of the record of
furnishing reliable information. You got that from
Handl i ng Agent 1. \Wat about his notivation? Wat was
your assessnent of his -- what did it involve in terns of

assessing his notivation?
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B Stccle' s personal notivation?

M. Soners. Yes, and providing this information to
the FBI.

I VY understandi ng when we received the
Steele material was that this information, again, was put
together by Steele and his business intelligence firm was
being provided to the entity Fusion GPS, and that it was
going to a law office, and that the potential existed that
It was opposition research.

M. Sonmers. So you didn't know that it was opposition
research, | take it, by that response.

I Correct.

M. Soners. And you didn't know this, but you |later
| earned that the DNC was the ultimate client for the Steele
dossier. |Is that correct?

B Ctventually, yes.

M. Sonmers. Didthat or does that change your opinion
from you know, we thought it m ght be opposition research
to it was opposition research?

B | think that's a fair characterization.

M. Sonmers. So it noves from speculation to -- |
mean, that's what the DNC s after if they're paying for the
Steel e dossier, right, is opposition research?

B | don't know exactly what the DNC was

paying for, so | won't characterize that.
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M. Somers. Well, they weren't -- do you think the
DNC was paying for information that was favorable to Donald
Trunp?

B Acain, | don't know what the DNC was
paying for, but | wll say that eventually it becane cl ear
that this was opposition research.

M. Soners. Ckay. And then the fourth thing it says
I n your assessment -- not your assessnent, the FBlI's
assessnent, was "verifying the informati on he provi ded
t hrough i ndependent sources." \What did that consist of?

I \Where are you quoting that fromexactly?

M. Soners. Page 102. This is what | read earlier.

"Il read it again. "They explained that the assessnent
I nvol ved determning the credibility of Steele" -- we went
t hrough that -- "including understanding his record of

furnishing reliable information, notivation, and possible
bi ases; and verifying the information he provided through
| ndependent sources.” So now |l'mto "verifying the
i nformati on he provi ded through i ndependent sources,"” and
I"d i ke to understand just at a very general |evel what
you did to verify the information he provided through
| ndependent sour ces.

B | think that goes back to ny comments
earlier regarding searching through FBI hol di ngs, querying

OGA material, et cetera.
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M. Sonmers. Including public information?

B hat would include public information,
yes.

M. Baker. So when the words being used that this
Information or Steele's credibility was assessed, is this
the same thing as himbeing validated as a source, or this
Is sonething different?

It would be sonmething different.

M. Baker. Was he ever validated as a source?

Yes.

M. Baker. And was he determ ned to be credible? D d
he pass whatever you do to be vali dated?

I | believe fromthe IGreport that it was
reliable, was the word that they used for it.

M. Baker. 1In general terns, is there an enhanced
val i dati on process that the Bureau can do?

B | mnot sure | could speak about the
| evel s of validation that the Bureau goes about in this
type of forum

M. Baker. |Is there nore than one type of validation?

B Acain, | think you'd have to speak to
sonebody in the validation process for greater clarity on
t hat .

M. Soners. Wre you aware of SSA-1 requesting an

enhanced validation of Steele in Novenber of 20167
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B | Vas aware of SSA-1 | believe asking for
a validation, but I don't knowif | recall that it was sone
sort of enhanced validati on.

M. Baker. So what is the intelligence analyst role
in validations in general, outside of Crossfire Hurricane?
Are there intelligence analysts that are involved in
val i dating sources?

I 'here are intelligence analysts involved
I n validating sources, yes.

M. Baker. So there would be -- or are there
intelligence anal ysts assigned to this validation unit that
you just referenced?

B | don't believe | referenced a unit on
that, but there are analysts who are involved in the
val i dati on process.

M. Baker. kay. You said that | would have to talk
to sonebody in a validation sonething, a unit, a division,
or sonething. So would there be intelligence anal ysts
assigned to whatever that something is, be it a unit or
some ot her organizational entity?

I Ycs. there are intelligence analysts that
are involved in the validation process on an offici al
basi s.

M. Baker. So your unit, where you're the supervisory

intelligence analyst, if there had been any request of this
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other validation entity, since your unit and your agent
counterparts are working with M. Steele, you would have
gotten any result of validation that was done on him
Correct?

B | believe | received a report on the
val i dation that was done.

M. Baker. And what kind of report was it? Was it a
passi ng grade, a failing grade, an average grade? What
does the result that you got tell you about M. Steele as a
source?

B "hey're not graded in that way, and so |
think -- as | characterized just a few m nutes ago, | think
one of the terns that's outlined in the G report as they
describe the validation report is that he was determned to
be reliable, and that there were questions about how nuch
of his reporting had been corroborated.

M. Baker. Are you aware of any validation that was
requested of M. Steele that was stopped, that was told to
be put on hold or otherwise term nated by any FBI official?

B | don't recall that.

M. Baker. kay.

M. Soners. Do you recall witing with the staff
operations specialist an Intelligence Menorandum on the
Steele reporting in |ate Septenber 20167

B | cdited a nenorandum fromthe SOS, yes.
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M. Sonmers. And do you recall that in that nenorandum
there was information that was then | ater used as part of
Steel e's source characterization statenent?

B | amaware that that nenorandum was
subsequently used for the application, yes.

M. Sonmers. And | don't knowif you recall -- I'm
| ooki ng at page 161 of the 1G s report, and I'mreading the
source characterization statenent for Steele that was in
the Carter Page FISA application. It says, "This
i nformati on cones froma sensitive FBlI source whose
reporting has been corroborated and used in crim nal
proceedi ngs, and who obtains information froma nunber of
ostensi bly well -placed sub-sources. The scope of the
source's reporting is from20 June 2016 through 20 August
2016. "

Do you recall where the information cane fromt hat
Steele's reporting has been corroborated and used in
crim nal proceedi ngs?

I | drafted that | anguage.

M. Sonmers. And where did you get the inpression that
his material had been corroborated?

B 't was based on ny understanding that he
had been -- his reporting had been the predicate for the
FI FA i nvesti gati on.

M. Sonmers. And where did you get that understandi ng?
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I VY understanding came fromthe Handling
Agent 1 and al so SSA-1, who had | earned that from Handling

Agent 1.

M. Soners. And what about the "used in crimnal
proceedi ngs"?

B 'he sane thing. It had predicated the
FI FA i nvestigation which actually resulted in indictnents.

M. Soners. Wat about "who obtains information from
a nunber of ostensibly well-placed sub-sources"? Were did
you get that informtion?l

B | mnot sure that | drafted that
particul ar | anguage on there, but it was basically based on
the reporting and how things were described wthin the
reporting.

M. Sonmers. Are you aware of the fact that the
handl i ng agent said he woul dn't have approved this source
characterization statement for Steele?

B O the basis of what is witten in the IG
report, | amaware of that.

M. Soners. But you were not aware of it at the tinme?

I Correct.

M. Sonmers. "According to Handling Agent" -- this is
on page 162. "According to Handling Agent 1, he was cl ear
with the Crossfire Hurricane team concerning Steele's role

and that Steele had provided | eads and not evidence in the
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FI FA case.” Did you speak directly with Handling Agent 1
about Steele and his role?

B | don't recall speaking directly with
Handl i ng Agent 1 about Steele's role in the investigation.
| recall that | had | earned, again, either from Handli ng
Agent 1 or from SSA-1 who | earned from Handli ng Agent 1
that Steele's information had predicated the FlFA
i nvestigation.

M. Soners. Did you ever see this source
characterization statenent witten by Handling Agent 1:

"[ CHS] has been signed up for 3 years and is reliable.

[ CHS] responds to taskings and obtains info froma network
of sub sources. Sone of the [CHS ] info has been
corroborated when possible"?

B | don't recall if | saw that |anguage or
not .

M. Sonmers. So do you have any idea how Handl i ng
Agent 1's source characterization statenent got changed to
the one that ended up in the FISA application?

B | didn't wite the application. |
understand that it has come fromthe Intelligence
Menor andum | anguage.

M. Soners. Do you know how the handling agent's
source characterization statenent got changed from what he

wote to what appeared in the Intelligence Menorandunf
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B '\o. | don't know exactly how that

happened.

M. Sonmers. But you did in part wite the
Intelligence Menorandunf

B | cid

M. Sonmers. Didyou ever talk to the prosecutors in
t he FI FA case?

B | did not.

M. Sonmers. Did anyone on the Crossfire Hurricane
teamtalk to the prosecutors in the FIFA case, to your
know edge?

B ot to ny know edge.

M. Soners. How about the agent on the FIFA case,
ei ther you or sonebody el se on the Crossfire Hurricane
t eanf

B | mnot aware of that.

M. Soners. \Wat was your understandi ng of how Steele
was collecting the information that was contained in his
el ection reports?

B At what point in the investigation are we
tal ki ng about here? Upon initial receipt?

M. Sonmers. Early on. What was your understandi ng of
-- prior to the first Carter Page FI SA application.

B | think on the basis of the reports

t hensel ves and on the structure of the reports thensel ves,
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it was clear that he had -- | nean, there were a set of
sources that were being used and sources talking to sub-
sour ces.

M. Baker. Wat kind of -- as an intelligence
prof essional, what kind of problens, if there are problens,
what ki nd of problens exist when you have a source
reporting in essence which is what is in total information
that they are getting fromthis network of sub-sources?
What probl ens does that potentially present in using --

B | can, theoretical --

M. Baker. -- that nmaterial?

I 'hcoretical problens that can arise are
things |i ke Tel ephone Ganme where the sub-source is telling
the source one thing and then it gets reported inaccurately
or not quite accurately up the chain. You have the problem
of access, whether or not the sub-sources have the access
or are accurately tal king about their accesses.

M. Baker. So there would be problens with the
ability on your end of assessing the infornmation because
it's comng to you fromone portal, for |lack of a better
word, but that person is getting it froma network of
people that you really don't have nmuch visibility into?

B 't s not inherently problematic. | nean,
the FBI handl es information that involves sources and sub-

sources all the tine. It means that the way of goi ng about
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trying to verify can be challenging, and that it requires a
| ot of digging into what's in the reporting and wei ghi ng
what the reporting says agai nst other types of things.

M. Baker. But it would certainly be problematic if
you and your team of anal ysts get under the hood and
actually start |ooking at the sub-source network and find
that information -- or there's conflicting information from
what's been reported by the main source, the author of the
dossier. That would be problematic, right?

B So if you went to talk to a sub-source and
t he sub-source indicated one thing and that was counter to
what the source reported to the end client, yes, that could
be problematic. |If you talk to the main source and the
mai n source tells you sonething different that's witten in
the end product, that can be problematic as well.

M. Baker. So how do you resolve -- if a main source
says one thing and a prinmary reporter or sub-source says
sonething different that was told to the nmain source, how
do you resolve the conflict between two people saying two
di fferent things?

B Soretinmes you can't resolve the conflict
bet ween two people saying two different things. It's a
matter of what you can find that nmaybe on the outside hel ps
to weigh one thing or the other. And it al so depends on

Cl rcunst ances.
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M. Baker. Wuld the circunstances be altered -- or
woul d the circunstances cause caution to fall on one side
or the other if the information that's potentially
incorrect is ultimately being presented in an application
to the FI SA Court?

I hat could be problematic, depending on
when it's found out and things of that sort, certainly.

M. Baker. And how far and wide in the Bureau woul d
information be, for lack of a better term broadcast once
you start talking to the real sources of information and
where there are conflicts? What kind of alarmbells would
go off? Wuld sonebody say, whoa, this creates a problem
here, we have people that are providing the information
that we've | ooked at, and they're saying that that's not
what they said, or it's inaccurate what's been reported?
What kind of a hue and a cry would go out fromthe
intelligence part of this Crossfire Hurricane or any part?
How are people notified that we m ght have a probl em here?

B | think it again depends on circunstances.
You coul d have any nunber of situations arise where -- you
know, it depends on who's at the interviews. It depends
on, you know, which units are involved. [It's not an easy
one answer to that question.

M. Baker. Even when it's ultimately -- the

information's ultimately being presented to the FI SA Court
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and the whol e process of getting to that Court is, for |ack
of a better term special because of what the Court does, |
woul d think there's an enhanced obligation to sound a
| ouder bell that we m ght not be getting the true story and
we mght need to dig a little deeper before we present or
keep presenting things to the Court. So |I guess in the
I nstant case, was there neetings, was there tineouts? Ws
there any concern that there's different informtion
potentially com ng from peopl e bel ow the author of these
docunents that conflicts with what's being given to the
Bureau all bundled up and tied with a nice little bow?

B he neetings with sub-sources were
docunented, and -- they were docunented, and that
docunentation was put into the FBI's system of record where
It was available to people on the Crossfire Hurricane team
who woul d have been involved in the decisionmaking.

M. Soners. W was the main source of the Steele
dossier -- Christopher Steele or the primary sub-source?

B So it would be the prinmary sub-sources
where Christopher Steele was getting his information.

M. Sonmers. So whose reliability -- go ahead.

B | rean, for the -- yes, it was the primary
sub-source. Sorry.

M. Soners. So whose reliability is nore inportant --

the primary sub-source's or Christopher Steele's?
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B V¢!l if -- again, it depends on when

you're tal king about things. |If all you knowis

Chri stopher Steele and Christopher Steele's information has
been used in the past and you don't know the identity of
the primary sub-source, then what you have to rely on is
Christopher Steele's reliability and whether or not that
sourcing or that material has been used in the past and has
been effective or it's been accurate or been used. Once
you know the primary sub-source's identity, then it becones
i nherent to determ ne whether or not this primary sub-
source is reliable.

M. Sonmers. Al right. To back up a second, so once
you know there's a primary sub-source or once you
understand this -- and |' m speaking specifically here about
the Steele dossier. Once you know who the primry sub-
source is, the existence of the primary sub-source, his
reliability becones nore inportant than Steele's. 1Is that
what you're sayi ng?

B | would say that it weighs nore heavily
once you've identified the primary sub-source if the
primary sub-source is the one fromwhom-- where the
information is being gathered and provided to Christopher
St eel e.

M. Soners. Okay. A slightly different question.

You say once you identify. By that do you nean the guy's
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actual nane or do you nean you identify that there is a
primry sub-source?

B Vé!!. | would say if all you've identified
Is that there's a primary sub-source but you have no
I nformation about that prinmary source's access or that
primary source's identity or anything of that sort, it's
hard to necessarily judge what that primary sub-source's
reliability is. | nmean, what -- you' re doing exactly what
we did, which is you take a | ook at other information and
you try to confirmor disconfirmwhat's in the actua
reporting --

M. Soners. Wen did you --

B corry?

M. Sonmers. I'msorry if | cut you off. | thought
you were finished.

B o, that's fine.

M. Soners. GCkay. Wen did you becone aware that
there -- not who he was or who he is, whatever. \Wen did
you becone aware that Steele was using a primry sub-source
for the election reporting?

B | mnot exactly sure when we determ ned
that there was a primary sub-source, but the reporting, the
structure of the actual reporting lended itself to the idea
that there may have been one primary guy that was getting

information froma bunch of other sources.
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M. Somers. And you knew that prior to the first FISA
application, right? Because that's --

B 5 the --

M. Soners. W tal ked over each other. Please go
ahead.

I o, | interrupted. Please ask your
gquesti on.

M. Sonmers. You knew that there was a primary sub-
source by the time the first FlISA application was
submtted. Correct?

B Acain, |'mnot sure whether or not we were
settled on one primary sub-source by the tinme of the first
application. But, again, the structure of the reporting
suggested that there may only be one person from whom he's
getting his information.

M. Sonmers. You nmet with Christopher Steele in
Oct ober of 2016. Is that correct?

_ That is correct.

M. Soners. |In person in a European city?

B Correct.

M. Sonmers. Didyou ask himif he had a primry sub-
source during that neeting?

I V¢ tal ked about the source network during
t hat neeting, yes.

M. Sonmers. Didyou ask himthe nanmes of his sources?

121
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_ I"'mnot -- | don't recoll ect whet her we

specifically asked the nane. | think we did.

M. Soners. D d he provide it?

I o

M. Sonmers. \Wen you eventually figured out who the
primary sub-source was, the FBlI figured that out on its
own? It didn't just get a nane from Chri stopher Steel e?
| s that correct?

B Correct.

M. Baker. And sonetinme contenporaneous wth that
i dentification of the primary sub-source -- | think we
tal ked about this earlier -- his "FBlI hol di ngs" would have
been checked?

B Acain, | don't want to get into exactly
the process we used for identifying the primry sub-source
at this classification.

M. Baker. But separate and apart from how he was or
she was identified, you would have run whatever information
you had in holdings and gotten sone result if this person
had been on the radar of the FBI prior?

B B8 holdings had a part of it, yes.

M. Baker. And then you had said -- never mnd on
t hat one.

M. Soners. And we're alnost out of tinme here. Just

on this whole -- we've been talking a | ot about the
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assessnent, the verification, the corroboration, whatever
we want to call it. Howinportant in terns of that process
was, one, identifying Steele's primary sub-source, once you
becane aware that there was a primary sub-source or at

| east soneone who appeared to be one of the prinmary
sources, and then the rest of the network, how inportant of
a task was identifying the prinmary sub-source and/or the
rest of the Steel e source network?

B | vwould say it was an inportant part of
t he task.

M. Soners. Was it sonething that was regularly
di scussed at neetings anongst -- these neetings you
descri bed earlier?

B | don't know if identifying the primary
sub-source was sonething that was highlighted in the
neetings that we had prior to the identification of the
primary sub-source, but definitely trying to understand the
reporting and to, again, confirmand disconfirmwhat we
could of the reporting was sonething that was tal ked about.

M. Sonmers. Was it an inportant step in the process
when you did finally identify the primary sub-source?

B es. it was an inportant step.

M. Soners. Was that discussed in neetings, that,
hey, we've identified the primry sub-source?

B | rcecollect there were sone neetings where
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it was di scussed, vyes.

M. Sonmers. Did you ever discuss that with Peter
Strzok?

B -

M. Sonmers. Let nme rephrase. Was the identification
of the primary sub-source ever discussed in a neeting that
Peter Strzok was in?

I Acain, a neeting? | amnot -- |'m not
sure. | don't have a recollection of one specific neeting
where it was di scussed.

M. Sonmers. Was it discussed through any sort of
nmessagi ng system enmail or sone sort of classified systenf

I Acain, |'mnot sure whether Peter Strzok
received emails on it, but, again, it was discussed.

M. Soners. Do you believe he was aware of the
i dentification of the primary sub-source?

B Yes. | believe he was aware of the
i dentification of the primary sub-source.

M. Sonmers. \Wat about Bill Priestap?

B Yes. Bill Priestap was aware of the
i dentification.

M. Sonmers. \Wat about Andy McCabe?

B | don't know if Andy McCabe was.

M. Soners. Wat about Lisa Page?

B | mnot sure about Lisa Page.
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M. Sonmers. Director Coney?

B | amnot sure about Director Coney in
terns of either the identity of the primary sub-source or
t hat the sub-source had been -- yeah, |I'mnot positive.

M. Soners. That's what |'m asking, whether they're
aware that he had been identified, not that you provided
t he nane, which probably woul d have been neani ngl ess.

I | believe Director Coney was aware that
the primary source had been identified.

M. Sonmers. Was he aware that the prinmary sub-source
had been intervi ewed?

B hat | don't know.

M. Sonmers. Was Deputy Director MCabe aware that the
primary sub-source had been intervi ewed?

B hat | don't know.

M. Sonmers. Was Bill Priestap aware that the primry
sub- source had been intervi ened?

I cs. | believe that Bill Priestap was
awar e.

M. Soners. Peter Strzok?

_ | believe Peter Strzok was aware.

M. Soners. Lisa Page?

B Lol ear

M. Soners. | think we have probably run a little bit

over our tine, SO --
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M. Baker. Could | have 30 seconds?

M. Soners. Yeah, we have one | ast question for this
round.

M. Baker. Correct ne if |I'm paraphrasing this wong,
but just a little while ago, when we were tal king about
di scovering that there's inconsistencies between the source
network and M. Steele's reporting, | think you said
sonmething to the effect that that woul d be docunented and
put in various FBI places for people to see or becone aware
of .  How woul d the Departnment of Justice becone aware of
t he i nconsistencies? And how would the DQJ al so becone
aware of this discovery of a source network rather than it
just be singular reporting by M. Steel e?

B So ! think what | was referencing -- |
think you had asked specifically in this case what had
occurred, and what | indicated was that the discrepancies
or the inconsistencies were docunented in the wite-ups.
Those wite-ups were put into the FBI system of record, and
that is avail able for people on the Crossfire Hurricane
t eam

Wth respect to how DQJ | earns about that information,
|"mnot precisely sure. | would expect -- no, I'll just
|l eave it at |'mnot precisely sure.

M. Baker. But it would not be the role of you or

soneone in the intelligence side of things to do that. |Is
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that correct?

I 'hat's correct.

M. Baker. So | would draw fromthat that it's
someone or sone entity on the investigative side of things
that would do that, naybe the case agent or supervisor of
t he case agent?

B | think that's fair.

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. That's it for this round. | don't know
i f everybody needs a short break before the mnority picks
up again.

I | could use a short break, please.

M. Soners. Okay. W'Ill|l take 10 m nutes.

B hank you.

[Recess 1:58 p.m to 2:16 p. m]

M. Sonmers. We're back on the record. Al right.

So, I think, |l You wanted to clarify sonething
fromthe |ast round of questioning regarding the handling
agent's source characterization statenent. |If you'd like
to go ahead?

B Yes. thank you. So | think we were
di scussing two separate issues. W were discussing the
Intelligence Menorandumthat had a source characterization
statenent, and then on the top of page 161 we were

di scussi ng | anguage that the handling agent had provided to
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Case Agent 1 that was different than the | anguage that was
in the Intelligence Menorandum | just wanted to clarify
that | don't believe | ever saw the | anguage the handl i ng
agent sent to Case Agent 1 regarding that source
characterization. The source characterization that |
hel ped to edit in the Intelligence Menorandum came from ny
understanding that Steele's information had predicated the
FI FA i nvestigati on.

M. Sonmers. And you further believe that you got that
i nformati on from Handling Agent 1. |Is that correct?

I Ycah, either Handling Agent 1 or from SSA-
1 who received it from Handling Agent 1 --

M. Soners. Ckay.

B  'coarding FIFA
Soners. Does that clarify everything?
Li nehan. Yes.

Soners. Ckay.

s 5 5 5

agent but not the enmail that went to SSA-1, at |east to the

best of his recollection.

I Correct.

M. Soners. kay. Sara or Andrew, if you want to
start your round.

M. Fausett. Yes, thank you, Zach. We'IlIl begin the

next round here at 2:18 p.m

Linehan. It was the information fromthe handling
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I ( hanks for your patience in this process.

W had a | ot of questions and answers about your know edge
of and interactions with the primry sub-source in the | ast
round, and so | just wanted to ask a few foll ow up
guestions for that based on your participation in his
interview in January of 2017 and your expertise as an FBI

I ntelligence anal yst.

Sone in the public domain have all eged that because
the primary sub-source was not a well-connected current or
former Russian official and wasn't based in Russia, the
i nformation that the primary sub-source provided to M.
Steele was unreliable. Sonme have referred to it as -- and
this is a quote here -- "second- and third-hand information
and a runor at best."

So in your experience as an intelligence analyst, can
i nformation that a source obtains from soneone else turn
out to be accurate and reliable?

B s

M. Fausett. And | guess, in other words, the fact
that a source obtained information from soneone el se
doesn't mean that it won't turn out to be useful or that it
Is a "runor at best." Is that fair?

B hat is fair.

M. Fausett. And is it true that where a source has

obtained information fromother sources, it's particularly
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i nportant for the FBI to understand where that informtion
came from where it originated, which in this case would
mean under standi ng the source's source network. |s that
correct?

_ That is correct.

M. Fausett. And why is that the case?

B Acain, | would say that it's a matter of
whet her or not his sources have the accesses that they say
they do in order to obtain the information that they are
provi di ng.

M. Fausett. And so the type of access that a source
has is, in fact, a particularly relevant factor in
eval uating the information. Correct?

B Oe particular relevant factor, yes.

M. Fausett. Even if the primary sub-source was not a

wel | - connected Russian official, if the information they
gathered fromtheir sources could still -- would it still
be reliable -- or could be reliable, | should say, if

menbers of that network had access to Russian officials?

I Could be reliable, yes.

M. Fausett. And the nmeno that | believe you prepared
menori alizing your January 2017 interview with the primary
sub-source identifies one of the primary sub-source's
sources -- | believe it's Source 5 -- as having "ties to

the Russian intelligence and security services." Wuld
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someone with that background potentially have access to
information pertinent to an investigation of ties between
the Trunp canpai gn and Russi a?

B | mnot precisely sure in that case
whet her or not that would be the case, but on a theoretical
| evel , sonebody with Russian intelligence service ties
coul d have the accesses to basically help on a
counterintelligence investigation.

M. Fausett. Know ng that soneone had ties to
intelligence and security services from Russia, would you
want to better understand that source and their access
because of the potential value it could have in
understanding the reliability of the information?

I cs. that would be one reason to want to
get nore understanding into that source.

M. Fausett. The neno identifies another sub-source
-- 1 think this is Source 3 -- as having "direct and
I ndirect contact wwth a deputy or nmultiple deputies in" --
and then the text is redacted fromyour neno. Presunmably
it's referring to the Russian Governnent or a particul ar
Russi an agency. Wuld soneone with that kind of background
contact with a deputy or deputies in the Russian Governnent
or a Russian Governnent agency potentially have access to
information pertinent to an investigation of ties between

the Trunp canpai gn and Russi a?
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B Fotentially, yes.

M. Fausett. Another allegation about the primry
sub-source is that the information they provided was
unreliabl e because Christopher Steele paid themfor it.
Does the fact that a source has been paid in connection
with providing information nmean that the information is
unreliabl e?

B o

M. Fausett. |In fact, isn't it the case that the FBI
routi nely conpensates sources who provide the Bureau with
I nformation?

B s

M. Fausett. Executive Assistant Director M chae
St ei nbach told us when he was interviewed by our committee
that -- and I'm quoting now fromhis transcript -- "A
source in alnost all cases is doing it for sone ulterior
notive, get hinmself out of a jamfor noney." |Is that your
experience as wel | ?

B | wuld say that's an accurate statenent.

M. Fausett. He also told us that -- and, again, this
is a quote -- "Wth all sources you take a look at it, and
you apply healthy skepticism A lot of tinmes source
information is only partially correct, so you need to
I nvestigate to try to develop nore information to run down

those leads." |[|s that your experience as well?
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B 'hat would be ny experience.

M. Fausett. And is that how you approached M.
Steele, the primary sub-source, and the primary sub-
source's sources, with a healthy skepticisnf

B | vwould say that is an accurate
assessment .

M. Fausett. And was that part of the reason at |east
why you interviewed the primary sub-source, to |l earn nore
about the information Steele had provided and determ ne
what | eads were worth investigating?

B Vs

M. Fausett. Now, a third allegation we've heard
that's intended to discredit the primary sub-source that
cane up a little bit with our colleagues is the notion that
he had ties to Russian intelligence, perhaps was even a
Russi an agent providing disinformation intended to harm
Candidate Trunp. |'mnot going to ask you specific
questions along the lines of our colleagues, but | do want
to raise it as context for some nore general questions that
| do want to ask based on your personal experience and
experti se.

It would seemto nme, on the one hand, a source that
has ties to a foreign governnent or intelligence agency
general ly can pose risks and could nmake the i nformation

they provide less reliable. Am1l right about that?
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B 'here is the potential.

M. Fausett. And | believe the FBI has net hods for
assessing the reliability of its sources. | think that was
covered in sone detail in the |ast round. Is that correct?

BN Correct.

M. Fausett. And you used those nethods here?

B  So vwe look totry to verify and, as |'ve
put it, confirmand disconfirmthe reporting

M. Fausett. R ght. So understanding that there can
be potential risks with relying on a source with ties to a
foreign governnment, on the other hand, a source that has
ties to a foreign governnent or intelligence agency | woul d
t hi nk coul d provi de sone benefits. For exanple, the
I nformation they provide could be nore reliable given the
access that they have. |Is that correct?

B hat would be correct.

M. Fausett. And the fact that a source has ties to a
foreign intelligence service or may even be associated with
a foreign intelligence service, does that necessarily nean
th t everything the FBI receives fromthat source is going
to be disinformation?

B o

M. Fausett. |In fact, nmuch |ike paying sources in
general, the FBI recruits and often pays nenbers of foreign

intelligence services, sone of whomcan go on to be sone of
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the FBI's best sources. |Is that correct?

B  hat is correct.

M. Fausett. M colleagues asked you a nunber of
guesti ons about inconsistencies between the prinmary sub-
source's account and M. Steele's account of certain
matters described in his election reporting. You said to
the I nspector General's office that you had no "pains or
heart burn"” about the accuracy of the Steele reporting based
on what the primary sub-source said, and that's from page
244 of the Inspector General's report.]

You al so said that the reason for the discrepancies --
and this is alittle bit of a |onger quote from page 189 --
that the reason for the discrepancies "was difficult to
di scern and could be ttributed to a nunber of factors,"”
such as "m sconmuni cati ons between Steele and the Primary
Sub- sour ce, exaggerations or msrepresentations by Steele
about the information he obtained, or msrepresentations by
the Primary Sub-source and/or sub-sources when questi oned
by the FBI about the information they conveyed to Steele or
th Primry Sub-source.”

| guess ny first question about this is: Is it all
that unusual for there to be di screpancies between a
source's accounting of certain acts and an accounting of
the sanme facts as provided in this case nonths later by a

sub-source? 1Is that all that unusual ?
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B | don't knowif | would eval uate how
unusual, but it's not unusual.

M. Fausett. And those discrepancies don't
necessarily nean that the source's version of the sub-

source's assertions was wong and that the sub-source's

| at er accounting was right. |Is that a fair -- | knowit's
tricky, but --

B Could you repeat that one nore tine?

M. Fausett. | know. It's a tough one. M question

is: The fact that there is a discrepancy between what the
source said and what the sub-source nmay have said nonths

| ater, that doesn't necessarily nean that the initial
reporting fromthe source was wong or that the |ater
reporting fromthe primary sub-source was wong. It could
be either/or. 1Is that right?

B 't does not necessarily nmean that -- yeah,
| nmean, | would agree with that. It does not necessarily
mean that the first or the second woul d be wong.

M. Fausett. |In fact, in the summary you wote of the
I nterview, which the Departnent of Justice has since
rel eased with sone redactions, you stated that during the

interviews the primary sub-source "contradi cted hinself
when asked about his contact with Russian intelligence and
security services," initially claimng "to have no

Interaction with individuals in" -- and the redaction says
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"Russia." But then, by the third interview, referring to
previ ous contacts as intelligence and referenci ng anot her
source's senior-|level connections. Do you recall that

aspect of your interview with the primry sub-source?

B | do recall that.

M. Fausett. Okay. And is that -- as you sit here
today, that's still an accurate description of your
recol | ection of what -- how those interviews transpired?

B Vs

M. Fausett. And to that point, you actually told the
Ofice of the Inspector General that you believed that --
and I'mquoting from page 192 of the report now -- "there
wer e instances where the Primary Sub-source was
"mnimzing' certain facts" but that you "did not believe
that he/she "conpletely fabricating' events.” And | guess
my question is: Under the circunstances of this case and
given the timng of your interviewwth the prinmary sub-
source in January of 2017, it isn't all that surprising for
a sub-source to mnimze certain facts for their own
benefit, is it?

B o, it is not uncommon.

M. Fausett. And what nmakes you say that? Explain
why that happens.

B V¢!, there could be any nunber of reasons

why a source mght mnimze. The source may worry that the
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source has done sonmething wong. It could be a situation

I n which material has conme out in public and the source has
second thoughts or wants to set up kind of a bit of

di stance between what he or she m ght have originally
reported and what they are telling the FBI.

M. Fausett. And in this case, at the tinme of your
interview, there were materials out in the public, is it
safe to say?

I 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. Okay. After the interviewwth the
primary sub-source, you and other nenbers of the Crossfire
Hurricane team decided to interview Steele and obtain nore
I nformati on about his sub-sources before that interviewto
figure out whether the primary sub-source gave you the
accurate information or if Steele was accurate. |[Is that
fair?

B hat is correct.

M. Fausett. So thenis it fair to say that you were
comritted to resolving the di screpanci es between the
primary sub-source's account in their January 2017
i nterview and the account as related by Steele, but that it
was premature at the tine to conclude that they warranted
pai ns or heartburn?

B | vwould say that is an accurate

characteri zati on.
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M. Fausett. There was also, | think, sone nention of
this two-page summary of an interview that you had prepared
for others in the Crossfire Hurricane team You expl ai ned
to the Ofice of the Inspector General com ng out of that
I nterview that you were focused on -- and this is from page
244 of the Inspector General's report -- "using the
additional information |earned fromthe Primary Sub-source,
particularly the identity of his/her sub-sources, to see
what ot her investigative | eads could be generated for the
team"

Is it fair to say that that summary was not intended
to provide a conprehensive account of the interview but,
rather, reflected your focus on using the additional
I nformation that you |learned fromthe primary sub-source to
see what other |eads could be generated for the teanf

B he nenorandum was an overarching sunmary
of the 3-day interviews, and it was not neant to be a
conprehensive | ook at all of the inconsistencies.

M. Fausett. WAs your decision not to include
di screpancies in that two-page summary notivated by a bias
agai nst the President?

B o

M. Fausett. D d anyone at FBI senior |eadership or
in your chain of command tell you to omt inconsistencies

between the two accounts in your witten report or to
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overl ook themin general ?

B o

M. Fausett. And, in fact, the summary was actually
internal in purpose, right? It was intended for your own
team and | eadership to have, as you said, a basic
under st andi ng of what happened in sunmary?

B 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. While we're on the topic of sources, the
| nspector General's report noted -- and I'Il just quote
here for a little bit from page 308 of the report -- "The
agents, anal ysts, and supervisors who worked on Crossfire
Hurricane" said that confidential human sources "played an
i nportant role in the investigation.” Jonathan Mffa, for
exanpl e, said that confidential human sources are "one of
t he best avenues to potentially get sone neat on the bones
of the allegation that canme 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.... [I]t was one of those few
avenues...available to us in that nonment, where you could
start to get sone clarity around...that initial predicating
al |l egation.™

Is it fair to say that the purpose of the FBlI's use of

confidential human sources in Crossfire Hurricane was to
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determ ne the veracity of the allegations that the Trunp
canpai gn was involved in Russia's ongoing el ection
Interference efforts?

I  he purpose of using CHSs was to determ ne
the veracity of the information that had cone fromthe
friendly foreign governnment and that had predicated the
Crossfire Hurricane investigations.

M. Fausett. And | think simlar to what you actually
stated to our coll eagues, but just to be clear about this,
wWith respect to the confidential human sources and with
respect to the information that you were obtaining in
general , your purpose was to either corroborate or dispel
the allegations that had been made. |Is that correct?

B 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. Beyond Crossfire Hurricane, have you
found confidential human sources to be a valuable tool for
corroborating or dispelling allegations during the course
of your work nore broadly?

B e

M. Fausett. Is it fair to say that, in your
experi ence and generally speaking, confidential human
sources play an inportant role in the work investigating
and understandi ng national security threats?

B Ve

M. Fausett. Now, | have al ways understood sources
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and nethods to be things that the FBI vigorously protects.
s that correct in your experience?

B s

M. Fausett. And why is it inportant to protect your
sour ces?

I Gccause sources can be burned, sources can
run into difficulties, sources can | ose access. Any nunber
of things.

M. Fausett. Well, what are the risks generally of
publicly disclosing the identity of a source?

B V¢! |, the source can't operate any |onger.

M. Fausett. And are there additional risks, are
there additional potential risks to the sources thensel ves?

B here can be, yes.

M. Fausett. What kinds of risks?

I "here can be physical risks.

M. Fausett. And would there be a special concern
about physical risks when you're tal king about a source or
nunber of sources who have connections to the Russian
Governnment or Russian intelligence services?

B 'here can be physical risks to that, yes.

M. Fausett. Wuld you say that it's a hei ghtened
concern wwth respect to Russia or the sane as it would be

for any governnment or intelligence service?

B | vwould say el evated.
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M. Fausett. And what's your basis for saying that?
B | rean, the Russian Government -- there
are any nunber of news articles that have cone out recently

regardi ng how the Russian Governnent handl es i nternal
di ssidents and handl es individuals who have crossed the
adm ni stration in Russia.

M. Fausett. Gkay. Does exposing a source's identity
i npact the FBI's ability to recruit other sources?

B 't can, yes.

M. Fausett. And | imagine that would be a particul ar
concern if, again, there is a heightened risk of physical
harmto the source arising fromthe discl osure?

B es.

M. Fausett. |In situations where a source whose
identity is publicly exposed is still a current source for
the FBI, in your experience, does disclosing that source's
identity make it less likely that the source will continue
cooperating?

B | think it nakes it nore difficult for the
source to continue cooperating.

M. Fausett. And is that for the reasons we di scussed
prior, or are there additional reasons why it would nmake it
difficult?

B | think just generally public exposure of

a source makes it difficult for that source to conti nue
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operating in a confidential way, which is the basis of why
we call them "confidential human sources.™

M. Fausett. Are you aware that the Departnent of
Justice declassified the FBI's neno summari zi ng a January
2017 interviewwth M. Steele's primary sub-source, an
i nterview you participated in, and that shortly after this
meno was posted on our commttee's website, a bl ogger
deduced and Russia Today w dely publicized the prinmary sub-
source's identity?

B | maware of that.

M. Fausett. And do you recall during your interview
with the primary sub-source that they said unless their
name goes public, they're fine when it conmes to the source
network, they don't believe they can travel, but feels that
it would be in danger, as he put it, and then it's redacted
after that. Do you renenber that back-and-forth with the
pri mary sub-source?

B Can you repeat that? |'msorry.

M. Fausett. Yes. The statenent, 1'Il read you the
exact quote, and this is quoting fromyour |ong sunmmary of
the interview on page 42. "Unless his nane goes public, he
Is fine when it cones to his source network. He doesn't
bel i eve he can travel [redacted] he feels that he woul d be

i n danger, and as he put it, [redacted]."

_ | recall that.
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M. Fausett. What are the possible consequences in
this case of exposing the primary sub-source's identity?

B ''dliketotalk to the FBI attorney for a
nonment, pl ease.

M. Fausett. O course.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B back. | wanted to clarify one
point. | amaware of the article that cane out regarding
the primary sub-source. | amnot confirm ng the accuracy
of that article.

M. Fausett. Understood.

B And the second thing is | don't think -- |
think it's unwise to actually specul ate whet her or not --
the kind of dangers to the primary sub-source.

M. Fausett. kay.

Ms. Zdeb. Could I just junp in before we | eave the
topi c of sources and the primary sub-source? Again,
appreciating the reasons why you may not want to specul ate
about certain aspects of this issue. You said a nonent ago
that if a particular source whose identity is exposed is a
current source for the FBI, that publicly disclosing their
ldentity could make it nore difficult for that source to
conti nue cooperating with the Bureau.

If a source whose identity is exposed is simlarly

situated to the primary sub-source in the sense that they
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have their own network of sources that are providing
information to them 1is one consequence of publicly
exposing the identity of that primary source that his or
her own source network woul d then know that the information
they are providing is being provided to the United States
Gover nnent such that they might then becone nore rel uctant
to continue providing information to that source who has
been exposed?

I 'hat is one potential consequence.

Ms. Zdeb. And you spoke sone earlier about the
efforts that the FBI undertook in this case specifically
and m ght undertake in general in a case where you're
dealing with a source network to identify the different
menbers of that source network in an effort to run down
I nformati on and assess its reliability. W've heard from
other witnesses that, as part of that process, the FBI
mght, in the sane way you did with the primary sub-source
here, try to recruit and speak directly to the individual
menbers of that source's own source network. |[|s that
consi stent with your experience?

B cs. that is consistent.

Ms. Zdeb. And so, again, if we're tal king about the
situation in which the identity of the source is exposed
and that source has his own source network, if the FBlI has

been trying to identify and cultivate relationships with
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i ndividual s in that source network, | would imagine the
FBI's job would be nmade nore difficult if the identity of
the primary source i s exposed.

B | vwould agree with that.

Ms. Zdeb. And this may be getting into another area
where you don't wish to speculate, but I will just ask you
anyway. Are you aware that yesterday the Wall Street
Journal published an article purporting to identify the
I ndi vidual who is called "Source 3" in Christopher Steele's
reporting?

B | maware of that news article.

Ms. Zdeb. And so to the extent the public disclosure
of a source can place that source at risk, can deter the
FBI fromrecruiting future sources, and can nake it nore
difficult for the FBI to develop or retain a rel ationship
with that specific source, would those risks be present in
this case with respect to Source 3 if, in fact, Source 3
were publicly identified?

B | think 1'd prefer not to address that
speci fic hypothetical in this situation.

Ms. Zdeb. Fair enough.

M. Fausett. | would just ask one quick follow up on
that, and | apologize if ny colleague asked it while |I was
di stracted. But, hypothetically speaking, generally

speaki ng, not specific to this case, if an individual is
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publicly identified as a source, even if they are not
actually the source, can there be -- in your experience,
are there harns that mght befall the person identified in
t hat manner?

I Fotential harns, yes.

M. Fausett. And what woul d sone of those potenti al
harnms be for that source?

B " a hypothetical, it depends on the
situation. So there can be reputational harnms. There can
be financial harns. There could even be physical harnms,
dependi ng on the scenari o.

M. Fausett. Gay. | want to sort of broaden out
fromthe primary sub-source to the topic of the Steele
dossier generally and just follow up with sone of the
guestions that our coll eagues asked you earlier.

The first thing | want to do is to just put M.
Steele's election reporting in sonme context. Crossfire
Hurricane, as we've all heard, was opened on July 31, 2016.
The I nspector General determ ned that the Crossfire
Hurricane teamdidn't even becone aware of Steele's
reporting until Septenber 19th and that "the Steel e dossier
pl ayed no role in the opening of Crossfire Hurricane."

Are you aware of any evidence that disputes that

finding fromthe Inspector General ?

I o

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. Fausett. |Inspector Ceneral Horowitz testified to
our commttee | ast Decenber that the Carter Page FI SA
warrant application errors relating to Christopher Steele
did not call into question "any part of the Speci al
Counsel's report." As sonmeone who is in the unique
position of working in both the Crossfire Hurricane team
and supporting the Special Counsel's office, are you aware
of any evidence that disputes Inspector General Horowitz's
testinony that the Carter Page FI SA warrant application
errors do not call into question any part of Speci al
Counsel Mueller's report?

B o | amnot aware of any evidence
contradi cting that.

M. Fausett. Simlarly, former Deputy Attorney
General Rod Rosenstein, who supervised the Speci al
Counsel's investigation, testified before our commttee in
June. Senator Feinstein asked himto identify which
findings in Special Counsel Mieller's 448-page report
relied on information fromthe Steele dossier. M.
Rosenstein said, "I don't believe there is any such
i nformation."

Do you have any evi dence that contradicts Deputy
Attorney Ceneral Rosenstein's testinony that no findings in

the 448-page Mueller report rely on the Steel e dossier?

I o, | have no evidence.

149
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M. Fausett. Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein al so
testified that none of the 199 crimnal counts resulting
fromthe Special Counsel's investigation relied on
i nformati on obtained fromM. Steele. Do you have any
basis to disagree wwth M. Rosenstein's statenent?

I o, | have no basis to disagree with that.

M. Fausett. kay. Just to be clear about what we're
sayi ng here, you don't have any evidence or reason to
bel i eve that Special Counsel Mieller or his teamrelied on
the Steele dossier for any of the 199 crimnal counts their
office charged. |Is that right?

B 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. You talked a little bit earlier with our
col | eagues about the Validation Managenent Unit at the FBI
and the unit chief's conclusion reflected at pages 185 and
186 of the Inspector General's report that M. Steele's
el ection reporting had not been corroborated in the nain.
You took issue with this characterization and told the
Ofice of the Inspector General that there's a distinction
bet ween al | egations and facts and that it would not be
appropriate to characterize all the factual information in
Steele's reports as uncorroborated. And | think | heard
you nention sort of the difference in your head between
facts and allegations in response to sone our coll eagues’

guestions earlier, but | really want to give you a chance
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to kind of clarify this point.

Can you el aborate? Wiat is the difference between
all egations and facts and what could or could not or has or
has not been corroborated with respect to M. Steele?

B o with respect to the Steele reporting,
the Steele reporting details any nunber of allegations of
I nvol venment of certain figures in certain actions and then
tal ks about interactions with Russian Governnment officials.
It tal ks about interactions in different areas. It talks
about personnel and individuals in Russian entities in
different countries. So the distinction | would nmake woul d
be that many of the individuals noted, not all of which
woul d be very well known in open sources, are nentioned in
a nunber of Steele reports, and the distinction between
facts and all egati ons woul d be many of the nanes, entities,
I ndi vi dual s, individual positions could be corroborated,
but the actual allegations and the actions described in
t hose reports could not be corroborated.

M. Fausett. |If |I'mhearing you correctly -- and |
want you to please correct nme if |I'm paraphrasing you
wWr ong.

 JeXY

M. Fausett. But it sounds |ike you' re saying those
facts in M. Steele's reporting that could be corroborated

t hrough normal factual research, checking with other
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agenci es, checking with your holdings, et cetera, they were
corroborated. The nore conplex, in some cases subjective
allegations in the reporting that frankly are nore
difficult to corroborate, that's where there was no
corroboration generally. 1Is that a fair --

B | mnot sure | would describe it as the
nore subjective aspects or elenents. | think what | would
say is we were able to corroborate a great deal of the,
agai n, Russian nanes, Russian positions, sonme of which were
not very well known in open sources, sone of which |I'm not
sure were in open sources, many of the -- the kind of
context, but in terns of the core allegations of nmany of
the reports, we were not able to corroborate, many of the
core allegations, | would say.

M. Fausett. And would you say that many of those
al l egations would be difficult to corroborate in general ?

I Yes. absent, | think, probably very good
sour ces.

M. Fausett. Okay. You were also asked about a
Decenber 2016 neeting that you and other FBI officials had
wi th professional contacts of M. Steele. Notes taken by
Bill Priestap and Peter Strzok suggest that these contacts
provi ded sone negative feedback about Steele, including
poor judgnent and pursuing people with political risk but

no intel value. And this is comng from again, the
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| nspector General's report. You also talked a little bit
at a separate neeting you did not attend invol ving Bruce
Chr where M. Ohr reportedly said that "Steel e was
desperate that Donald Trunp not get elected and was
passi onate about himnot being the U S. President.”

| just want to be clear about this. Do a source's
notivations or biases automatically render any information

they provide false, not credible, or unreliable?

B o
M. Fausett. |In fact, you told the Ofice of the

| nspector Ceneral that whether Steele's reporting -- I'm

quoting now from page 102 -- "whether [Steele's] reporting

was ~opposition research' that was politically notivated
was not an issue" -- that's an accurate quote?

B hat is an accurate quote.

M. Fausett. And that's because you would want to
i ndependently -- and I'll quote you again -- "vet the
reporting to determ ne whether its contents were accurate."”
| s that correct?

I 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. What 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?

B 't would be very difficult for the FBI to

do its work.
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M. Fausett. And why is that?

I GCccause all sources have different forns
of bi as.

M. Fausett. Okay. Wien the Ofice of the Inspector
General asked M. Steele about the "desperate" comment from
M. Chr, M. Steele said that he "was concerned that Trunp
was a national security risk, and...had no particul ar
ani mus agai nst Trunp otherwise." That's com ng from page
94 of the report. Do you have any basis to dispute M.
Steele's characterization of his own words?

B | don't have any basis to dispute M.
Steele's characterization of his own notives.

M. Fausett. Okay. | do just want to briefly touch
upon this footnote that canme up, Footnote 350 fromthe
Horowitz report, which initially was redacted, it was
subsequently unredacted, and this has |led to sone
assertions in the public sphere that the contents of the
Steele reporting may have been, at least in part, the
product of a disinfornmation canmpai gn by the Russian
intelligence services. There are also, frankly, sone
statenments in the public sphere about you -- not by nane,
obvi ously, but by position title -- | think at one point
| abel ing you as "indifferent” to that threat and providi ng
a grossly inaccurate statenment to the Ofice of the

| nspect or General concerning your awareness of that threat.
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So | really just want to give you an opportunity to
clarify. What did you nean when you spoke to the O fice of
the I nspector General about the concern that the Russian
intelligence services may have penetrated the canpai gn?
You had said -- it's quoted in the report in Footnote 342
that you had no information as of June 2017 that Steele's
el ection reporting network had been penetrated or
conpromised. | just want to give you a second to explain.
What did you nean, and what was your awareness of this
t hreat generally?

B So! think I"'mgoing to just et that
statenent stand as it is.

M. Fausett. GCkay. Al right. More generally, on
the question of the notivations for the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation and the teamand its nenbers, our commttee
held a 6-hour hearing wth Inspector General Horowtz | ast
Decenber. A nunber of allegations were made agai nst the
FBI during that hearing and subsequently repeated at other
heari ngs and neetings of the conmttee. W believe these
al | egati ons have been investigated and answered by the
| nspector General in his report, but I'mgoing to ask you a
few questions about them because we continue to hear these
al | egati ons from people who don't have firsthand know edge
or evidence about Crossfire Hurricane.

The I nspector General found that there was no
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docunentary or testinonial evidence of bias inpacting the
FBI's work in the Crossfire Hurricane investigation.
Nevert hel ess, there have been allegations that there was
"tons of evidence of bias." So | want to ask you, did
political bias inpact any of your actions in connection
with Crossfire Hurricane?

B o

M. Fausett. Do you have any evidence that political
bi as otherwi se inpacted the FBI's work in Crossfire
Hurri cane?

B o

M. Fausett. |It's been alleged that the FBI engaged
In a "massive crimnal conspiracy over tinme to defraud the
FI SA Court." Do you have any evidence that the FBI engaged
In a "massive crimnal conspiracy over tinme to defraud the
FI SA Court"?

B o

M. Fausett. |It's also been alleged that the FBI
“pur posely used the power of the Federal CGovernnent to wage
a political war against a Presidential candidate they
despi sed.” Do you have any evidence that FBI agents
pur posely used the power of the Federal Governnent to wage
a political war against then-Candi date Donald Trunp?

I o

M. Fausett. Do you have any evidence that the FBI
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wanted to attenpt a coup agai nst President Trunp?

B o

M. Fausett. Sonme people have asserted that the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation was a hoax or a witch
hunt intended to hurt President Trunp politically. Was it
your goal to hurt President Trunp politically?

B o

M. Fausett. Do you have any basis for believing that
Crossfire Hurricane was part of a "deep state" effort to
t ake down President Trunp?

B o

M. Fausett. There have al so been all egations, even
nore, that the purpose of the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation was to change or nullify the results of the
2016 el ection. Was that your goal personally?

I o

M. Fausett. Do you have any evi dence that the
overal |l goal of Crossfire Hurricane was to change or
nullify the results of the 2016 el ection?

B o

M. Fausett. When you joined the Crossfire Hurricane
team at the begi nning of August, did you have a
predeterm ned outcone in mnd for the investigation?

I o

M. Fausett. Throughout your tinme on the Crossfire
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Hurri cane team did you ever get the sense that other
menbers of the team had a predeterm ned outcone in mnd?

B o

M. Fausett. From your perspective, having served on
Its entire duration, what was the goal of Crossfire
Hurri cane?

B 't was -- the goal of Crossfire Hurricane
was to determ ne whether or not the truth of the foreign
friendly governnent information was accurate.

M. Fausett. The Inspector General's report docunents
several steps that the FBI took to ensure that the
Crossfire Hurricane counterintelligence investigation did
not inpact the 2016 election. [|'ll quote the report here

from page 308: ...multiple witnesses told the O G that
they were very concerned about preventing | eaks regarding
t he nature and existence of the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation.”

Wiy was it so inportant to keep the nature and
exi stence of the investigation private?

I Gccause we didn't want the investigation
to i npact the el ection.

M. Fausett. |In its report on the m dyear exam
I nvestigation, the Ofice of the Inspector General

recomended that, "The Departnment consider providing

gui dance to agents and prosecutors concerning the taking of
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overt investigative steps, indictnments, public
announcenents, or other actions that could inpact an
el ection.”

Now, there was no formal guidance to that effect, at
| east to our know edge, while you were working on Crossfire
Hurricane. But the Crossfire Hurricane team neverthel ess
took steps to avoid actions that could inpact the 2016
el ection. |Is that correct?

I ' d have to go back and take a | ook at --
I " muncl ear about what you mean exactly there.

M. Fausett. Well, let ne just ask it in a nore open-
ended way. |In your experience, did the Crossfire Hurricane
team take any steps to make sure that they did not affect
the 2016 el ection?

B V¢ vwere very cogni zant about not taking
steps to interfere in the election or taking steps that
would interfere in the el ection.

M. Fausett. And an open-ended yes or no question.
Were there any steps that you took that you would not have
ordinarily taken in a run-of-the-m |l investigation,
whet her national security or crimnal, that you took in
connection with this investigation because of the
sensitivity of the investigation?

B ot to ny recollection.

M. Fausett. Okay. The existence of Crossfire
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Hurri cane remai ned private until nonths after the el ection
when, in March 2017, FBI Director Coney disclosed it to
Congress. So the steps that you and nenbers of the team
did take to keep the existence of Crossfire Hurricane a
secret fromJuly 2016 to March 2017 were successful, were
t hey not?

B ' 'dike to talk to FBI counsel for just
one nonent, please.

M. Fausett. Sure.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B back. | wanted to nake a
poi nt that your use of the term"you" in there, you know,
there are steps that can be made that | amnot involved in
and was not a decisionmaker in or things of that sort. So
| just want to be clear, when you' re asking "you," | can
speak to ny own experience and ny own observations and
things of that, but I"'mnot -- | can't speak on behal f of
the entire Crossfire Hurricane team and | can't speak on
behal f of the entire FBI for that.

M. Fausett. Sure. Just to sinplify this alittle
bit, as just a basic factual matter, | think we all agree,
but I want to nmake sure that you agree, that Crossfire
Hurricane was not publicly disclosed until March of 2017.

s that right?

_ That is correct.
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M. Fausett. And were you aware of any | eaks of
Crossfire Hurricane's existence broadly before that point
in time?

I o

M. Fausett. Okay. |If the existence of the
i nvestigation had been publicly known before the el ection,
m ght that have harned President Trunp's canpaign in sone
way ?

B 't rotentially could have harmed the
el ection, yes.

M. Fausett. Could it have nade it less |ikely that
Presi dent Trunp woul d have won the el ection?

B | don't know if I'magoing to speculate on
that or not.

M. Fausett. Do you think if a nmenber of the
Crossfire Hurricane team had been conspiring to prevent
t hen- Candi date Trunp from being el ected, they could have
publicized the existence of the investigation if they
want ed t 0?

B | mnot going to speculate on that either.

M. Fausett. Ckay. |Is it fair to say that the
Crossfire Hurricane team sought to avoid doi ng anyt hing
that could be construed, either then or now, as being
political?

B O nore tinme with that question, please?
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M. Fausett. Sure. |Is it fair to say that the
Crossfire Hurricane team sought to avoid doi ng anyt hing
that could be construed, then or now, as being political?

B | believe that is fair, yes.

M. Fausett. And why was that inportant for the
Crossfire Hurricane teamto do?

B e Cossfire Hurricane teamhad a job to
do, and public revelation of that job would nmake it nore
difficult for us to do that job.

M. Fausett. Okay. | think, Sara, one last -- if you
have anything, but | think we're done with this round. So
t hank you.

[ No response. ]

M. Fausett. Zach, do you want to nove ahead or take
a break?

M. Soners. Wiy don't we take 5 minutes and then cone
back?

[Recess at 3:05 p.m to 3:20 p.m]

M. Sonmers. Ckay. Let's start up here again. It is
3:20. WwWe'll start with what will hopefully be our final
round or at least full round of questioning.

I 'hen we left off |ast round, you got a
nunber of questions fromthe mnority about the prinary
sub-source, but I'mgoing to have to take you back to the

primary sub-source a little bit because of where we |eft
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of f when we ran out of tinme in the previous round.

On Roman v of the IGreport, it states that, "Steele
hi nrsel f was not the originating source of any of the
factual information in his reporting. Steele instead
relied on a Primary Sub-source for information, who used
hi s/ her network of sub-sources to gather information that
was then passed to Steele."”

Do you agree with that characterizati on on Roman v of
the introduction to the IGreport?

B | aoree with that characterization.

M. Sonmers. So | think in a previous round with the
mnority you talked a little bit about, you know, whether
it mattered or how nmuch it mattered there were differences
bet ween what Steele reported in his dossier and what the
primary sub-source actually had to say when the FB
eventually interviewed hi mnunerous tines. And | guess ny
guestion is: Gven that you agree -- | can understand,
obvi ously, sonetines there's differences between what
sources and sub-sources nay report, and sonetines those may
be insignificant, sonetines they may be significant. But I
woul d think that given that Steele was not the originating
source of any of the factual information in his reporting,
woul d you agree that naybe in this case the inportance of
those differences was actually inportant, the significance

of those differences was actually inportant?
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B | don't think I'msaying that the

significance of the differences wasn't inportant. | guess
what |'msaying is that you have di screpancies that have to
be figured out and noted, and the fact is that talking to
the primary sub-source, there were differences and there
were distinctions and there were di screpancies that were
docunented in that interview and that needed to be

resol ved.

I wouldn't say it necessarily, you know, negated
Steele's reporting, but it just nmeant that there were
things that then needed to be investigated, and there were
t hi ngs that needed to be resol ved.

M. Soners. But if Steele had a bunch of sources
versus going the way he did his operation through the
primary sub-source, | would think discrepancies nmay be nore
under st andabl e than they are in this case where the primary
sub-source was the originating source of the factual
information in Steele's reporting.

B So! think as | described in the IG
report, the discrepancies noted could be any nunber of
| evel s. You could have a discrepancy between what the
primary source told Steele and what Steele reported. You
coul d have a di screpancy between what the sub-source told
the primary sub-source and what was told to Steele.

There's any nunber of |evels of where those discrepancies
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are, and so in that sense, what you have to do is detern ne
the best you can as to where those di screpancies m ght be
and to determ ne how to resol ve those di screpanci es.

M. Soners. Okay. Let ne ask a simlar question. On
page 133 of the IGreport -- it's actually a question that
the O attorney asked the case agent, but I1'd like to kind
of ask it to you. And the O attorney on Septenber 30,
2016, in an enmni|l asked the case agent and the Crossfire
Hurricane team "If the reporting is being nade by a
primary source, but based on sub-sources, why is it
reliable -- even though second/third hand?" Wat's your
answer to that question, especially in the Septenber 30th
time frame?

B | ouess | would answer to the extent of
reliability, you' re | ooking at two aspects of reliability
there, is what | would think of. One aspect of reliability
is: Wat types of reporting has Christopher Steele given
I n the past and what of this source has been used in the
past, if any? And | guess the second question you woul d
ask is: \What can be in a short anmpbunt of time -- given the
time frame that you're tal king about here, what in a short
amount of time can be vetted -- and, again, going back to
ny distinction between facts and allegations -- to
determ ne whether there's something reliable or whether the

reporting's reliable?
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M. Sonmers. So what did you | earn about Chri stopher
Steele's previous reporting? | nean, is it just what you
got fromthe handling agent?

B cs At that tinme, yes.

M. Sonmers. So what if in the previous reporting
Chri stopher Steele didn't use a primary sub-source? Wat
I f he was out talking to sources on his own? 1Isn't that
al nrost a conpletely different scenario?

I \bybe a slightly different scenario, yes.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. So I'm wondering, |ike how nmuch --
you know, who did you talk to to understand what
Chri stopher Steele's previous reporting to the FBI was?

B So. again, | wasn't focused on Chri stopher
Steele's previous reporting to the FBI during this tine. |
was focused on vetting this reporting.

M. Sonmers. But you said part of vetting that
reporting was understanding his reliability to the FBI and
previ ous reporting?

B | said that's one angle of reliability
t hat one coul d use, yes.

M. Sonmers. So you didn't --

B 'nthis case -- in this case, we were nore
focused on the character of this reporting and trying to
confirmand di sconfirmthis reporting.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. So other than talking to the
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handl i ng agent, you didn't do anything to |look into
Chri stopher Steele's previous reporting to the FBI?

I At that point, yes, that is correct.

M. Soners. So you get the Steele reporting on
Sept enmber 19 of 2016, and at sone point prior to January
24t h of 2017 you identify, locate, and interviewthe
primary sub-source. Do you know why it took so long to
identify, l|ocate, and interview the primry sub-source?

B Actually, | mght characterize that as a
very short anmpunt of tine to identify an unidentified
primary sub-source. | don't necessarily agree with -- |
don't agree with your characterization of it took a | ong
tinme.

M. Soners. Ckay. That's fair. There were -- by
January 24th, two FI SA applications had been submitted. |Is
that correct?

B hat is correct.

M. Sonmers. Ckay. Prior to identifying and
interviewing the primary sub-source, did you believe he was
Russi an-based, as is stated in the FI SA applications?

B | believed he was Russian-based up until
we had an identification -- once the identification was
strong yet tentative, | knew that he -- if it was the
person and we confirnmed it was the person, it wouldn't be a

Russi an- based source. And when we were able to actually
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confirmthat it was the person, we knew it wasn't a
Russi an- based sour ce.

M. Soners. |Is that January 2017 when you were able
to actually confirn®

I Correct.

M. Baker. Wuld that have triggered any interest in
goi ng back and | ooking at prior Steele reporting when
sonet hing that maybe wasn't specifically asserted, but
there was certainly an allusion given that it was a
forei gn-based reporting. Wuld that have -- when it was
| earned that that's not -- and we've heard from previous
W tnesses that there was sort of a surprise and maybe shock
-- maybe that's nmy word -- of what and where infornmation
was really comng from would that have triggered any need
or interest in going back to | ook at previous Steele
reporting?

I | don't know necessarily if that in
particul ar woul d have triggered a need. | knew we went
back and | ooked at previous Steele reporting probably
around -- | think I looked at the Delta file in the
Novenber time frame. But | don't recall that this
particular identification of a sub-source precipitated the
feeling |Ii ke we needed to go back and | ook at Steele's
previ ous reporting.

M. Baker. So in the |last round, our Denocratic
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col | eagues went through a list of things, one of which --
and |'m paraphrasing; correct ne if |I've got it wong --
was the idea, the concept, the fact that just because a
source m ght have a contact or an affiliation with a
foreign intelligence service -- and |I'mthinking this m ght
be simlar in the crimnal world. Just because a source
has sonme contact with a crimnal or a crimnal enterprise

doesn't necessarily nmean that the information they're

giving is incorrect or should be disregarded. Is that
correct?

B | vwould say that's correct.

M. Baker. In this particular instance, once the

Identity of this primary sub-source is known, was there
anyt hi ng subsequently | earned that woul d cause questi ons
about what the accuracy of that information m ght be?

B O the basis of the sub-source's identity?

M. Baker. Yes.

B | don't recall anything kind of raising to
the concerns that this was fabricated or anything of that
sort on the basis of who we had identified the sub-source
to be.

M. Baker. So there was nothing considered that even
presented the possibility that any information comng from

this individual could be part of a disinformation canpaign?

B So | would say --
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M. Heberling. Can | just interject here? | just
want to make sure -- you're speaking sort of broadly. This
is Brian Heberling. || 2nsvwers here are
gualified by the conversation we had previously. He's not
going to get into anything -- into any prior investigation
or other information |ike that.

M. Baker. Ckay.

M. Sonmers. Going back to this -- well, | think sone
of our other wi tnesses m ght have been -- |I'll use the word
"surprised.” Art used the word "shocked."” Wre you

surprised that the primry sub-source was based in the
United States?

B | don't renenber being shocked. It was
unexpected, but | don't think I would characterize it as
"shocked. "

M. Soners. Ckay.

Ms. Zdeb. If | could briefly interject for the
record, | think M. Baker was maybe taking a few liberties
with the prior witnesses' testinony. None of the prior
W t nesses have used the word "shocked" to describe their
reaction. | just wanted to clarify that for the record.

M. Soners. Sure. So once you |earned the primary
sub-source is U S. -based, the FI SA applications all say
that he's Russian-based. Do you think that shoul d have

been corrected wwth the Foreign Intelligence Surveill ance
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Court ?

B Acain, | don't -- | amnot involved in the
probabl e cause analysis of FISAs, and | don't wite FISA
applications. That would be on the investigative and
oper ati onal side.

M. Soners. | thought |I read sonmewhere -- | don't
have it at ny fingertips here -- that you actually raised
this issue, though, with, | believe, either OGC or the O
attorney and questioned whet her that should be changed.

I | believe you're referring to the March
email | had with the OGC attorney when | was review ng the
initiation as well as the first renewal for potenti al
rel ease to Congress, and we were eval uati ng what could be -
- what needed to be redacted and what could be |eft
unredacted. And in that email, | noted to the OGC attorney
that there was still the |line of Russian-based in that and
wondered if that needed to be changed.

M. Soners. And what response did you get back?

B | did not get a response back.

M. Soners. Did you understand that at |east at sone
point intime -- maybe it was after the interview, naybe it
was before -- that the primry sub-source had sone sort of
contractual or sone sort of enpl oyee-enployer relationship

with Christopher Steele or Obis Business Intelligence?

I | believe that cane up during the
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interviewitself.

M. Soners. Do you believe that shoul d have been
di scl osed to the FISC?

B Acain, that's not -- I'mnot the one who
eval uat es what needs to be disclosed to the FI SC and what
doesn't need to be disclosed to the FISC

M. Soners. Wat was your role in witing the -- what
we have is a 57-page sunmary of your 3-day -- the FBlI's 3-
day interview with the primary sub-source. Wat was your
role in witing that sunmary?

I | vas the primary witer.

M. Soners. And was that summary witten as -- was it
a conpilation of 302s put into one docunent, or was it
witten that way as a 57-page --

B 't was witten that way. Excuse ne. |
need to speak to the FBI attorney one nonent.

M. Sonmers. Sure.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B back. Could you repeat the
guestion, please?

M. Somers. Yes. | think what | was asking you was
whet her the 57-page sunmmary was sort of an origi nal
docunent or whether it was put together based on 302s of

the interviewwth the primary sub-source.

B 't was not based on 302s, no.

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. Sonmers. Wre there 302s separate fromthe 57-page
summary of that interview?

B So there were drafts that were put
together that were shared with the case agent, and then
fromthat | conpiled the full docunent and sent that to the

case agent, and the case agent uploaded it to our system of

record.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. The input -- so you drafted it.
You sent it to the case agent for his review |s that
correct?

B Correct.

M. Sonmers. WAs his review -- was that all done
el ectronically, by email, or by making edits? O did you

guys have conversations about it?

B | think ny recollection was via email. |
don't recall there were many edits goi ng on back and forth.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. D d you discuss the interview wth
the case agent after it took place?

I | don't recall extensive conversations
about it, but I'msure we did.

M. Sonmers. Did you discuss the interview every day
after it was -- after each session was conpleted with the
case agent?

B ' think we had kind of a little bit of

after-action, but it wasn't an extensive anount.
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M. Sonmers. Ckay. So you conplete eventually this
57- page-1ong summary that we've been provided. Wat did
you do with this summary once it was conpl et ed?

B | rrovided the summary to the case agent,
and the case agent subsequently entered it, as | said, into
our system of record.

M. Soners. Wat is your system of record?

B Oe second so | can talk to the FBI to
make sure | use the exact proper criteria and | anguage for
this classification |evel.

M. Soners. Ckay.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B Dack.
M. Soners. Ckay.

B So it was inserted into our system of
record, which is called "Sentinel," "FBl Sentinel."

M. Soners. So once it was in Sentinel, who had
access to this summary?

I Everybody on the Crossfire Hurricane team
woul d have had access to it.

M. Soners. Wat about Peter Strzok?

B | belicve so

M. Sonmers. Bill Priestap?

B | belicve so.

M. Soners. \What about Lisa Page?
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_ | don't know about that.

M. Soners. Wat about either the Director or the
Deputy Director?

I Con't know about that either.

M. Sonmers. Al right. So you conplete the summary.
That's the witten docunent. Were there any neetings about
the primry sub-source interview?

B | don't recall having any group neetings
about the primary source interview. This was the period of
time where we weren't really having team neetings as it was
t he January to March peri od.

M. Soners. Didit cone up in any other neeting?

I | provided, again, a two-page summary that
was provided to a nunber of people, and |I believe that --
yeah, | did a two-page sunmary that was provided to a
nunber of peopl e.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. D d you ever discuss the prinmary
sub-source interview with Peter Strzok?

I ot to ny recollection.

M. Soners. O Bill Priestap?

B | may have with Bill Priestap, but | don't

recal | exactly.

M. Somers. The Director?

B ot to ny recollection.

M. Sonmers. The Deputy Director?
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Again, not to my recollection.

M. Soners. Lisa Page?

Again, not to ny recollection.

M. Soners. What about the OGC unit chief?

| don't recall having a conversation with

the OGC unit chief either.
M. Somers. SSA-17?

|"'mnot sure | had a talk with SSA-1 about

M. Sonmers. What about -- | think I mght -- | think
the SSA-1 may have rotated off by that point in tine. The
supervi sory special agent in charge of the Carter Page
I nvestigation, did you --

I may have discussed it -- | may have

di scussed it w th SSA-2.

M. Sonmers. Didyou discuss it with -- you nmay have?
You don't recall?
I don't recall exactly.

What about with Jen Boone?

=
g
3
0

| believe, yes, with Jen Boone.
M. Somers. And what did you discuss with her?

I think she was one of the recipients of

the two-page summary neno, if | recall correctly.
M. Soners. Did you discuss any inconsistencies

bet ween the Steele reporting and what the primry sub-
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source told you with Jen Boone?

B | don't recall going into detail about the
I nconsi stencies with Jen Boone.

M. Soners. Do you recall discussing the
I nconsi stencies with anybody at the FBI?

EEENNNN | o't recall

the interview, | don't remenber conversati ons where we

- outside of docunenting

outlined or discussed the inconsistencies.

M. Soners. How about anybody at DQJ?

I ot to ny recollection.

M. Soners. At sone point in tine, the representation
swtches in the FISA | think for the final two renewal s,
that the sub-source was truthful and cooperative. Do you
recall that |anguage?

B | do recall that |anguage.

M. Soners. | think on page 190 of the IGreport, it
says -- and this is not the IGreport saying it. |It's what
Is in the FI SA applications going forward: "the FBI found
t he Russi an-based sub-source to be truthful and
cooperative." Do you recall where that |anguage cane fronf

B | do not recall where that |anguage cane
from

M. Soners. Did you believe the primary sub-source to

be truthful and cooperative?
B | think ny statenent to the |G was
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sonmething along the lines of, "I don't think I could say a
bl anket statenment covering truthful and cooperative there.

M. Soners. Ckay. On page 211 of the IGreport, it
says, "The Supervisory Intel Analyst said that the
information fromthe interview wth the Prinmary Sub-source
provi ded details used to identify sub-sources referenced in
Steele's reports, which assisted wth the investigation."”

I s that accurate?

B 'hat is accurate.

M. Soners. That sounds like there's |like an extra
step in there, though. Wy didn't you just ask the primry
sub-source who his sources were?

I Can you ask that again? |'mnot sure |
under stand what you nean by a separate step there.

M. Sonmers. Well, it says the primary sub-source
provided details used to identify sub-source's reference in
Steele's reports. |Instead of getting details fromthe
primary sub-source that would then allow you to identify
sub-sources, did you ask the primary sub-source who any of
hi s sources were?

I oo e asked the sub-source who his sub-
sources were, and he provided information, and then we were
able to find other additional information about them

M. Soners. So you didn't use details to identify

sub-source's reference in Steele's reports?
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B ' think the -- | would say that the sub-

source provided information during the course of the

I nterviews, including the nanes of sone of his sub-sources
that hel ped us to basically then build additiona

i nformati on on those sub-sources.

M. Sonmers. Ckay, but not identification, just
addi tional information about those sub-sources?

B Rioht -- again, I'mkind of unclear. |
woul d say during the interview the sub-source gave us the
nanes of some of his sub-sources.

M. Soners. So that's how you would identify them
Maybe we're just tal king past each other. So | think
you' ve answered ny question, though. He gave you the nanes
of sonme of his sub-sources.

B e

M. Sonmers. So, again, further down on page 211, it
says, "However, in sone instances, statenents the Primary
Sub- source made about what his/her sources told hinfher --
and what he/she then provided to Steele -- were
I nconsi stent with information attributed to his/her sources
in Steele's reporting, as well as in the first Carter Page
FI SA application and Renewal Application No. 1....nobst team
menbers told us that they either were not aware of the
I nconsi stencies or, if they were aware, did not neke the

connection that the inconsistencies affected aspects of the
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FI SA applications. Further, Case Agent 1 and the
Supervisory Intel Analyst told us that the Primary Sub-
source may have been "mnim zing' certain aspects of what
he/ she told Steele.”

Way didn't you make other nenbers of the Crossfire
Hurri cane team aware of the inconsistencies?

B Acain, | docunmented the inconsistencies,
as | amrequired to do, and those inconsistencies were put
into the file, and that file was avail able to people on the
Crossfire Hurricane team

M. Sonmers. But you didn't take the -- you did not
take the further step of going and tal king to anyone about
t he i nconsi stenci es?

B Acain, the case agent was there. The case
agent is the one who naintains the FISA. | don't think
necessarily felt like I needed to go with the case agent
bei ng there.

M. Soners. |'mnot asking whether you needed to.

"' mjust asking whether you did.

B | don't recall going and talking to people
affirmatively about inconsistencies.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. And at the end of that quote, that
| ong quote | just read, it says that the "Case Agent...and
t he Supervisory Intel Analyst told us that the Primary Sub-

source may have been "mnim zing' certain aspects of what
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he/ she told Steele.” Wat did you nmean by that?

B | think what | neant by that at the tine
was that many -- | nean, these reports had now been open in
the press and that there may have been situations in which
Steele was attenpting to distance -- |'msorry, excuse ne.
Not Steele. The primary sub-source was attenpting to
di stance hinself or to mnimze sonme of what he had told
Steele when talking to the FBI in this instance.

M. Sonmers. And so you, | believe, said that you did
not believe the primary sub-source -- you said the prinmary
sub-source nmay not have been conpletely truthful. Wuld
m ni m zation be part of that?

B | think | would -- | think yes, | would
say mnim zation could be part of that.

M. Soners. Didyou ever see the -- do you recal
whet her you ever saw the truthful and cooperative note in
the FI SA applications?

I | don't recall seeing that in the FISA
application.

M. Soners. Did you have any involvenent in the June
-- June or July 2018 13A letter to the FI SA Court?

I ot to ny recollection, no.

M. Soners. "However, the Supervisory Intel" -- this
s on page two -- sonmewhere around 244 or 245. It has your

| npression that the sub-source may not have been conpletely

181

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

truthful and may have been minim zing certain aspects of
what he/she told Steele. "However, the Supervisory Inte
Anal yst told the O Gthat, on the whole, he did not see any
reason to doubt the information the Primary Sub-source
provi ded about who he/she received his/her information
from which was the Supervisory Intel Analyst's focus."

So on the whole you believe the primry sub-source was
bei ng truthful ?

I | believe the prinmary sub-source was being
trut hful about who his sub-sources were. | don't think he
was fabricating sub-sources.

M. Soners. What about -- yes, he mght not have been
fabricating sub-sources. Do you think he was on the whole
trut hful about everything he said in the interview?

B | think he was truthful with respect to
relating what his sub-sources were telling him

M. Soners. Didthe interview, the January interview
with the primary sub-source give you any pause about using
the -- continuing to use the Steele dossier information in
t he subsequent FI SA applications?

B | don't recall it giving me pause.

M. Sonmers. Didit cause you to reassess the Steele
reporting in any way?

B | think it led us to think that we had to

do additional digging to determ ne whether or not we coul d,
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again, confirmor disconfirmany of this. It nmeant we had
nmore work to do.

M. Soners. How did you convey that nore digging
needed -- |I'massunming -- you said "we" needed to do nore
digging. | assune that neans the anal ysts that -- maybe
anong others that worked for you. How did you convey that
t hey needed to do nore digging?

I | had analysts start to | ook at sone of
t he sub-sources and to determ ne, again, using the sane
type of evaluating FBI hol di ngs, OGA hol di ngs, open source,
to see whether or not we could pull any information on any
of the sub-sources provided by the primary sub-source.

M. Sonmers. Do you know if your analysts had revi ewed
the 57-page sunmary?

I VY anal ysts had seen parts, if not the
whol e, of the 57-page summary, Yyes.

M. Sonmers. And then at some point after the primry
sub-source interview, | believe -- and | believe this
relates to the primary sub-source interview -- you told the
|G s office -- | think it's on page 190 of the I1G s report:
"The Supervisory Intel Analyst explained that the team
menbers believed that an interviewwith Steele "would be a
good way of potentially |ooking to see whether or not [the
Pri mary Sub-source] is giving us accurate information [or]

did [the Primary Sub-source] tell [Steele] sonething
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different."" |Is that an accurate reflection in the |IG
report of your --

B hat is an accurate reflection, yes.

M. Sonmers. And | believe that it further says that
that interview didn't occur until Septenber of 2017. Do
you know why it took so long for the interview to occur?
say --

B | do, but | --

M. Soners. Go ahead.

B | do, but | wouldn't be able to tal k about
it in this forum

M. Soners. Did anyone ever consider not using the
Steele dossier information in the two FlI SA applications
that were filed during that tinme period?

B ot to ny recollection. But, again, |
wasn't the one who was drafting the FISA applications.

M. Sonmers. But you don't recall any discussion of,
hey, maybe we ought to put a pause on using the Steele
i nformation until we talk to himagain?

B | don't recall any discussions of that.

M. Somers. On page 192 to 193 of the G report, it
says, "FBI docunents reflect that another of Steele's sub-
sources who reviewed the election reporting told the FBI in
August 2017 that whatever information in the Steele reports

that was attributable to hinflher had been "exaggerated and
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t hat he/she did not recognize anything as originating
specifically fromhimher. The Primary Sub-source told the
FBI that he/she believed this sub-source was "~one of the

key sources for the "Trunp dossier and the source for
al I egations concerning M chael Cohen and events in Prague
contained in Reports 135, 136, and 166, as well as Report
94's allegations concerning the all eged neeting between
Carter Page and Igor Divyekin. The Supervisory Intel
Anal yst told us that he believed this Steele sub-source nmay
have been attenpting to mnimze his/her role in the
el ection reporting following its release to the public.”

Is that your recollection that you believed this
St eel e sub-source nmay have been attenpting to mnimze
his/her role in the election reporting?

I | " sone things, yes.

M. Sonmers. Wiy did you assune that they were trying
to mnimze versus being truthful?

I Ufortunately, information regarding this
sentence, I'mjust going to have to let stand what's in
t here because in this foruml|l wouldn't be able to discuss
this in any formin a way that would be at the | evel at
whi ch we are right now cl assification-w se.

M. Soners. Ckay. But you did believe that the

source was m nim zi ng?
B | sone aspects, yes.
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M. Somers. And you were ware of the information from
a highly credi ble source regardi ng Cohen and the events in
Prague? | think you testified to that earlier.

I Correct.

M. Soners. But even given that information, you
still thought the source was m nim zi ng.

B | mnot -- | think in this case, | think,
again, where | thought the source was mnim zing or what
the source was mnim zing about | don't think I can talk
about here in this forum

M. Soners. ay. So you don't think the source --
there's sonething specific that you think the source was
attenpting to mnimze?

B | think there were sone aspects that were
specific that the source was trying to mnimze, yes.

M. Soners. Didthey relate to M chael Cohen and
events in Prague?

B Acain, I'mnot going to talk about that.

M. Sonmers. | think you spoke about m nim zing, and
you said there were "any nunber of reasons that a source
mght mnimze." |Is that accurate?

B | believe that's accurate.

M. Soners. Wuld one reason that a source m ght
m nim ze be because the source was an agent of a foreign

gover nment ?
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B hat's possible, but if a source was an

agent of a foreign governnent and attenpting to --
attenpting to cede information to the United States, |'m
not sure they would mnimze in that sense. They m ght
want to actually give nore details, depending. | think
it's very circunstance-dependent.

M. Soners. W tal ked about this sone earlier, |
think at least with regard to Divyekin. Hopefully I'm
pronounci ng his nane correctly, although |'m not sure he'l
be offended if I"'mnot. And I'd just like to ask -- and
you may not know. | nean, you're not -- obviously, you
said you're not the author of the FISA application. But
I'"d just like to run through three pieces of excul patory --
what |'l| characterize as excul patory information just for
pur poses of asking the question. But 1'd just like to ask
you why this material, if you know, did not nake it into
the any of the Page FI SA applications, the first being, you
know, do you know why the Divyekin -- the Page denial of
even knowi ng Divyekin, why that did not make it into the
FI SA application?

B Acain, as an analyst, I'mnot a lawer. |
don't -- I'"'mnot involved with the probabl e cause
evaluation wwthin a FISA. | would say |'mnot the right
person to ask that question.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. Do you know why the Page denials
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regarding his involvenent in the Republican platform
regardi ng Ukraine did not nmake it into the FISA
applications?

I | would give the sanme answer.

M. Sonmers. And what about Page's denials that he
literally never nmet Paul Manafort and never said one word
to hin? Do you know why that didn't nmake it in the FISA
applications?

I | would give the sanme answer.

M. Sonmers. Didyou use all this material, though, in
anal yzing other material, all these confidential human
source recordi ngs of Page?

B | think sone of the information taken from
CHS interactions were anal yzed and used in anal ysis, yes.

M. Sonmers. Do you know why Page's relationship with
the CI A, previous relationship with the CI A did not nake
it into the FISA applications?

B Acain, 1'd give the sane answer as before.
I"'mnot a lawer. | don't eval uate probabl e cause
assessnments with respect to FI SA applications.

M. Sonmers. Do you know why information that Person 1
was an egotist, a boaster, and, according to Steele, may
exaggerate -- may engage in enbellishnents didn't nmake it
into the FISA application with regards to the information

provi ded by Person 17?
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B Soe ansver.

M. Sonmers. GCkay. | think to start the interview, I
had asked you whether you'd reviewed the |G report, read or
reviewed the G report, and you had answered that you had.
In reviewing the 1Greport, did you review the 17
significant errors and onmi ssions identified by the |1G?

B ' understand that there were 17, yes.

M. Sonmers. Do you agree that there were errors and
om ssi ons?

B | vwouldn't be the person to eval uate
whet her or not those are errors or om SsSions.

M. Soners. D dyou reviewthe 50 or so Wods errors
in the appendix to the 1G report?

B | rcad through those, yes.

M. Soners. Do you agree that those were errors?

B Acain, |'mnot the person to nake the
assessnment as to whether or not those were Wods errors.

M. Soners. The IGs office also determ ned that the
Crossfire Hurricane teanis receipt of Steele's election
reporting on Septenber 19, 2016, played a central and
essential role in the FBI's and the Departnent's deci sion
to seek the FISA order. Do you agree with the IGs
assessnent that the Steele reporting played a central and
essential role?

I | have no reason to disagree with the IGs
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assessment on that point.

Mr. Somers. Getting back to these 17 errors and
omissions, whether or not you agree whether they're errors
or omissions, were you aware of any of these errors -- what
the IG characterizes as errors and omissions prior to the
initial or any of the subsequent renewals of the Carter
Page FISA application?

I 2ca2in, I'm not going to -- I'm not going
to characterize one way or another whether something's an
error and omission. I'm not the person to actually --

Mr. Somers. I'm asking you -- I'm asking whether you
were aware of the fact. I'm not asking you to
characterize. There's 17 what the IG characterized as
errors and omissions, and I'm asking whether you were aware
of any of them prior to the filings of the Carter Page
initial or renewal FISA applications.

Mr. Heberling. You know, Zach -- it's [Jjjjjj- I don't
really think it's fair to put 17 on his memory. If you
want to take any one of them at a time and ask him factual
questions, that's fine. But I certainly couldn't remember
all that, and I don't think we should put on |jjjjjijf memory
what he recalls or doesn't recall about 17 errors and
omissions, at least as alleged by the IG.

Mr. Baker. While Zach is looking at that, I just have

a general question, certainly in the context of Crossfire,
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but, | mean, if you could also include in your answer a
broader scenario. Ws there a concern at the FBlI -- again,
specifically to Crossfire, but naybe nore broadly, was
there a concern about | eaking of things com ng out of the
Hoover Building that weren't supposed to cone out to the
press or just in general a concern about |eaks?

B | vwould say there's always a general
concern about |eaks, but | also knowthat in the IG report,
It was docunented that there were concerns about |eaks and
the potential for leaks with respect to the Crossfire
Hurri cane investigation.

M. Baker. Wre you aware at the tine that there had
to be enhanced operational security or there had to be, you
know, bringing people into Washington Field -- were there
actually steps taken in the formng of the Crossfire team
or the investigation to recognize the potential for |eaks?

B | think to ny recollection the very fact
that it was done as a "headquarters special" was part and
parcel of trying to mnimze the potential for |eaks.

M. Baker. Wat exactly is a "headquarters special"?

B ' think it's -- a headquarters special is
nonmencl ature that's used to designate nmaybe a speci al
project or an investigation that the decision is nmade to
actually run it out of headquarters rather than having a

field office run it.
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M. Baker. But yet there were parts of this that were
still or subsequently run by field offices. |Is that
correct?

B Ycs: because the Crossfire Hurricane
I nvestigation norphed over tine in terns of structurally.

M. Baker. So then there was no further concern about
the leaks that ultimately started the case as centralized
at headquarters? There was no | onger a concern about that?

B | think there was always a concern about
| eaks, but the fact is the Crossfire Hurricane structure
nor phed and changed over tine.

M. Baker. Was there -- | nean, | understand there's
al ways a concern about |eaks, but was the culture at the
FBI during this tine one where there were a high incidence
of | eaks that was causing concern for the nmanagers?

B | mogoing to talk to FBI counsel for just
a nonent.

M. Baker. Sure.

[Wtness confers with counsel.]

I B back. Wuld you mind
repeating the question for ne, please?

M. Baker. | was just asking the centralization of
the case initially --

I cxcuse ne. Sorry. W're getting a ot of

f eedback here. Let ne figure out what this feedback is.

192
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M. Baker. That sounds qui et now.

I  How about now? It's better now.

M. Baker. Yeah, it sounds good.

I Avol ogies.

M. Baker. The centralization of the case at
headquarters initially, it seemed to be there was a concern
about | eaks, and then subsequently there's cases that are
spun back out to the field. | was just curious. Was there
no | onger a concern about |eaks? And then sort of as an
add-on to that, was the concern about |eaks just a general
operational concern, or was there a hei ghtened incidence of
| eaks at FBlI headquarters during this tine?

I | do not recall any heightened concerns
about | eaks out of FBI headquarters.

M. Baker. But the reason for the centralization
initially of the case was to keep a cl ose hol d?

B Correct.

M. Baker. Wre there operational inpedinents because
it was being run out of headquarters rather than being run
out of a field office?

B | vwouldn't say operational inpedinents,
but as is discussed in the IGreport, there were -- you
know, there's no evidence room at headquarters and the
like. So there are aspects that still have to be -- there

still has to be interaction with field offices.

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

194

M. Baker. So even though it nmay be or it nay seem
centralized, the field office is really never conpletely
cut out of it because they have capabilities -- because
they're used to running investigations, they have
capabilities that headquarters just normally woul dn't have?

B | wuld say that's a fair statenent, yes.

M. Baker. Ckay.

M. Sonmers. Just on leaks, | think you -- and | don't
want to rebut questioning fromthe last round, but | think
you did characterize that there weren't nany | eaks or
sonmething to that extent in the last round with the
mnority. But |I'd just ask you, you're aware of a
Sept enber 23rd Yahoo News article, are you not, "U S. intel
officials probe ties between Trunp advi ser and Krem in" by
M chael Isikoff? You' re aware of that article?

B | o,

M. Soners. You're aware of an Cctober 31, 2016,
article in Mdther Jones, "A Veteran Spy Has G ven the FB
Information Alleging a Russian Operation to Cultivate
Donal d Trunp"?

B | o,

M. Soners. And are you aware of a February 2017 New
York Tinmes article about contacts between the Trunp

canpai gn and Russi a?

I e,
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M. Sonmers. GCkay. That's all | have.

M. Baker. | just have two quick points, one sort of
clean-up. Earlier, but not so |ong ago, regarding the
| earning that the primry sub-source was donestically
based, | had said that nmaybe the word "surprise" -- and |
said "shock™ mght be ny word. | want to nake it clear for
the record that | had the inpression fromthe answer given
by the witness to, | believe, nmy question in a previous
deposi tion was including both verbal and nonverbal
comruni cation, and | was definitely given the inpression
that the reaction to |l earning the source, the primary sub-
source was donestically based was nore than just a "casual
surprise.”

And then, finally, at sonme point | think you said
earlier you left the Crossfire team because the work had
been absorbed by the Special Counsel's office?

B Yes. that would be correct.

M. Baker. And what tinme period would that have been?

I 't would have been May of 2017.

M. Baker. And when --

M. Sonmers. So when the Special Counsel -- just to be
clear. This is probably clear to everybody, but |I'mjust
not recalling it. Wen the Special Counsel's teamis
formed, the Crossfire Hurricane team basically went away?

| mean, they may have been subsuned, but there was not a
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separate Crossfire Hurricane teamat the FBI while the
Muel | er investigation is ongoing. |Is that correct?

B 'hat is correct.

M. Soners. Ckay. Thank you.

M. Baker. | guess ny final point or question, how
| ong were you on the Special Counsel teamfromthe tine
that you -- or the case was absorbed over to the Speci al
Counsel and you reported, how |l ong were you on the team
fromthat tinme?

B by of 2017 until mddle of 2019.

M. Baker. GCkay. And | ask this sort of as a foll ow
up to the | eaks questions, but also just |'mcurious for
operational security. Wen you |left, were you instructed
or were you aware of anybody that was instructed to "w pe
t heir phones"?

I o

M. Baker. Thank you.

M. Sonmers. | think that's all we have. | don't know
if the mnority has another round. Cbviously, they could
rai se sonething that could cause us to ask a few nore
guestions, but we're conplete in principle.

M. Fausett. | think we're in a position to nove
forward. We don't have nuch at all. But, | IIGzG '

want to give you the chance if you want a break.

B o, | think we can go forward.
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M. Fausett. Ckay. So | just want to kind of build
on one topic of conversation in this |ast round, which was
this notion of the primary sub-source bei ng Russi a- based
and then not Russia-based, and just a basic question.
Coul d an individual have neani ngful relationships or
insights into the activities of a foreign governnent even
If they don't live in that country?

B e

M. Fausett. And just again, I"'msure it's apparent
to you, but for the record, why is that the case?

B Communication changes nake it possible to
keep in comunication with individuals and even securely
communi cate with individuals gl obally.

M. Fausett. Al right. And | think really the |ast
two rounds there were a nunber of questions that you were
asked about the Carter Page FI SA applications and sone of
the errors that were identified by the Inspector CGeneral in
his report, and | just want to follow up with a coupl e of
guesti ons.

First, to put the FISA errors in context, only 14
pages of the 448-page Mieller report addressed Carter Page,
and in Decenber of |ast year, when |Inspector Ceneral
Horowtz testified before our commttee for 6 hours about
the errors he identified in the Page FI SA applications, he

stated the errors do not call into question "any part of
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t he Special Counsel's report."” Having worked in support of
both Crossfire Hurricane and the Special Counsel's office

I nvestigation, do you have any evi dence that the Page FI SA
errors call into question any of Special Counsel Mieller's
findi ngs?

I | have no evidence to suggest that it
calls into question the Special Counsel's findings.

M. Fausett. Ckay. The Inspector General recomrended
a nunber of corrective actions, including changes to the
Wods formand the FI SA request form which are designed to
ensure that O at National Security D vision receives al
rel evant information, including confidential human source
i nformati on, needed to prepare FISA applications. D rector
W ay has accepted and agreed to inplenent all of the
| nspector General's recommended corrective actions.

Do you have any reason to believe that the FBlI is not
taki ng appropriate steps in response to the |Inspector
General's report?

I o, | have no reason to believe that.

M. Fausett. Do you have any reason to believe that
the corrective actions that the | nspector Genera
recomended and which the FBI is now taking will not
adequately address the errors that the |Inspector General
i dentified?

B | don't have any reason to believe that
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the policies and procedures that they're putting in place
on the basis of the recommendati ons of the G report won't
help the FBI in that area.

M. Fausett. Do you have any recomrendati ons of your
own beyond those provided by the Inspector General for
i nproving or reform ng the FI SA process?

B | vwould not be in a place to actually make
recommendations as to how to reformor inprove the FlISA
process.

M. Fausett. The Inspector General noted, and |'m
going to quote from Footnote 499 of the report now,
"menbers of the Crossfire Hurricane teamtold us that their
performance shoul d be assessed in light of the full scope
of responsibilities they had in 2016, in connection with
the FBI's...counterintelligence investigation, and that the
Carter Page FI SA was a narrow aspect of their overall
responsibilities.”

Is there any additional contextual information about
your responsibilities as a nenber of the Crossfire
Hurricane teamthat you think is inportant to a ful
under standi ng of the errors that the |Inspector General
I dentified?

B | don't think | have any comment on that.

M. Fausett. You were asked earlier about an enai

you sent to FBI |awers in Septenber of 2016 forwardi ng
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clainms from Steel e Report 94 that Carter Page secretly net
with a Kremin-tied official Igor Divyekin -- I'"mnot sure
how you pronounce it, but I'll go with that -- in July
2016. In that email, again, you asked, "Does this put us
at least *that* nmuch closer to a full FISA on [Carter
Page] ?" That's on page 125 of the report.

At the time you sent that email, just to be clear, you
had not yet had an opportunity to speak with the primry
sub-source. |Is that correct?

B hat is correct.

M. Fausett. So when you asked the FBI |awers
whet her the excerpt from Report 94 would be hel pful in
pursui ng the FI SA warrant, you had no i ndependent reason to
question the credibility of M. Steele's reporting at that
point. Correct?

B 'hat's correct.

M. Fausett. And, in fact, you told the Ofice of the
| nspector General that earlier that same day you had

"researched information on Divyekin that el evated the

significance of this particular allegation.” 1Is that
correct?

B hat is correct.

M. Fausett. | think we had a little back-and-forth

wi th your attorney about the characterization of that

question, so | just want to be clear here. D d you ask the
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| awyers, the FBI |awers, whether the excerpt from Report
94 woul d be hel pful in pursuing a FI SA warrant because you
were politically biased agai nst Donald Trunp?

I o

M. Fausett. D d you ask it because you had an
antici pated outcone or a preferred outcone in mnd for the

Il nvestigation?

B o

M. Fausett. |In fact, you told the Ofice of the
| nspector General -- |I'mquoting from page 125 of the
Horowitz report -- that you "wondered whet her OGC woul d

find that this information, along with the totality of the
ot her information on Carter Page, brought themcloser to
probabl e cause on Page." Isn't that why you sent the
emai | ?

B 'hat is correct.

M. Fausett. And in your experience as an
intelligence analyst at the FBI, is it unusual for an
anal yst to want to know whet her there's enough evidence in
hand to warrant a Court order for surveillance?

_ That is not uncommon.

M. Fausett. And why is that?

B | rean, again, analysts aren't the ones

that are nmaki ng the probabl e cause assessnent.

M. Fausett. And | think you' ve been very clear
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about, you know, the role that you have played with respect
to the FISA applications, so | don't want to go through
that litany again. But | do want to be cl ear about one
thing. To the best of your know edge, were any of the
reports -- or any of the errors, excuse ne, identified by
the I nspector General in his report the result of political
bi as?

B Acain, not to ny know edge.

M. Fausett. To your know edge, did anyone in an FBI
| eadership role, whether it's Director Coney, Deputy
Director McCabe, Peter Strzok, or anyone else in your chain
of command direct you or any other nenber of Crossfire
Hurricane to conmt any of the errors identified in the
| nspector General's report?

B 'he errors that are alleged in the report,
not tonmy -- no. | would say the answer is no.

M. Fausett. Al right. Sara, |I'll defer to you if

you have any ot hers.

Ms. Zdeb. | have nothing el se other than to say thank
you very nmuch, |l for your tinme and for being with
us. We also wanted to acknow edge that it is -- we

recogni ze that it is not the normfor the FBI to nake
soneone at your |evel and your position available for this
sort of interview, and, in fact, as we understand it, it is

contrary to their typical practice in investigations such
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as this one. And so we appreciate your tine today. Thank

you.

B hank you. Yes, thank you.
B M. Soners, it's ] Before we go off,

can | add one thing to the record?

M. Soners. Sure.

B You and | exchanged an enmail offline. |
just want to nmake clear for the record that |G
whose nanme cane up on a couple different occasions, was not
at the tine and is not now to ny know edge an SES enpl oyee.
So we woul d request that his nane be redacted in any
transcript.

M. Sonmers. Sure. Just to clarify on that subject, |
think I was asking |l o his DADs were during the
Crossfire Hurricane investigation. | think we got D na
Corsi being one. Wre there others?

B Sorry, that were in ny chain of command in
terns of DADs?

M. Sonmers. Yes, in your chain of command.

I So. again, at the beginning of Crossfire
Hurri cane, the chain of command went ne to Mbffa to
Priestap. The second part of -- the second part, excuse
me, of Crossfire Hurricane, which would have been the
January to late March period, the chain of conmand went

fromnme to Moffa to Dina Corsi to Priestap. And then in
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the third chain -- or the third period, excuse me, the
March to June period, it would have gone from me to the
individual that [ just mentioned has to be redacted to
Priestap.

Mr. Somers. So that individual is the intel section
chief?

B Yo On the third it would not be the
intel section chief. He had a position -- he would have
been an SSA at that point, I believe. Or a unit chief? A
unit chief. Sorry.

Mr. Somers. I'm sorry. Okay. So a unit chief. So
no DAD and no section chief?

I cCorrect.

Mr. Somers. Okay. I think that's all we have. I
just wanted to clear that up since we were taking the
individual's name off the record. I do want to thank you
for appearing remotely today, taking the time out of your
day to discuss these matters with us, and we appreciate
that.

Mr. Baker. Yes, thank you very much.

B  zach, this is |l juveing in real
quick. There were two references during, I believe, the
first round to an OGA that I think were classified, and you
indicated that you would make sure they were redacted. I

just want to make sure that that gets followed through.
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M. Soners. Yeah, | said the name of an agency, and |
shouldn't have. |Is that what you're referring to, Ji?

B Yes- | just wanted to nmake sure that it
didn't get lost in the --

M. Soners. Yeah, we'll take that out of there, since
now | 've really highlighted it by saying | shouldn't have
sai d that.

Al right. |If that's everything, we'll go off the
record.

M. Linehan. Hey, Zach? Zach?

M. Soners. Yes?

M. Linehan. Before we go off the record, | just want
to confirmthat we'll have an opportunity to review the
transcript?

M. Sonmers. Yeah, if we decide to release the
transcript, we will give you an opportunity to reviewit.

M. Linehan. Geat. ay, thank you.

M. Sonmers. Al right.

M. Baker. Thank you, everybody.

M. Fausett. Take care, everyone.

[ Wher eupon, at 4:24 p.m, the interview was

concl uded. ]
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